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Michigan, New Hampshire, New York, and North Carolina, 

respectively. 

Thirty-First Affirmative Defense 

The claims against SIGMA 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. 

Thirty-Second Affirmative Defense 

The claims against SIGMA are barred, in whole or in 

part, because Indirect Plaintiffs and alleged class members did 

not rely on any statements or actions of SIGMA, or any alleged 

reliance was unreasonable or unjustified. 

Thirty-Third Affirmative Defense 

Plaintiffs are not entitled to recover any damages as 

they passed on any overcharges to their customers and, 

therefore, experienced no injury. 

Thirty-Fourth Affirmative Defense 

Plaintiffs are not proper plaintiffs for purposes of 

representing a class. 

Thirty-Fifth Affirmative Defense 

The claims against SIGMA fail because they are unable 

to disaggregate the effect of SIGMA'S lawful conduct from the 

effect of the allegedly unlawful conduct. 
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Thirty-Sixth Affirmative Defense 

The claims against SIGMA are barred because SIGMA's 

alleged conduct was lawful, justified, and pro-competitive, 

constituted bona fide business practices, and was carried out in 

furtherance of SIGMA'S independent and legitimate business 

interests. 

Thirty-Seventh Affirmative Defense 

To the extent that actionable conduct occurred, 

Plaintiffs' and the proposed class members' claims against SIGMA 

are barred because all such conduct would have been committed by 

individuals acting ultra vires. 

Thirty-Eighteenth Affirmative Defense 

The claims against SIGMA under Indiana law are barred 

because it is a violation of state and/or federal law for the 

State of Indiana, and any of its sub-divisions, to be 

represented by counsel other than through the Attorney General 

of Indiana. 

RESERVATION OF RIGHTS 

SIGMA reserves the right to assert and rely on other 

applicable defenses as may become available or apparent as 

discovery proceeds, and to amend its answer and/or defenses. 
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SIGMA reserves the right to adopt any affirmative 

defense set forth by any other Defendant applicable to the Third 

and Fourth Claim for Relief in the Complaint. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, SIGMA respectfully prays as follows: 

1. That plaintiffs and the members of the purported 

class take nothing by the complaint; 

2. That the complaint be dismissed with prejudice; 

3. That SIGMA recovers its costs and expenses of 

suit; 

4. Judgment be entered in favor of SIGMA, and 

against plaintiffs, on all counts in which claims have been 

asserted against SIGMA; and 

5. For such other and further relief as the Court 

may deem just and proper. 

I I I I I 

I I I I I 

I I I I I 

I I I I I 

I I I I I 

I I I I I 
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DATED: October 30, 2013 

~~ 
Roberto A. Rivera-Soto 
BALLARD SPAHR LLP 
A PENNSYLVANIA LIMITED LIABILITY PARTNERSHIP 

210 Lake Drive East, Suite 200 
Cherry Hill, NJ Q8002 
Tel: (856) 761-3400 
Fax: (856) 761-1020 
riverasotor@ballardspahr.com 

Leslie E. John 
Matthew A. White 
Jason A. Leckerman 
Benjamin M. Schmidt 
BALLARD SPAHR LLP 
1735 Market Street, 51st Floor 
Philadelphia, PA 19103 
Tel: (215) 665-8500 
Fax: (215) 864-8999 
whitem@ballardspahr.com 
john@ballardspahr.com 
leckermanj@ballardspahr.com 
schmidtb@ballardspahr.com 

Counsel for 
Defendant SIGMA Corporation 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on this 30th day of October, 

2013, a copy of SIGMA'S answer and affirmative defenses to 

plaintiffs' second amended class action complaint was filed 

electronically, and is available for viewing and downloading 

through the Court's CM/ECF System. Notice of this filing will 

be sent by e-mail to all parties by operation of the Court's 

electronic filing system or by mail to any parties that are 

unable to accept electronic filing as indicated on the Notice of 

Electronic Filing. 

Roberto A. Rivera-Soto 


