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i 
MOTION TO DISMISS CONSOLIDATED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 

CASE NO. 18-cv-06753-PJH 

NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on August 26, 2020 at 9:00 am, or as soon thereafter as the matter 

may be heard, in the courtroom of the Honorable Phyllis J. Hamilton, United States District Judge, 

Northern District of California, located at 1301 Clay Street, Oakland, CA 94612, Courtroom 3, Defendants 

Ripple Labs Inc. (“Ripple”), XRP II, LLC (“XRP II”), and Bradley Garlinghouse will move the Court to 

dismiss Counts Four, Six, and Seven of Lead Plaintiff Bradley Sostack’s Consolidated First Amended 

Complaint for Violations of Federal and California Law, Dkt. 87.  Defendants’ Motion is made pursuant 

to Rules 9(b) and 12(b)(6) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and seeks dismissal with prejudice.  

The Motion is based on this Notice of Motion and supporting Memorandum of Points and Authorities, 

reply briefing in further support of this Motion, any matters of which this Court may take judicial notice, 

the arguments of counsel, and any such other matters as the Court may consider. 

Dated: June 8, 2020 Respectfully Submitted, 
 
By:     /s/ Damien J. Marshall   

Damien J. Marshall (Admitted pro hac vice) 
BOIES SCHILLER FLEXNER LLP 
55 Hudson Yards, 20th Floor 
New York, NY 10001 
Telephone: (212) 446-2300 
Email: dmarshall@bsfllp.com 
 
Maxwell V. Pritt (SBN 253155) 
BOIES SCHILLER FLEXNER LLP 
44 Montgomery Street, 41st Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94104 
Telephone: (415) 293-6800 
Email: mpritt@bsfllp.com 
 
Menno Goedman (SBN 301271) 
BOIES SCHILLER FLEXNER LLP 
1401 New York Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, DC  20005 
Telephone: (202) 237-2727 
Email: mgoedman@bsfllp.com 
 
Attorneys for Defendants Ripple Labs Inc., 
XRP II, LLC, and Bradley Garlinghouse 
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