IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DI STRI CT OF PENNSYLVAN A

ART WALTERS : CIVIL ACTI ON
V.
INFINITI, et al. : NO. 99-2242

MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

Fullam Sr. J. June , 1999

By Order dated May 5, 1999, | dism ssed plaintiff’s
conpl ai nt because it was frivolous. The Order did not
specifically dispose of (1) a notion by plaintiff, filed My 4,
1999 “For Appoi ntnent of Mgistrate Judge. Mdtion for Mstrial,”
or (2) a notion by plaintiff to anmend the conplaint. After the
di sm ssal order was entered on May 5, 1999, plaintiff, on My 6,
1999 filed a Mdtion for Reconsideration of the D sm ssal.

Anot her defendant, Frank Ri zzo, Jr., filed a Motion to Dism ss
the Conplaint, on May 26, 1999.

Plaintiff is suing eight defendants, including
“Infiniti” (not otherw se identified), Janes Marsh, Esquire,
Frank Ri zzo, Jr. (apparently a nenber of the Philadelphia Gty
Council), the “Catholic Church in Anerica,” the “Nation of
| sl am” Pennsyl vania Governor Thomas W Ridge, the United States
of America, and Rick Opiela. The nunerous papers filed by the
plaintiff are utterly inconprehensible, both because plaintiff’s

handwiting is illegible, and because, to the extent they are



| egi bl e, they make no sense at all. The conplaint was therefore
properly dismssed as legally frivolous. The pending notion of
defendant Ri zzo to dismss the conplaint will be dism ssed as
nmoot .

An Order foll ows.



IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DI STRI CT OF PENNSYLVAN A

ART WALTERS : ClVIL ACTI ON
V.
INFINITI, et al. NO. 99-2242
ORDER
AND NOW this day of June, 1999, IT IS ORDERED:

1. Plaintiff's Mdtion for Reconsideration is DEN ED.
2. The Motion to D sm ss of defendant Frank Ri zzo,
Jr., is DISM SSED AS MOOT, plaintiff’s conplaint having been

dism ssed as frivolous by this Court’s Order of May 5, 1999.

John P. Fullam Sr. J.



