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This matter came before the Court on the pro se Motion To Dismiss filed October
5, 2016 by Defendant Margaret Baldino. |

The Court has considered the defendant's motion, the plaintiffs' Response, filed
November 18, 2016, and the defendant's two Answers to the plaintifts' Response, filed
November 21 and 22, 2016.

In her Motion To Dismiss and her two Answers to the plaintiffs' Response, the
~ defendant makes numerous factual assertions. The facts asserted by the defendant are not
in evidence, and as such provide no basis for dismissal of the complaint,

IT IS ORDERED that the defendant's Motion To Dismiss is denied, for the
reasons stated by the plaintiffs' in their Response to the defendant's Motion To Dismiss.
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/1% Trempe, Judge

cC: Andrew Elder, Attorney for Plaintiffs oy oo g 2016
Margaret Baldino, Pro se Defendant
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