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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION 

 
 
SYNNEX CORPORATION, a Delaware 
Corporation, 

                            Plaintiff, 

              v. 

THERA MARIE FREEMAN, an individual; 
also known as THERA MARIE SARTORIS, 
an individual; DAVID FREEMAN, an 
individual; individually & collectively doing 
business as PRIORITY COMPUTER 
SYSTEMS; and DOES 1 to 50, inclusive, 

                            Defendants. 

Case No. 14-cv-01606 NC 
 
ORDER FINDING ORDER TO 
SHOW CAUSE SATISFIED AND 
CONTINUING CASE 
MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE  
 
Re: Dkt. Nos. 11, 14 

In its June 27 order, the Court noted that the complaint in this case does not contain 

sufficient allegations to establish the citizenship of defendants Thera Marie Freeman and 

David Freeman for diversity purposes.  Dkt. No. 11.  The Court ordered Synnex 

Corporation to amend its complaint to plead an adequate basis for diversity jurisdiction, or 

show cause in writing why this action should not be dismissed for lack of federal subject 

matter jurisdiction.  Id.  Synnex Corporation timely responded to the order to show cause by 

filing an amended complaint which alleges the diverse citizenship of both defendants.  Dkt. 

No. 12 ¶¶ 1-3.  Accordingly, the Court finds that the order to show cause is satisfied. 

// 
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