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8 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

9 FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
10
11 | ANGELA WALDO, No. 2:13-cv-00789-KIJM-EFB
12 Plaintiff,
13 V. ORDER
14 | ELILILLY AND COMPANY,
15 Defendant.
16
17
18 On July 20, 2015, defendant filed a motfonsummary judgment. ECF No. 76
19 | As permitted by the court’s order, ECF No. 74, dd#mnt filed documents containing plaintiff's
20 | medical information attached toathmotion under seal. ECF No. 77. é{she date of this ordef,
21 | plaintiff has not filed an opposition or statent of non-opposition to the motion for summary
22 | judgment in violation of.ocal Rule 230(c).
23 Accordingly, plaintiff iSORDERED to show cause wililyis case should not be
24 | dismissed pursuant to Federal RofeCivil Procedure 41(b). Iplaintiff does not file a written
25 | response within ten (10) days oéttate of this order, this casdl be dismissed with prejudice
26 | without further noticeo the parties.
27 |
28 | /I
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Defendant is ORDERED to show causea@/hy the seal should not be lifted,
with redaction only of persohalentifying information.

IT IS SO ORDERED.
DATED: August 21, 2015.

UNIT TATES DISTRICT JUDGE




