Natomas Gardens Investment Group LLC et al v. Sinadinos et al
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UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DI STRI CT OF CALI FORNI A

NATOVAS GARDENS | NVESTMENT
GROUP LLC, a California
limted liability conpany,
ORCHARD PARK DEVELOPMENT
LLC, a California limted
liability conpany,

NO. ClV. S-08-2308 LKK/ EFB
Pl aintiffs,

V.

ORDER
JOHN G SI NADI NOS, et al.

Def endant s.

A Status (Pretrial Scheduling) Conference was hel d on June 25,
2012 at 2:30 p.m, in Chanbers. The Conference was attended by
counsel for the remaining parties tothelitigation, except for pro
se defendant Margarita Leavitt. The parties have advi sed the court
that the matter has settled as between all parties, including the
counter-clains, and that all that remains is the collection of
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1111

Doc. 394

Dockets.Justia.com


http://dockets.justia.com/docket/california/caedce/2:2008cv02308/182262/
http://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/california/caedce/2:2008cv02308/182262/394/
http://dockets.justia.com/

© 0 N oo 0o b~ w N P

N NN NN NN P R P R P P PP PR
o 0 M W N P O © 0 ~N O O » W N P O

signatures.! Counsel for plaintiffs, Natomas Gardens |nvestnent
G oup, LLC, and Orchard Park Devel opnent LLC, report that defendant
Leavitt wll be dismssed from the lawsuit as part of the
settl ement.?

Counsel for plaintiff Ochard Park reports that he wll
wi t hdraw as counsel for Orchard Park as part of the settlenent,
| eavi ng the conpany unrepresented, and that the conpany can then
be dism ssed out, as it cannot proceed pro se.

Counsel for plaintiff O chard Park has al so advi sed the court
that Orchard Park is in bankruptcy. Accordingly, if the Trustee
inbankruptcy mustapprove the dismissal of Orchard Park’s lawsuit,
that approval must be made a part of the settlement papers in this
court. If no approval is necessary, counsel will explain why not.

I T I S HEREBY ORDERED THAT:

1. Counsel are ORDERED to file dispositional docunents for
this matter no later than twenty-one (21) days from the date of
this order;

2. A Status (Pretrial Scheduling) Conference is schedul ed
for August 27, 2012 at 11:00 a.m This conference will be vacated

if the dispositional docunents (above) are tinely filed.

‘Plaintiffs have filed a Notice of Settlement (Dkt. No. 392).
ee E. D. |. R 160. The court notes that counter-plaintiffs have
ot filed such a docunent.

W
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’ The court notes that despite the general 1lack of

participation by Ms. Leavitt in these proceedings, and the recent
return of mail sent to her (marked “Undeliverable”), she has filed
an Answer in this case (Dkt. No. 269), and therefore cannot be
dismissed without a court order.
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I T 1S SO ORDERED.

DATED: June 26, 2012.
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LAWRENC K KARLTON
SENIOR J
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT




