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 Counsel for Defendant also failed to serve the previously dismissed co-defendant’s1

answer, and co-defendant’s opposition to Plaintiff’s demurrer.

 These spams were sent to a unique email address created specifically for Defendant, and2

only used for emailing of Plaintiff’s complaint of illegal spam to Defendant.
PLAINTIFF'S OPPOSITION TO TJ WEB’S MOTION

 FOR JUDGMENT ON THE PLEADINGS- 2 -

some of which contained advertising for child pornography.  2
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