IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DI STRI CT OF PENNSYLVANI A
HOMRD FLEI SHVAN : CIVIL ACTI ON
Plaintiff, : NO. 02-8579
V.
DOROTHY M SCI LLEY, ET AL.

Def endant s.

VEMORANDUM AND ORDER

Full am J. Mar ch , 2003

Al'l of the nunerous defendants have filed notions to dismss
plaintiff’s pro se conplaint, both for [ack of subject-matter
jurisdiction, and for failure to state clains upon which relief
may be granted. | agree that plaintiff’s conpl aint does not set
forth any intelligible clainms against anyone. The conpl aint has
now been suppl enented to sone extent by plaintiff’s “Affirmation
in Qpposition to [the Mdtions to Dismss]”. |In conbination,

t hese docunents suggest the possibility that plaintiff is

convi nced he has been wonged. Apparently, he purchased a | arge
Bucks County country estate, for a | arge anount of noney, but
|ater learned that the total acreage involved was sonewhat |ess
than he had been |l ed to expect. \Whether plaintiff may or may not
have valid clains against one or nore of the defendants is not
entirely clear. | need not pursue such questions, however, since

it is clear that this Court |acks jurisdiction over the



controversy. Plaintiff is a citizen of the State of New York,
and at least two of the defendants are also citizens of that
state. The only basis for jurisdiction asserted in the conplaint
is diversity of citizenship. No conceivably valid federal clains
are asserted. This action will therefore be dism ssed for |ack

of jurisdiction of the subject matter. An order foll ows.

C:\ I net pub\ ww docunent s\ opi ni ons\ sour cel\ $ASQO3D0131P. PAE



IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DI STRI CT OF PENNSYLVANI A
HOMRD FLEI SHVAN : CIVIL ACTI ON
Plaintiff, : NO. 02-8579
V.
DOROTHY M SCI LLEY, ET AL.

Def endant s.

ORDER
AND NOW this day of , 2003,
I T I'S ORDERED:
That this action is DI SM SSED for |ack of subject-matter
jurisdiction.

BY THE COURT:

John P. Fullam Sr. J.



