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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
KATHLEEN BASHAW, et al.,
Plaintiffs, No. CIV S-10-2869 KIM-DAD
VS.

THE BANK OF NEW YORK MELLON
CORPORATION, et al.,

Defendants. ORDER
/

This matter comes before the Court upon defendants’ motion to dismiss, file

January 18, 2011. (ECF 7.) Plaintiffs havefiletd and served an opposition or statement of
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non-opposition at least fourteen days preceding the hearing date of April 6, 2011 as required by

Local Rule 230(c). Plaintiffs are hereby ORDEREi{thin two weeks of the entry of this ordeg
to file and serve an opposition or statement of non-opposition and to show cause why sar
should not be imposed against them or their counsel for failure to comply with Local Rule
230(c).

IT IS SO ORDERED.
DATED: March 31, 2011.

TATES DISTRICT JUDGE

-

ctions

Dockets.Justia.com


http://dockets.justia.com/docket/california/caedce/2:2010cv02869/215595/
http://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/california/caedce/2:2010cv02869/215595/12/
http://dockets.justia.com/

