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Re: ganization, Inc. v. David Moorhead 

\I 
Dear Mr. Emmons, 

I am in receipt of your letter of October 27 suggesting 
that my October 14 Order did not reflect the discussion at the 
status conference held on October 1. 

The Order dismissed defendant David Moorhead's motion 
to enforce or vacate t h is court's January 4, 1991 Order as mo o t 
in light of his death a nd gave you until February 15, 1993 to 
file a motion for s Ubstitution. I believe I made plain at the 
status conference that this was my view of the matter. I see no 
grounds for changing the October 14 Order. 

Should you still object, you may make a motion if you 
c hoosp- -

sincerely , 

cc: John Synnestvedt, Esq. 
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