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Bdo~~ the "'urt1s p;<nntJn'o motion t" disnnss th(' cLlrnplamt ,\·_ll;·~;ufpH_tjUdh:~-

Flaint:tff states 1l d0€s not want Ill proceed further W!lhou~ u rev1ew of the impact of the 

Defendants argue tlwy ha,·e hild a difficult time dealing with ?laintiH and osk for a 

dismJosal w:th pre]mlice. 

Th,. court condude; that the "'ndud o[ pla1:1tltf in this cas~ do<·o not nse to the 

8L 95 A.Jd 606. 

The followin~ is orckrec' .. 

1 l'laintiffs Jnnhon io chomiso ;s yan:ed. Plclinufr'., cumplamt is d:sm"scd 
without preJudice. 

2_ :'-<o attD~ney's [ecs or c%ts J:lCU!7c'd by plaJ:1L1ff as d re5ult oJ this lc<\VSltil "·iJ: 
[w charged to dcfenda,1ts. 

-'- N<' late charges tur t.lcc penDd du:ring wbch :his :ilwsuit has heen pending 
wlil be <hc..r!';~d to de:endant,. 

±. If the- def,,ndants have mc'-'.rr"::l. an,· atlD':'ne)-''< fee" Juring this !awstd, 
c-oun-;el lor det~ndmts wlil itle "i':hir_ :J-ur:1· da\'.-; of the datl' of this order a_-r, 

affida,;:t of attorney'; £ee~ incurred bY d~fend~r.ts. Couc1sel m his Jtflda\it 
sho'-lld add~t>fS the ·faclClYS outlined i:1 Nadeau,._ Nadean, 2008 _lvfl:: :47, i 39, 
':'57 A.ld Ieli< and PoG.-;sard v CDm!llemal Credit Plan 47Y A.2ci 881, 984 
,~c.,, I9S4). 
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