
 

 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE 

 
ALMONDNET, INC. and INTENT IQ, LLC, 
and DATONICS LLC, 
 

Plaintiffs, 
 

 v. 
 
LOTAME SOLUTIONS, INC.,  
 

Defendant. 
 

 
 
 

C.A. No. 24-00376-MN 
 
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

 
    

 

 
 

OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT LOTAME SOLUTION, INC.’S 
MOTION TO DISMISS ALMONDNET’S FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
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Susan E. Morrison (No. 4690) 
Grayson P. Sundermeir (No. 6517) 
FISH & RICHARDSON P.C. 
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Wilmington, DE 19899-1114 
(302) 652-5070 
morrison@fr.com 
sundermeir@fr.com 
 
Aamir A. Kazi 
(GA Bar No. 104235) 
1180 Peachtree Street, NE, 21st Floor 
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(404) 892-5005 
kazi@fr.com 
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LOTAME SOLUTIONS, INC. 
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