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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

ROLANDO ISIP, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

SOLANO COUNTY, 

Defendant. 

NO. CIV. 2:12-cv-2780 WBS DAD 

 

ORDER SETTING SETTLEMENT 
CONFERENCE 

 

Parties in this case contacted the Court’s Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) 

Coordinator requesting a settlement conference be set in this case before a Magistrate Judge.  

Therefore, this case will be referred to Magistrate Judge Kendall J. Newman to conduct a 

settlement conference at the U. S. District Court, 501 I Street, Sacramento, California 95814 in 

Courtroom #25 on January 17, 2014 at 9:00 a.m. 

 

In accordance with the above, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that: 

1. This case is set for a settlement conference before Magistrate Judge Kendall J. 

Newman on January 17, 2014 at 9:00 a.m. at the U. S. District Court, 501 I Street, 

Sacramento, California 95814 in Courtroom #25. 

2. A representative with full and unlimited authority to negotiate and enter into a binding 
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