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IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DI STRICT OF OH O
EASTERN DI VI SI ON

JOHN D. COCKSHUTT,
Plaintiff,

VS. Cvil Action 2:12-cv-532
Judge Mar bl ey
Magi strate Judge King
STATE OF OHI O, DEPARTMENT
OF REHABI LI TATON & CORRECTI CON,
et al.,

Def endant s.

ORDER

OnOctober24,2012, defendantBo Schmutzfiled amotiontodismiss.
Doc. No. 31. Although the time for responding has passed, plaintiff has
nevertheless failed to respond to defendant Schmutz’s motion.

Plaintiff is advised that the local rules of this Court provide
that “[flailure to file a memorandum in opposition may be cause for
the Court to grant any Motion, other than one which would result
directly in entry of final judgment or an award of attorney fees.”
S.D. Ohio L.R. 7.2(a)(2).

Plaintiff is GRANTED twenty-one (21) days from the date of this
Or der to respond to the motion to dismiss. Failure to do so will be
construed by the Court as an abandonment on the part of the plaintiff
of the action, and will result in the dismissal of the claims against

defendant Schmutz for want of prosecution.

November 26, 2012 s/ Norah McCann King
Norah M ¢Cann King
United States Magistrate Judge
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