IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
HOUSTON DIVISION
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ORDER OF CILARIFICATION

Pending before the Court in H-01-3624 is Defendant
Rebecca Mark-Jusbasche’s motion to clarify docket sheet entry
(instrument 452) because the pretrial scheduling order’s deadline
for the filing of motions to dismiss, May 8, 2002, conflicts with

the docket sheet’s answer deadline of April 11, 2002. The Court

5 it




ORDERS that the motion is GRANTED. The computerized
docketing system automatically kicks in the normal responsive
pleading date as soon as a complaint or amended complaint is
filed. The Clerk’s office is now manually correcting that date in
cases such as this, where the Court’s pretrial scheduling order
controls. Thus the deadline for motions to dismiss remains May 8,
2002.

4
SIGNED at Houston, Texas, this /—2 day of April, 2002.
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MELINDA HARMON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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