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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ‘r‘ ¥ ; b ht_\s’ADA
DISTRICT OF NEVADA lx_ A )oneeuT
EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY )
COMMISSION, )
) Case No. CV-S§-03-1229-RCJ (PAL)
)
Plaintiff, ) ORDER
)
Vs. )
)
EXAMINATION MANAGEMENT SERVICES, )
INC., )
)
)
Defendant. )
)

This matter is before the court on Plaintiff’s Ex Parte Notice of Motion and Motion to Quash
Subpoenas (#16) filed May 24, 2004. No opposition was filed and the time for filing a response has run.
LR 7-2(d) states “. . . The failure of an opposing party to file points and authorities in response to any
motion shall constitute a consent to the granting of the motion.” Accordingly,

IT IS ORDERED Plaintiff’s Motion to Quash Subpoenas (#16) is GRANTED.

Dated this 10th day of September, 2004.
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