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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA
EQUAL EMPLOYMENT CIVIL ACTION
OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION
VERSUS
LAKESIDE IMPORT, INC. d/b/a SECTION: "S"(1)
LAKESIDE TOYOTA

HEARING ON MOTIONS

APPEARANCES: Submitted on briefs
MOTIONS:

1. MOTION OF DEFENDANT, LAKESIDE IMPORTS, INC. TO DISMISS PLAINTIFFS'
CLAIMS OF DISCRIMINATION UNDER 42 U.S.C. § 1981.

2. MOTION OF DEFENDANTS, ANTHONY GULLO, KEITH HANKS, JOHN PRENDEL,
TO DISMISS PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT.

3. MOTION OF DEFENDANT, CHRISTOPHER MOHRMAN, FOR SUMMARY
JUDGMENT AND TO DISMISS PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT PURSUANT TORULE 12

(b)(6).
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In Damien Duplesis, et al v. Lakeside Imports, Inc. et al, CA 99-3733 "S"(1) three motions
are pending: (1) motion of defendant, Lakeside Imports, Inc. to dismiss plaintiffs' claims of
discrimination under 42 U.S.C. § 1981 (Rec. doc. 4 in CA 99-3733), (2) motion of defendants,
Anthony Gullo, Keith Hanks, John Prendel, to dismiss plaintiffs' complaint (Rec. doc. 5 in CA 99-
3733), and (3) motion of defendant, Christopher Mohrman, for summary judgment and to dismiss
plaintiffs' complaint pursuant to Rule 12(b)(6) (Rec. doc. 9 in CA 99-3733).

On June 2, 2000, the court entered a 60 day dismissal order in these consolidated actions, but
specifying that the claims by the United States Equal Employment Opportunity Commission against
Lakeside Imports, Inc. are unaffected by that order. Inasmuch the referenced motions were filed in
CA 99-3733 and the claims asserted by the plaintiffs in that action are subject to the 60 day dismissal

order, it is ORDERED that the motions are DENIED as MOOT.

SALLY SHUSH
ited States Magistrate Ju
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