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Now then, in view of the complaint under analysis and the 

accompanying evidence, based on articles 61, section XIV and 179, 

of the Amparo Law, the aforementioned complaint is DISMISSED 

AS EXTEMPORARY filed by   ***********  ********  **  

***************  ********  **  *******  ******   ****** ********** 
  ***  and  *************   ******   ** *************** ******** ** 
******* ********, against  

The final judgment of September nine, two thousand nineteen, 

issued by the Secretary of the Third Unitary Court in Civil, 

Administrative and Specialized in Antitrust, Broadcasting and 

Telecommunications Matters of the First Circuit, acting as 

Magistrate, in the proceedings of the civil appeal 898/2017-III and 

its accumulated 899/2017-IV, derived from the Ordinary Civil 

lawsuit number 200/2016, followed by the now complainant party, 

against  *****  

*********** * **********. 

The untimeliness of the amparo proceeding derives from the 

fact that the lawsuit was filed outside the term established by law, 

since the contested judgment was notified by means of an instructive 

letter on September 10, two thousand nineteen and became effective 

the following business day, that is to say, on the eleventh of the same 

month and year; on the other hand, the amparo lawsuit was filed 

before the Office of the Unitary Tribunal responsible, on October 10 

of the current year, on the other hand, the amparo lawsuit was filed 

before the Office of the aforementioned Unitary Tribunal 

responsible, on October 10 of the current year, as evidenced by the 
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date stamp that appears on the front of the first page and the 

certification required by Article 178 of the Law of Amparo, as well 

as by the certification required by Article 178 of the Law of Amparo, 

which elapsed from September twelfth to October third of the 

present year. of the present year and, within that period, the days of 

September fourteen, fifteen, sixteen, twenty-one, twenty-two, 

twenty-eight and twenty-nine of September of the year in question, 

as they are non-business days, in accordance with the provisions of 

the Amparo Law and 163 of the Organic Law of the Judiciary of the 

Federation, which implies that the said amparo lawsuit was filed out 

of the term indicated by the by the aforementioned Amparo Law.  

It is not an obstacle to the foregoing, that the complaining 

party refers that the challenged judgment was notified by list of this 

Collegiate Tribunal on the nineteenth of September, since, as it has 

been seen, it was notified in person by the responsible authority and 

of the challenged act, and not by the federal government. 

 

Communicate the above to the responsible authority. 

In the event that the claimant had indicated an address to hear and 

receive notifications within the jurisdiction of this Court for the 

effects of article 27, section 1, of the Amparo Law and in accordance 

with article 305 of the Amparo Code. of the Federal Code of Civil 

Procedures of supplementary application to the law of the matter; 

and under the same premise, that is to say, in case of having 

requested it, if so requested, by those authorized to hear and receive 

notifications, to take possession of the files and to collect documents 

from the persons documents to the persons mentioned and only in 

broad terms of Article 12 of the Amparo Law to the professionals 
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that have registered their professional license, which in due time will 

be located in the  Computerized System for the Single Registry of 

Legal Professionals before the Circuit Courts and District Courts, 

that is, when they come to exercise their mandate in this matter. 

 

As of this moment, in terms of article 21, third paragraph, 

of the Federal Law invoked, non-working days and hours are 

enabled for the commissioned clerk to serve, during a such 

extraordinary time, the personal notification that may be ordered, if 

so deemed necessary; or, alternatively, if in the event that upon being 

constituted at the respective address, it is not certain and it is 

informed that the person sought may be notified at a different 

address and this address is provided, the clerk of the court is 

empowered to serve the ordered notification at the said address, and 

shall record in any situation the reason for the corresponding reason 

in any situation. 
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