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PRELIMINARY STATEMENT
Defendant Northstar Retail Systems respectfully moves this Court to dismiss the complaint filed by Plaintiff Aurora Analytics LLC. The complaint fails to establish the existence of a binding production contract, relies on vague oral assurances that do not constitute enforceable promises, and improperly duplicates quasi-contract claims that are governed by the written pilot agreement.
STATEMENT OF RELEVANT FACTS
Plaintiff Aurora Analytics LLC entered into a pilot software agreement with Defendant Northstar Retail Systems, which allowed Aurora to configure a sample dashboard for Northstar. The pilot agreement explicitly stated that any production deployment required a later signed order form, which was never executed. Aurora alleges that Northstar employees expressed positive feedback about the pilot and discussed potential rollout timing; however, these discussions did not culminate in a signed production order form.
LEGAL STANDARD
To survive a motion to dismiss under Rule 12(b)(6), a complaint must contain sufficient factual matter, accepted as true, to 'state a claim to relief that is plausible on its face.' Ashcroft v. Iqbal, 556 U.S. 662, 678 (2009). The court must accept all allegations in the complaint as true and draw all reasonable inferences in favor of the plaintiff. However, mere conclusory statements or a formulaic recitation of the elements of a cause of action will not suffice. NOTE: No verified legal citations were retrieved. This draft must be supplemented with properly researched authority before use.
ARGUMENT
1. The complaint fails to identify a binding production contract. The pilot agreement clearly stipulates that a signed order form is necessary for any production deployment, which was not executed. Therefore, there can be no breach of contract. 2. The claims of promissory estoppel and unjust enrichment are not viable as they are based on alleged oral assurances that do not constitute definite promises. The discussions regarding rollout timing do not satisfy the legal requirements for enforceability. 3. The quasi-contract claims are duplicative of the breach of contract claim and should be dismissed as the written pilot agreement governs the relationship between the parties.
CONCLUSION
For the foregoing reasons, Defendant Northstar Retail Systems respectfully requests that this Court grant its motion to dismiss the complaint in its entirety.
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