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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF SOUTH CAROLINA

	Lee Kent Hempfling,



Plaintiff,


vs.

L.M. Communications Inc.,, A Kentucky Corporation, , L.M. Communications Of South Carolina Inc.,, A Kentucky Corporation, , L.M. Communications II Of South Carolina Inc.,, A Kentucky Corporation,



Defendant
	)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)
	Case No.: 2:04-01373

PLAINTIFF'S RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO DISMISS COMPLAINT


COMES NOW The Plaintiff, Lee Kent Hempfling, in direct response and in compliance with the ROSEBORO ORDER of this Honorable Court to answer the DEFENDANT’S (LM Communications Inc., of Lexington Kentucky) MOTION TO DISMISS under Rules 12(b)(1) and 12(b)(2) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.
Plaintiff is responding to the ROSEBORO ORDER of this Honorable Court and not to the filing of any document before the Court placed there by the Defendants as such documents were claimed to have been served to the Plaintiff by Defendant’s Counsel but were, in fact, not served to the Plaintiff through a calculated and deceptive process of incorrectly addressed POSTNET barcode affixed by the Defendant’s Counsel to the envelope purported to contain the documents in question. See submitted Plaintiff Exhibit ___ . 

Since Defendants purported to have served Plaintiff with the Motion To Dismiss at the same time they purported to have served The Answer to the Complaint and its accompanying Counter-Claim action, as well as two Rule 26.01 submissions (

Dated this 1st day of August, 2004

	 
	

	
	Lee Kent Hempfling, Pro Se
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