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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 IQ),
Civ. No. 1: 16-cv-00830-RGA
Plaintiffs,

V.

STREETLINE, INC.; KAPSCH
TRAFFICCOM HOLDING CORP.; and
KAPSCH TRAFFICCOM U.S. CORP.

Defendants.

PLAINTIFFS’ RESPONSE TO DEFENDANTS’

MOTION TO DISMISS UNDER RULE 12(b)(6) (D.I. 31)

Dated: July 28, 2017 George Pazuniak DE (No. 478)
Sean T. O’Kelly (DE No. 4349)
Daniel P. Murray (DE No. 5785)
O’Kelly & Ernst, LLC
901 N. Market Street, Suite 1000
Wilmington, Delaware 19801
(302) 478-4230 / 778-4000
(302) 295-2873 (facsimile)
gp@del-iplaw.com
sokelly@oeblegal.com
dmurray@oeblegal.com
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