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The Motion for Summary Judgment or, in the Alternative, Partial Sugnm
Judgment (the “Motion”) filed by Defendant Hartford Life and Annuiitgurance
Company (“Defendant”) against plaintiff Bipin Bhakta’s (“Plaintiff"p@plaint

came on for hearing on March 2, 2015 before the Honorable David O. Carter |i

ar

Department 9D of the above-entitled Court. Charles Vinicombe of Drinker Biddle

& Reath LLP appeared on behalf of Defendant, and Michael Horrow of Donahue &

Horrow, L.L.P. appeared on behalf of Plaintiff. For the reasons stated in
Defendant’'s Memorandum of Points and Authorities, and based on the autho
cited therein and all of the admissible evidence presented, the Motion was
GRANTED. Accordingly, and good cause appearing theréfolS HEREBY
ORDERED that:

rity

1. Judgment in the above-captioned action is hereby entered in favar of

Defendant and against Plaintiff such that Plaintiff shall takking by his
Complaint; and
2. Defendant shall recover its costs in an amount to be determined i

accordance with Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 54(d).
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