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ORDER  

ORDER GRANTING LEAVE TO WITHDRAW  

HERNDON, District Judge: 

 This matter is before the Court on movants’ (Mekel S. Alvarez, Daniel E. 

Becnel, Jr., and Matthew B. Moreland) motion to withdraw as counsel of record 

for the above captioned plaintiff. After considering the motion, the Court finds 

that the requirements of Local Rule 83.1 and of the applicable provisions of the 

Rules of Professional Conduct pertaining to withdrawal of counsel have been 

satisfied.  The motion is therefore GRANTED.   

 FURTHER, the Court DIRECTS MOVANT to serve a copy of this order of 

withdrawal within 7 days upon all counsel of record and upon unrepresented 

parties as required by Local Rule 83.1.   

FURTHER, the Court ORDERS as follows: 

                                         
1 This order applies to plaintiff Lakeisha Jefferson only. 



1. Supplementary Entry of Appearance:  Should plaintiff choose to continue 
pursuing this action, plaintiff or her new counsel must file a 
supplementary entry of appearance within 21 days of the entry of this 
Order. Failure to timely comply with this directive may result in dismissal 
of the plaintiff’s case for failure to prosecute or comply with orders of this 
Court. Further, as described below, the plaintiff’s case is presently at risk 
of being dismissed with prejudice in accord with CMO 79.  

2. The Court notes that a motion to dismiss WITH prejudice was filed on 
December 21, 2015 in accord with CMO 79. In light of the subject 
order, the Court will grant the plaintiff a small extension with regard to 
this motion. The plaintiff is ALLOWED until January 22, 2016 to 
respond to the pending motion to dismiss (Doc. 14). Failure to timely 
respond will result in the plaintiff’s action being dismissed WITH 
prejudice in accord with CMO 79. 

 

IT IS SO ORDERED.  

Signed this 22nd day of December, 2015. 
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