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14 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
15 NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
16 SAN JOSE DIVISION
17
I8 1 MYRRA MAY, Case No. 5:09-cy-00459-TW
19 Plaintiff, ORDER RE: DEFENDANT FDIC'S
20 MOTIONS TO DISMISS ASTO
v. PLAINTIFF'S STATE LAW CLAIMS
21 | WASHINGTON MUTUAL BROKERAGE
2o | HOLDINGS, INC., d.b.a. WASHINGTON
MUTUAL BANK, JP MORGAN CHASE,
53 | AND THE FEDERAL DEPOSIT
INSURANCE CORPORATION AS
24 | RECEIVER FOR WASHINGTON
MUTUAL BANK,
25 Defendants.
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OnMay 3, 2010,the Courtissuedan Orderapprovingthe Plaintiff andDefendan¥DIC's
Stipulationre: Dismissalasto the First Causeof Action for violation of TILA againstDefendant
FDIC. (Docketltem No.69.) In its Order,the Courtpresumedhatthe Stipulationalsocovered
statelaw claimsagainsthe FDIC becauselaintiff hadnotfiled its Oppositionto the FDIC's
pendingMotionsto Dismiss. The CourtmistakenlycalculatedhatPlaintiff's Oppositionwasdue
onApril 13,2010ratherthanMay 3, 2010. This OrderVACATES the Court'sprior Order
regardingPlaintiff's statelaw claimsagainstDefendanfDIC. Uponcompletionof thebriefing,
the FDIC'sMotionsasto Plaintiff's statelaw claimswill betakenundersubmissiorwithoutoral

argumenunlessotherwiseorderedby the Court. SeeCiv. L.R. 7-1(b)

Dated: May 3,2010

ed StateDistrict Judge






