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IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DI STRI CT OF PENNSYLVAN A

KENNETH WASHI NGTON ) ClVIL ACTI ON
V.
CI TY OF PH LADELPH A, et al. NO. 11-3275
ORDER

AND NOW this 11th day of January, 2012, upon
consideration of plaintiff’s conplaint (docket entry # 1),
defendant City of Philadelphia s (the “Cty”) notion to dism ss
(docket entry # 4), and plaintiff’s response thereto (docket
entry # 6), and in accordance with the acconpanyi ng Menorandum
it is hereby ORDERED t hat:

1. The City’s notion to dismss (docket entry # 4) is
CGRANTED | N PART,

2. Count 1l of the conplaint is D SM SSED agai nst al
def endant s;

3. Plaintiff is GRANTED LEAVE to file an anmendnment to
cure defects in Counts | and Il by January 25, 2012, or we wll
dism ss with prejudice these Counts against the Gty for failure
to state a claim and

4. By January 25, 2012, Plaintiff shall SHOW GOOD

CAUSE why we should not dism ss without prejudice his clains
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agai nst the John Doe officer defendants pursuant to Fed. R Cv.

P. 4(m.

BY THE COURT:

__\s\Stewart Dal zel |



