INTHE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MARYLAND

GLORIA J. JONESAND CHARLES *
R. JONES, *
*
Rantiffs *
*
VS. * Case No. RWT 03-CV-3112
*
THE FISHER LAW GROUP, PLLC *
et al., *
*
Defendants *
ORDER

Upon consderation of Defendants Motion To Digmiss, Or In The Alternative, Motion For
Summary Judgment and the opposition thereto, Plaintiffs Motion For Judgment By Estoppd and the
oppositionthereto and for the reasons stated inthe accompanying Memorandum Opinion, it isthis 30th day
of August, 2004, by the United States District Court for the Digtrict of Maryland,

ORDERED, that Defendants Motion To Digmiss, Or In The Alternative, Motion For Summary
Judgment [Paper no. 9] is hereby GRANTED; and it is

FURTHER ORDERED, that Pantiffs MotionFor Judgment By Estoppel [ Paper no. 10] ishereby
DENIED; ad it is

FURTHER ORDERED, that judgment for costsis entered in favor of dl Defendants, and it is

FURTHER ORDERED, that the Clerk is directed to CLOSE thiscase; and it is

FURTHER ORDERED, that the Plaintiffs are hereby notified that the Court is contemplating the

impasitionof sanctions againgt themunder the provisions of Rule 11(c)(1)(B) of the Federd Rules of Civil



Procedure, and that they are hereby directed to show cause why sanctions should not be entered against
them for the following specific conduct by them in this Court:

A. Thefiling of acomplaint for theimproper purpose of harassng attorneyswho conducted lawful
foreclosure proceedings against property owned by them;

B. Assarting damsin their complaint that are not warranted by exigting law;

C. Making dlegations and other factua contentions in their complaint without any evidentiary
support; and it is

FURTHER ORDERED, that the Plaintiffs shdl file with the Clerk of this Court their response
showing cause why sanctions should not be entered against them on or before the 1st day of October,

2004.
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ROGER W. TITUS
UNITED STATESDISTRICT JUDGE




