Baker v. Credit Control Services, Inc.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

TARA BAKER, No. 2:13-cv-1824-EFB
Plaintiff,
V. ORDER

CREDIT CONTROL SERVICES,
INC.,

Defendant.

On November 8, 2013, this action was reassigned to the undersigned based on theg
of the parties, and all heag dates then set before the district judge were vac&edECF No.
9; seealso E.D. Cal. L.R. 305; 28 U.S.C. 636. Becatlss case has not yet been scheduled
pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure )6ébstatus (pretrial seduling) conference will
be set before the undersigned.

Accordingly, it is hereby ORDERED that:

1. A status (pretrial scheduling) confezens set for January 8, 2014, at 10:00 a.m. in
Courtroom No. 8 before the undersigned.

2. In light of the parties’ October 29, 201&jostatus report, ECRo. 6, the parties nee
not file a further status report in advance of tla¢ust conference. Howevadirthe parties elect tc

file a revised status repogny such report shall be filexh or before December 24, 2013.
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3. Counsel are reminded of their continuthgy to notify chambers immediately of any
settlement or other dispositioisee E.D. Cal. L.R. 160. In additiothe parties are cautioned th
pursuant to Local Rule 230(c), opposition to giramna motion must be filed fourteen days
preceding the noticed hearing date. The Locd¢®Rturther provides that “[n]o party will be
entitled to be heard in opposition to a motioora arguments if written opposition to the moti
has not been timely filed by that party.” MoreoyLocal Rule 230(i) provides that failure to
appear may be deemed withdrawal of oppostitotine motion or may result in sanctions.
Finally, Local Rule 110 provides thtilure to comply with the Local Rules “may be grounds
imposition of any and all sanctions authorized layuge or Rule or withithe inherent power of

the Court.”

DATED: November 19, 2013. %M@/ZW\
EDMUND F. BRENNAN

UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE
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