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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

ROBERT HACKWORTH, CASE NO. 1:06-cv-00773-RC
Plaintiff,
ORDER
V.
G. TORRES, et al.,

Defendants.

Pending before the Court is Defendants’ Motfor Leave to File Motion For Judgment
the Pleadings. (Doc. 84). The Motion has been fully briefed. Although the Court notg

Defendants’ request comes just two months before trial, the Court also finds good cause

Doc. 92

bN
s that

to allow

Defendants to file the motion and potentially avoid the time and expense of trial on this matter.

Accordingly,

IT ISHEREBY ORDERED granting Defendants’ Motion for Leave to File Motion for

Judgment on the Pleadings (Doc. 84). Document 85 shall be docketed as Defendants’ M

Judgement on the Pleadings.

btion for

IT ISFURTHER ORDERED Plaintiff's Response to Defendants’ Motion for Judgement

on the Pleadings shall be dueNMdypnday, July 1, 2013. Defendants’ Reply shall be due Bsiday,
July 5, 2013. The Court shall determine whether tocdhalhearing on the motion at the telepho

trial confirmation hearing on July 8, 2013.
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IT ISFURTHER ORDERED the Court declines to issue aybf the proceedings in th
case, and the parties shall continue to comwly the Revised Second Scheduling Order issue
the Court on February 5, 2013.

DATED this 21st day of June, 2013.

h —

5 Raner C. Collins
United States District Judge
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