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This casewasoriginally filed on April 17, 2007,andhasbeenpendingbeforethis Courtfor

two andone-halfyears. After severalcontinuancesandaruling in which theCourt grantedpartial

summaryjudgmentto DefendantsanddismissedoneofthePlaintiffs, trial wasscheduledfor

September14, 2009.

However,onAugust 11, 2009,counselfor theremainingPlaintiff, EmmaBenson,filed a

motionto continuethetrial, indicatingthathe andhis clienthaddevelopedamaterialdisagreement

asto theprosecutionofthecase.Thesameday, theCourtgrantedthecontinuanceover

Defendants’objectionand subsequentlyallowedcounselto withdraw from therepresentationof

Plaintiff. See[Doc.Nos. 46 & 50].

In its August 11,2009Order[Doc. No. 46],theCourt statedthat“Plaintifl[] shall haveuntil

September18, 2009,to either(1) enrollnewcounselor (2) file a written noticewith theClerkof

Court indicatingthattheyintendto proceedpro se.”

OnAugust 18,2009,counselfor Plaintiff formally filed aMotion to Withdraw [Doc.No.

49], in which he notified theCourtthathehadprovidedPlaintiffwith acopyoftheAugust 11,

2009Orderandthat, for purposesof futurenotification from theCourt, Plaintiff’s addressis 610

Third Street,Delhi, Louisiana71232.
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On August 19, 2009,MagistrateJudgeKarenL. Hayesgrantedcounsel’sMotion to

Withdraw[Doe. No. 50].

OnSeptember22,2009, this Court issuedaNoticeof Intent to Dismissbasedon Plaintiff’s

failure to complywith theCourt’s August 11, 2009Order,requiringthemto enroll newcounselor

to file awritten noticeoftheir intentto proceedpro Se. TheCourtindicatedthat, if Plaintiff failed

to respondto its September22, 2009Order,by Wednesday,October7, 2009, at 5:00P.M., that

“this casewill be dismissedfor failure to prosecuteandfailure to comply with theCourt’s orders.”

[Doe. No. 51].

TheCourt did not receivea responseto either its August 11, 2009Orderor its September

22, 2009NoticeofIntentto Dismissby October7, 2009. However,on October8, 2009,theCourt

reviewedtherecordanddeterminedthatPlaintiff’s addresswasnot addedto thenotification list,

andthat shewasnotprovidedacopyoftheCourt’s September22, 2009Noticeof Intentto

Dismiss. Therefore,theCourtorderedtheClerkof Courtto provideacopyof theCourt’s August

11, 2009Order; September22,2009Noticeof Intentto Dismiss;andOctober8, 2009

MemorandumOrderto Plaintiff attheaddressprovidedabove.[Doe. No. 52]. TheCourt then

orderedPlaintiff to respondto theNoticeof Intentto Dismissno laterthanMonday,October26,

2009,at5:00 P.M. TheCourtwarnedthat if Plaintiff failed to “respondby that dateandtime, the

Court will dismiss[her] casefor failure to prosecuteandfailure to comply with theordersof

Court.” [Doe.No. 52].

As oftoday’sdate,Plaintiff hasnot respondedto theCourt’sNoticeof Intentto dismiss.

Accordingly, theCourtwill issuea separateJudgmentof Dismissaldismissingthis casefor
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Plaintiff’s failure to prosecuteandto complywith theordersof Court. SeeFed.R. Civ. P. 4 1(b);

LR 41.3W. Theactionmaybereinstatedwithin 30 calendardaysfor goodcauseshown. Id.

MONROE,LOUISIANA, this 5th dayofNovember,2009.

ROBERTG. ES
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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