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Mary K. Cummins, Defendant pro se359 N.  Sweetzer Ave.Los Angeles, CA  90048Phone: (323) 651-1336Fax:     (323) 651-1365
PHILADELPHIA COUNTY COURT OF COMMON PLEASTRIAL DIVISION

FREDERICK RITTEREISER, and ASHTONTECHNOLOGY GROUP, INC.,                                    Plaintiffs,  v.MARY CUMMINS, JOHN DOE #1, and JOHNDOES #2 through #5,
                                     Defendants.

))))))))))))

April Term, 2001No.  0104 002722

ORDERUpon consideration of  Defendant’s  Preliminary Objections, the Court rules as follows:(1) Defendant Cummins Motion to dismiss Plaintiffs’ complaint for lack of personaljurisdiction is allowed;(2) Defendant Cummins Motion to strike Plaintiffs’ complaint in its entirety for failure toconform to rule of court is allowed;(3) Defendant Cummins Motion to strike Plaintiffs’ complaint in its entirety for failure toallege sufficient specificity as required by rule of court is allowed; and(4) Defendant Cummins Motion to strike Plaintiffs’ complaint in its entirety for failing toallege facts sufficient to constitute a claim for relief against Defendant is allowed.It is further ordered, adjudged and decreed that Plaintiffs Rittereiser’ and AshtonTechnology Group’ complaint is accordingly stricken and dismissed without prejudice. 
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DATED this  day of , .

JUDGE
Presented By:
_______________________________________Mary K. Cummins


	Page 1
	Parties
	CaseNumber

	Page 2

