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27. The claims against Star are barred, in whole or in part, because Indirect Plaintiffs 

and alleged class members did not rely on any statements or actions of Star, or any alleged 

reliance was unreasonable or unjustified. 

28. The claims against Star are barred, in whole or in part, because Indirect Plaintiffs 

and alleged class members failed to plead necessary predicate acts. 

29. The claims against Star are barred to the extent Indirect Plaintiffs and alleged 

class members seek the extraterritorial application of state laws. 

30. The claims against Star are barred, in whole or in part, because Indirect Plaintiffs 

and alleged class members do not allege wholly or predominantly intrastate conduct. 

31. The claims against Star are barred to the extent the claims of Indirect Plaintiffs 

and alleged class members are based on the state laws of Florida, Kansas, Michigan, New York, 

and North Carolina, and the alleged events took place outside of Florida, Kansas, Michigan, New 

York, and North Carolina, respectively, with no impact on the residents of Florida, Kansas, 

Michigan, New York, and North Carolina, respectively. 

32. The claims against Star under New York law are barred because the Indirect 

Plaintiffs and alleged class members did not provide the required notice to the New York 

Attorney General. 

3 3. Indirect Plaintiffs are not proper representatives for the alleged class they seek to 

represent against Star. 

34. Indirect Plaintiffs have not properly pled a class action because the variations in 

relevant facts governing Indirect Plaintiffs' claims against Star override any common issues and 

defeat the requisite predominance of Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 23(b )(3). 
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35. In the unlikely event that a class is certified, this Court will not have personal 

jurisdiction over all the class members. 

36. The claims against Star are barred to the extent they would impose overlapping 

liability or damages from another action as a violation of Due Process. 

3 7. The claims against Star are barred, in whole or in part, by proportionate 

responsibility. 

38. Plaintiffs' claims are barred, in whole or in part, because Star's conduct is 

protected by the Noerr-Pennington doctrine, the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States 

Constitution, and comparable doctrines and provisions under the law or constitutions of the 

individual states. 

39. To the extent that actionable conduct occurred, Plaintiffs' and the proposed class 

members' claims against Star are barred because all such conduct would have been committed 

by individuals acting ultra vires. 

40. Star reserves the right to adopt any affirmative defenses set forth by any other 

Defendant applicable to the Third and Fourth Claim for Relief in the Complaint. 

41. Star reserves the right to assert additional affirmative defenses which may become 

known during the course of discovery. 
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WHEREFORE, Star requests judgment dismissing the Complaint with prejudice and 

awarding costs and such other relief as deemed just and proper. 

Dated: October 22, 2013 
Bridgewater, NJ 

NORRIS McLAUGHLIN & MARCUS, P.A. 

By: /s/ Joseph J Fleischman 
JOSEPH J. FLEISCHMAN 
A Member of the Firm 
jjfleischman@nmmlaw.com 

Gregory S.C. Huffman 
William M. Katz, Jr. 
Nicole L. Williams 
THOMPSON & KNIGHT LLP 
1722 Routh Street, Suite 1500 
Dallas, Texas 75201 
Gregory.Huffman@tklaw.com 
William.Katz@tklaw.com 
Nicole. Williams@tklaw.com 

Attorneys for Defendant Star Pipe Products, 
Ltd. 
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CERTIFICATION OF SERVICE 

I certify that on October 22, 2013 I caused to be filed via electronic mail to the Clerk of 

the Court, United States District Court, Defendant Star Pipe Product, Ltd.'s Answer to Second 

Amended Class Action Complaint in accordance with the Court's Electronic Filing System. 

I further certify that once the electronic filing receipt is received, any party not receiving 

electronic notices from the court will receive a copy of the aforementioned papers, along with a 

copy of the Notice of Electronic Filing by regular mail. 

I hereby certify that the foregoing statements made by me are true. I am aware that if any 

of the foregoing statements made by me are willfully false, I am subject to punishment. 

Dated: October 22, 2013 
Bridgewater, NJ 

By:/s/ Joseph J Fleischman 
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