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The Motion to Dismiss Plaintiffs’ First Consolidated Class Action Complaint presented by 

Defendants AdMob, Inc., Flurry, Inc., MobClix, Inc., Pinch Media, Inc., Traffic Marketplace, Inc., 

Millennial Media Inc., AdMarvel, Inc., and Quattro Wireless, Inc. (the “Mobile Industry 

Defendants”) was heard on September 1, 2011 at 1:30 p.m. by this Court.  Having considered all 

papers filed in support of and in opposition to the Motion, oral argument of counsel, and all other 

pleadings and papers on file herein, the Court finds as follows: 

1. Plaintiffs lack standing under Article III of the United States Constitution and 

California’s Unfair Competition Law to pursue their claims in this Court. 

2. Plaintiffs’ Complaint fails to satisfy the pleading requirements of Rule 8(a) of the 

Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. 

3. Each of Plaintiffs’ separate claims against the Mobile Industry Defendants fails to 

state a claim upon which relief can be granted. 

Good cause appearing therefor, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT: 

1. The Mobile Industry Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss Plaintiffs’ First Consolidated 

Class Action Complaint is GRANTED; and 

2. All claims for relief against the Mobile Industry Defendants are hereby DISMISSED 

with prejudice without leave to amend. 

 

Dated:  _________________________________ 
 The Honorable Lucy H. Koh 
 United States District Judge 

 
 

 
 

 
 


