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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA

MARC BRAGG, ESQ., an individual No. 06-cv-4925
Plaintiff
v

LINDEN RESEARCH, INC., a corporation,
and PHILIP ROSEDALE, an individual,

Defendants.

JOINT STIPULATION PROVIDING AN EXTENSION OF TIME REGARDING
PLAINTIFEF’S RESPONSE TO MOTION TO DISMISS FOR LACK OF PERSONAL
JURISDICTION BY PHILIP ROSEDALE AND DEFENDANTS’ MOTION TO
- COMPEL ARBITRATION

AND NOW, come THE PARTIES, by and through undersigned counsel, and files the
following stipulation extending Plaintiff’s deadlines to respond to Motion to Dismiss for Lack of

Personal Jurisdiction by Philip Rosedale and Defendants’ Motion to Compel Arbitration, as

follows:
1. Defendants removed this case to Federal Court on or about November 7, 2006.
2. Defendants jointly filed a Motion to Compel Arbitration on or about November
14, 2006.
3. Defendant Rosedale filed a Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Personal Jurisdiction

pursuant to F.R.C.P. 12(b)(2) on or about November 14, 2006.

4, Plaintiff filed a Motion to Remand on or about November 20, 2006.

5. The parties recognize and agree that should Motion to Refnand be granted, this
Court will not have jurisdiction to decide the other Motions filed by Defendants. Further, the

parties recognize and agree that should the Motion to Remand be denied, this Court will have
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Jurisdiction to decide the Motions filed by the Defendants. Neither party is waiving any rights to
appeal associated with rulings on any of the aforementioned motions.

6. Accordingly, as it serves the interests of justice, Defendants hereby provide
Plaintiff with an extension of time in which to respond to the Motion to Dismiss and Motion to
Compel Arbitration pursuant to Local Rule 7.4. Should the Court deny Plaintiff’s Motion to
Remand, Plaintiff shall file his responses to the two outstanding motions within seven (7) days
after the Court denies such motion.

7. No prior extension has been granted or stipulated.

Respectfully submitted,

WHITE ANDWALLIAMS, LLP REED SMITH, LLP
[~ /) )

By By_/5/ Avsgan 3 sover (8Y cau;@v‘a

Jasofi A. Archinaco, Esq. Andréw J. Soven, Esq.

PA/ID 76691 PA ID 76766

Chistopher Ballod, Esq. Andrea B. Weingarten, Esq.

PA ID 89462 PA ID 91640

The Frick Building, Suite 1001 2500 One Liberty Place

437 Grant Street 1650 Market Street

Pittsburgh, PA 15219 Philadelphia, PA 19103

(412) 566-3520 (215) 851-8100

Counsel for Plaintiff Counsel for Defendants Linden Research,

Inc. and Philip Rosedale
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