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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

SIPCO, LLC and IP CO., LLC d/b/a INTUS
1Q,

Plaintiffs,
V.
STREETLINE, INC., KAPSCH
TRAFFICCOM HOLDING CORP., and
KAPSCH TRAFFICCOM U.S. CORP.

Defendants.

C.A. No. 16-830-RGA

MEMORANDUM OF REASONS IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS
SIPCO’S FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT WITH PREJUDICE PURSUANT
TO RULE 12(B)(6) OF DEFENDANTS STREETLINE, INC. AND
KAPSCH TRAFFICCOM HOLDING CORP.

Of Counsel:

Pierre R. Yanney

Stephen E. Underwood

STROOCK & STROOCK & LAVAN LLP
180 Maiden Lane

New York, NY 10038

(212) 806-5400
pyanney{stroock.com
sunderwood(@stroock.com

Dated: February 21, 2017

DOCKET

R0OSS ARONSTAM & MORITZ LLP
Benjamin J. Schladweiler (#4601)
100 S. West Street, Suite 400
Wilmington, DE 19801

(302) 576-1600
bschladweiler(@ramllp.com

Counsel for Defendants Streetline, Inc. and
Kapsch TrafficCom Holding Corp.
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