IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF JACKSON COUNTY, MISSOURI
AT | NDEPENDENCE

SAMUEL K. LIPARI,

Plaintiff,

V. Case Number 0816-CV04217
NOVATION, LLC, etad., Division 2

Defendants.

ORDER

On January 5, 2009, Plaintiff filed his "Motion for Leave to Amend the Origina Petition
for Relief." As the Court noted in its Order of March 2, 2009, although the January 5 Mation
recited that a copy of the proposed amended petition was attached thereto, no such amended
pleading was attached to the Motion. Accordingly, the March 2 Order directed Plaintiff to file
the proposed amended petition to which he referred in his January 5 Motion within 10 days of
the March 2 Order.

On March 11, 2009, Plaintiff filed his "Second Motion for Leave to Amend the Original
Petition for Relief," to which he attaches a 144 page "Second Amended Petition.” The "Second
Amended Petition" is apparently not the same pleading which Plaintiff intended to attach to his
January 5 Motion since it refers to matters occurring after January 5, 2009. Since Plaintiff
declined to furnish the Court with the amended petition he sought leave to file pursuant to his
January 5 Motion, it follows that the January 5 Motion is DENIED.

As the Court noted, supra, Plaintiff now seeks to file a Second Amended Petition. That

Motion is DENIED.



IT IS SO ORDERED.

CH L w. TrammNERK
ruDGE, DIVISION 2

Dated: d il"‘_-_'- J 2009

| certify acopy of the above was faxed or mailed this C.2.3..C4day of March, 2009, to:

Samuel K. Lipari,

Medical Supply Chain,
3520 Akin Boulevard, # 918
Lee's Summit, MO 64064

Peter F. Daniel, Attorney for Defendant Lathrop and Gage, L.C.
Fax # (816) 292-2001

Michael S. Hargens, Attorney for Defendant Novation, et al.
Fax # (816) 421-0596

Jay E. Heidrick, Attorney for Defendants Grundhofer, David and Cecere
Fax # (913) 451-3361

Brennan B. Delaney, Law Clerk, Division 2
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF JACKSON COUNTY, MISSOURI

AT INDEPENDENCE
SAMUEL K. LIPARI,
Plaintiff,
V. Case Number 0816-CV04217
NOVATION, LLC, et al. , Division 2
Defendants.
ORDER

On January 5, 2009, Plaintiff filed his “Motion for Leave to Amend the Original Petition
for Relief.” As the Court noted in its Order of March 2, 2009, although the January 5 Motion
recited that a copy of the proposed amended petition was attached thereto, no such amended
pleading was attached to the Motion. Accordingly, the March 2 Order directed Plaintiff to file
the proposed amended petition to which he referred in his January 5 Motion within 10 days of
the March 2 Order.

On March 11, 2009, Plaintiff filed his “Second Motion for Leave to Amend the Original
Petition for Relief,” to which he attaches a 144 page “Second Amended Petition.” The “Second
Amended Petition” is apparently not the same pleading which Plaintiff intended to attach to his
January 5 Motion since it refers to matters occurring affer January 5, 2009. Since Plaintiff
declined to furnish the Court with the amended petition he sought leave to file pursuant to his
January 5 Motion, it follows that the January 5 Motion is DENIED.

As the Court noted, supra, Plaintiff now seeks to file a Second Amended Petition. That

Motion is DENIED.



IT IS SO ORDERED.

LM ¢/
ICH;(EL W. MANNE

JUDGE, DIVISION 2

vy
Dated: %/ s Ch2 , 2009

[ certify a copy of the above was faxed or mailed this o/ 3‘chvday of March, 2009, to:

Samuel K. Lipari,

Medical Supply Chain,
3520 Akin Boulevard, # 918
Lee’s Summit, MO 64064

Peter F. Daniel, Attorney for Defendant Lathrop and Gage, L.C.
Fax # (816) 292-2001

Michael S. Hargens, Attorney for Defendant Novation, et al.
Fax # (816) 421-0596

Jay E. Heidrick, Attorney for Defendants Grundhofer, David and Cecere
Fax # (913) 451-3361

Brennan B. Delaney, Law Clerk, Division 2
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF JACKSON COUNTY, MISSOURI
AT INDEPENDENCE

SAMUEL K. LIPAR],
Plaintiff, i
v. Case Number 0816-CV04217

NOVATION, LLC, etal. , Division 2

Defendants.

ORDER

On Jannary S, 2009, Plaintiff filed his “Motian for Leave to Amend the Original Petition
for Relief™ As the Court noted in its Order of March 2, 2009, although the January 5 Motion
recited that & copy of the proposed amended petition was attached thereto, no such amended
pleading was attached to the Motion. Accordingly, the March 2 Order directed Plaintiff to file
the proposed amended petition to which he referred in his January 5 Motion within 10 days of
the March 2 Order.

On March 11, 2009, Plaintiff filed his “Second Motion for Leave to Amend the Original
Petition for Relief,” to which he attaches a 144 page “Second Amended Petition” The “Second

ded Petition™ is Iy not the same pleading which Plaintiff imtended to attach to his

January 5 Motion since it refers 1o matters occurring after Jamuary 5, 2009. Since Plaintiff
declined to furnish the Court with the amended petition he sought leave to file pursuant 1o his
January 5 Motion, it follows that the January 5 Motion is DENIED.

As the Court noted, supra, Plaintiff now seeks to file 2 Second Amended Petition. That

Motion is DENIED.




