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INTHE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA

JOSEPH DIGENOVA,
Plaintiff, CIVIL ACTION

VS NO. 16-1222

UNITE HERE LOCAL 274, ET AL .,
Defendants.

ORDER
AND NOW, this 6th day of June, 2016, upon consideration of the defentéNiBE
HERE Local 27% and Mike Mullins’(collectively, “Defendants”jnotion to dismiss (ECF 4),
and the plaintiff Joseph DiGenova’s response thereto (ECF 5), it is leRIDERED that the
motion iSGRANTED. The Complaint (ECF 1) BISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE.
IT ISFURTHER ORDERED that Defendants request for attorneys’ fed3aiNIED.
BY THE COURT:

/s/ Michael M. Baylson
MICHAEL M.BAYLSON, U.S.D.J.
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