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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SAN JOSE DIVISION

COALITION FOR ICANN TRANSPARENCY,

INC., a Delaware Corporation,
Plaintiff,
V.

VERISIGN, INC., a Delaware Corporation;

INTERNET CORPORATION FOR ASSIGNED

NAMES AND NUMBERS, a California
Corporation,

Defendants.

Case No. 05-4826 (RMW) PVT

PLAINTIFF’S CONSOLIDATED
MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND
AUTHORITIES IN OPPOSITION TO
DEFENDANTS’ MOTIONS TO
DISMISS CFIT’S FIRST AMENDED
COMPLAINT

DATE: JUNE 9, 2006
Time: 0:00 a.m.
Ctrm: 6

Honorable Ronald M. Whyte
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