
IN TTTE DTSTRTCT æURI,OF IÀNCASÏER æUNIY, NEBRASI(A

q'l E. o. pÐrERS,

Plaintiff
vs.

CAROL BrcùifAt¡, Ef ÀL.,

)

)

)
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, clEfiK.tt
t¡t{cAS

ORDER

Defer¡dar¡ts.
)

IÐ-¡-+:¡ dbd
ItV ttris matter cane on for on the 27ûr day of !{ay, 1983, upondefendants lÍctior¡ to disniss for faih:re to prosecute. The Oourt nor beingduly advÍsed in üre prernises FItrtDS, ORDERS, ADIJDGES ÀÀ¡D DæRES À.S FOLT0TTIS:l) rhat ttre petition i¡ this case was filed by plaintiff on the l4thday of Jdy, 1980.

2) That on tìe lgth day of 
_J.dy, 1g8o, defendants filed their Anslrer.3) That on tre 22nd day of Wfr982, this court ordered rhat causebe slpr,rr¡ on or before tl¡e 25th day of JanuaÐ/, 19g3, why tÌ¡is case should r¡otbe disnissed for want of prcsecrrtion.

4) Ttrat on tÌ¡e 25th day of Januarlz, rg'3, pla'-ntiff filed a ¡btiônreguestirrg that tÌ¡-is case be renr¡ved frorn the dignissal docket.5) That on the 26th day of January, 1983, hearing was had on said l\'ctionand tåis Court e¡rte¡ed its O¡der directing that.the case rerncved frorn thedisnissal docket a¡¡d further ordered that t-,''e case be set for trial within 90days and u'pon fairure to do so said case rrould stand disnissed at plaÍ:rtif f ,sæsts.

\. _.. - - __ 6) That nore t¡an 90\.rtuuFo. .' 
¿¡¡qu rrrJr€ .,ìan 90 days have now ¡rassed since the entry of said orderl:¿?{Sf tì-is Court arìd t}re case has not yet been set for triar.

""o11 
t) Ttrat this case slæu'd be and hereby is disn-issed at praintiff ,s æsts. 9\. ¡,
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:i .:,,t -ó' j ,,.1¿t
-C-?'nO flppeâJ., Iâ/nl_cn raras !r

thg clalil. fÃ_, o ro.l,,^r_i^* .r_ttT,^:trru pr-Eùc:rrLcu Lrr evrr,¡L\.L, \,,,
\û

tr



for failure to p:osecute.

D¡rED mtsJffiaay of _]7/*r , lgg3.

BY TÍIE @URÍ:


