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IN THE UONITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA
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NOVA DESTGN TECHNOLOGIES, : CIVIL ACTION
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AND NOwW, thisg 24th day of October, 201L, upen WP

congideration of the Renewed Wotion to Dismiss Defendants Philips
Holding WSA, Inc. and RIC Investments, LLLC {(Docket No. 53}, the
plaintiff’'s responge therets, the defendants' brief in reply, the
plaintiff’s Motion for Leave tc File a Sur-Reply (Dockst No. 68},
the defsndants’ response thereto, and for the rsasons set forth
in a wmenorandum of law bhearing today’s date, IT 1S HEREBY ORDERED

that

1. The defendants’ Renewed Motion to Dismiss ig
GRANTEL: and
2. The plaintiff’s Motion for Leave to File a Sur-

Reply is GRANTED in part and DENIED in part.
The plaintiff's motion is granted to the extent that

the Court oonsidered the proposed contents ©f the brief in sur-

reply in ruling oo the defendants’ motion.
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The plaintiff’s amended complaint is dismizsed with
respect o the defendante Philips Helding USA, Inc. and RIC

Investments, LLC.
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MARY A7 McLAUGHLIN, J.§




