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NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION 

TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR COUNSEL OF RECORD: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on July 17, 2020, at 10:00 a.m. (see ECF 79), or as soon 

thereafter as the matter may be heard, in the Courtroom of the Honorable Charles R. Breyer, 

located at 450 Golden Gate Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94102, Courtroom 6, 17th Floor, Pivotal 

Software, Inc. (“Pivotal”), Cynthia Gaylor, Egon Durban, Khozema Z. Shipchandler, 

Marcy S. Klevorn, Michael Dell, Paul Maritz, Robert Mee, and William D. Green (together with 

Pivotal, the “Pivotal Defendants”) will, and hereby do, move pursuant to Federal Rules of Civil 

Procedure 8, 9(b), and 12(b)(6) to dismiss the Consolidated Amended Complaint for Violations of 

the Federal Securities Laws (the “Complaint”) filed by Lead Plaintiffs Oklahoma City Employee 

Retirement System (“Oklahoma City”) and Police Retirement System of St. Louis on 

February 11, 2020. 

This Motion is based on this Notice, the accompanying Memorandum of Points and 

Authorities, the Defendants’ Request for Consideration and Judicial Notice, the Declaration of 

Robert L. Cortez Webb (“Webb Decl.”) and exhibits attached thereto (“Ex. __”), and such other 

argument and materials as may be presented before this Motion is taken under submission. 
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