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8 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

9 FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
10
11| T.v, etal, No. 2:15-cv-00889 KIM AC
12 Plaintiffs,
13 V. ORDER
14 | SACRAMENTO CITY UNIFIED
15 SCHOOL DISTRICT,
16 Defendant.
17
18 The parties have submitted a stipulation praposed order for a protective order. ECIF
19 | No. 33. This matter was referred to the undersldneE.D. Cal. R. (“Local Rule”) 302(c)(1).
20 The stipulation makes reference to Local Rtfie5 which, according to the stipulation,
21 | governs filing documents under seal. Howevas, ¢tburt has no Local Rule 79-5. The parties
22 | are directed to this court’s Local Rules fisformation on filing documents under seal, the
23 | mechanics of obtaining a stipulated protective grded all other matters governed by the Logal
24 | Rules.
25 In addition, such stipulated protective orderstrbe directed to thmagistrate judge. See
26 | Local Rule 302(c)(2).
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Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the stipulation and proposed order (EC

No. 33), are NOT APPROVED.
DATED: October 2, 2017

Mrz——— &{‘P}-—C—
ALLISON CLAIRE
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE




