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Defendant Star Pipe PBroducts, Ltd. (“Star”), in response to
Indirect Purchaser Plaintiffs’ Opposition to LCefendants McWane
Inc., Sigma Corpcration, and Star Pipe Product Ltd.’ s Motions to
Dismiss Plaintiffs’ Amended Class Action Complaint
{(“Opposition”), files this Reply. MAlso on this day, McWane and
Sigma (“Other Defendants”) have filed a Reply Memcrandum of
Defendants McWane, Inc. and Sigma Corporation in Further Support
of Their Motion to Dismiss the Amended Class Action Complaint
(“Other Defendants’ Reply”).

Star’s Motion to Dismiss Jjoined 1in the grounds for
dismissal asserted by McWane and Sigma (“Other Defendants”) as
to the claims asserted against Star {(Counts 3, 4, 5, 6, and 10)

(“Other Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss”). In this Reply, Star

again jcins in the arguments for dismissal asserted by Other
Defendants as to Counts 3, 4, 5, 6, and 190, and specifically the

arguments in the Other Defendants’ Reply as to those counts:

. Plaintiffs have failed to set forth viable claims
based on antitrust and consumer protection
violations, for the reasons set forth in Star’s
Motion to Dismiss the Direct Purchaser Complaint
and accompanying memorandum cof law, and Star’s
reply in suppocrt thereof filed in the direct
purchaser acticn (12-711) contemporaneously with
this Reply;

® Plaintiffs have failed to plead sufficient facts
supperting their various claims based on
overcharges for ductile iron pipe fittings
("DIPF") and the Opposition still fails to
identify any such facts;
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. Plaintiffs do not have standing to bring
antitrust and consumer protection claims under
the laws of states other than thelr home states
and the Opposition still identifies no
allegations of injury for such claims; and

. Plaintiffs’ Opposition admits their failure to

identify any state under whose law their unjust
enrichment claims arise.

For purposes o¢f Dbrevity, Star incorporates herein the
authorities cited by the Other Defendants. Star does not join in
relief sought or arguments made in the Other Defendants’ Motions
to Dismiss or Reply as to counts other than Counts 3, 4, 5, 6,
and 10, as 8Star 1s not a party to those other counts and
reserves 1ts position as to the conduct asserted in those other

counts.
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CONCLUSICON
For the reasons stated above and in the Other Defendants’

Reply, and as requested in Star’s Motion to Dismiss, and the
Other Defendants’ Motions toe Dismiss, as to Counts 3, 4, 5, 6,
and 10, Star respectfully requests this Court to dismiss those
counts of the Complaint pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure 12(b)6) and grant Star all other relief to which it is
justly entitled.
Dated December 4, 2012

Respectfully submitted,

NORRIS McLAUGHLIN & MARCUS, P.A,

/s8/ Joseph J. Fleischman

A Member of the Firm
jjfleischman@nmmlaw.com
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Bridgewater, NJ 08807

Gregory S5.C. Huffman
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Brian W. Stoltz

THOMPSON & KNIGHT LLP
1722 Routh Street, Suite 1500
Dallas, Texas 75201
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William.Katz@tklaw.com
Nicocle.Williams@tklaw.com
Brian.StoltzBtklaw.com




Case 3:12-cv-00169-AET-LHG Document 100 Filed 12/04/12 Page 5 of 5 PagelD: 821

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I hereby certify that on December 4, 2012 T caused to be

filed via electronic mail to the Clerk cof the Court, United

States District Court, Defendant Star Pipe Products, Ltd.’s
Reply in Support of its Motion to Dismiss As to Ccunts 3, 4, 5,
& and 10 of the Amended Class Action Ceomplaint 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
ceurt will receive a cdpy of the aforementioned papers, along
with a copy of the Notice of Electronic Filing by regular mail,

/s/ Joseph J. Fleischman
NORRIS McLAUGHLIN & MARCUS, P.A,

Jjfleischman@nmmlaw. com




