
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA

EDWARD KARPINSKI : CIVIL ACTION
:

vs. :
:

ROLL INTERNATIONAL CORPORATION, : NO.  06-5476
REALTY ASSOCIATES FUND VI LP and :
HOWARD LUCKER :

MEMORANDUM

ROBERT F. KELLY, Sr. J. MAY 8, 2007

On February 13, 2007, Defendants Howard Lucker and Roll International

Corporation filed a motion to dismiss pursuant to FRCP 12(b)(1) and (6) and Defendant Realty

Associates Fund VI LP filed a motion to join.  

On February 23, 2007, Plaintiff Edward Karpinski filed a motion for extension of

time to respond to the motions to dismiss.

On February 27, 2007, we entered an Order extending the time for Plaintiff to

respond to the motions to dismiss to March 15, 2007.  No response was filed.

On April 2, 2007, this Court issued a Memorandum and Order granting

Defendants’ motion to dismiss under FRCP 12(b)(1) for lack of jurisdiction.

On April 20, 2007, Plaintiff wrote to the Court advising that he never received our

Order granting him the extension of time to respond.  On the same day this Court signed an Order

granting Plaintiff until April 27, 2007 to file a response to the original motions to dismiss.  We

indicated in that Order that we would consider such a response if filed as a motion to reconsider

our Order of April 2, 2007.  
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On April 17, 2007, Plaintiff filed a “Motion for Reconsideration and Relief from

this Court’s Order” which is now before us for consideration.

After carefully considering Plaintiff’s response we conclude that it contains

nothing that would cause us to change our decision of April 2, 2007.  

We therefore enter the following Order.
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AND NOW, this   8th   day   May, 2007, it is hereby ORDERED AND

DECREED that Plaintiff’s “Motion for Reconsideration and Relief from this Court’s Order”

(Doc. No. 9), is hereby DENIED.

BY  THE  COURT:

/s/ Robert F. Kelly                                   
ROBERT  F. KELLY
SENIOR  JUDGE 


