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CASE NQ. n1-3456-K

JAMES E, GIRARDS and
JAMES £, GIRARDS, P.CC,

both, Individually end on behalf of
#ll others similarly situated,

INTHE DISTRICT COURT OF

§
&
&
&
§
Plaintiffs, § .
8
Y. E DALLAS COUNTY, TEXAS
§
INTER-CONTINENTAL HOTELS §
CORPORATION, REGISTRY DALLAS  §
ASSOCIATES, L.F., lts peneral pariner,  §
§
8
&
§

DALY.AB HDTEL A.SSGCIATES, Ltd.
end AMERICAN BLAST FAX, INC.

Defendant. 192nd JUDICIAL DISTRICT

EQEB GRA I_Q]}]NQ E,Leé IFES MOTION FOR SD_M&Y
MEN‘I" Al ST THE
wﬂmmw
On April 3, 2002, came on for consideration the Plaintiffs'-Muﬁun for Summary and
Declzratory Indgment Against the Claimed "Established Business Relstionship Defense”, the
* Court having considered the motion, the authorities filed in support of 2ame, the Defendants'
Tespanse 1o the motion, the #pplicakle law snd the arguments of coungel, finds the. motion well
takerm it is therefore, -
ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Plaintitfs’ Motion for Summary
and Decleratory Tudgment Against the Claimed “Fstablished Business Relationship Defense” 1s
- in all things GRANTED: actordingly, the court holds and dcclm'és it there is no establizshed
businese relationship ¢xemption, exeeption or defense to wnsolicited frx advertising under the
Telephons Constimer Protection Act, 47 U.5.C. § 227, &t seg
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SIGNED thig the [»;Qday of Apiil, 2002.
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