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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

u.s.
FOR THE DISTRICT OF UTAH, CENTRAL DIVISION

DISTRICT OF UTAH
GOOGLE INC.,, Civil No. 2:09-CV-1068 BSJ .
BY:
DEPUTY CLERK
Plaintiff, ORDER
VS.

PACIFIC WEBWORKS, INC,, et al.,

N N’ N N N N N N N N .

Defendants.

Defendant Bloosky Interactive, LL.C filed Defendant and Third-Party Plaintiff Bloosky
Interactive’s Third-Party Claim (Docket No. 60) against Pacific Webworks, Inc. on July 19,
2010, who in turn filed a Motion to Dismiss Bloosky’s Third-Party Complaint (Docket No. 73)
on September 1, 2010, seeking to dismiss the third-party complaint or in the alternative, to
transfer to designated courts agreed to in the contract between such parties, namely federal
district courts in Nevada and California,

All parties, with the exception of this third-party complaint, resolved the issues in the
pending substantive case.

The matter came on for hearing to further consider Pacific Webworks, In¢’s motion to
dismiss or transfer Bloosky Interactive, LL.C’s third-party complaint on March 21, 2011, and
appearances were made as follows: Roger R. Myers and Craig A. Buschmann appeared on behalf
of Plaintiff; Robert E. Mansfield appeared on behalf of Defendant Pacific Webworks, Inc.; and
Blair R. Jackson and Blaine C. Kimrey appcarcd on behalf of Defendant Bloosky Interactive,

LLC (Blaine C. Kimrey appearing by telephone).
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After due consideration, the court grants the pending motion to dismiss and does so

without prejudice.

SO ORDERED.
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DATED this _{*__day of April, 2011.

BY THE COURT:

UMM A _ ! _A_LAAA‘ [“AA e
Bruce\S. Jenkins
United States '~ hior District Judge




