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OPINION 

PER CURIAM: 

In light of the judgment of the Supreme Court of 
California in De La Torre v. CashCall, Inc., No. S241434, 
422 P.3d 1004 (Cal. 2018), the judgment of the district court 
is VACATED and this case is REMANDED to that court 
for further proceedings consistent with that opinion. 

VACATED AND REMANDED. 

  


