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8 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

9 FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
10
11 | FOOTHILL CHURCH, CALVARY No. 2:15-cv-02165-KIJM-EFB

CHAPEL CHINO HILLS, and
12 | SHEPHERD OF THE HILLS CHURCH,
13 Plaintiffs, ORDER
14 V.
15 | MICHELLE ROUILLARD, in her official
capacity as Director of the California
16 | Department of Managed Health Care,
17 Defendant.
18
19 On June 8, 2016, the court reset the ing@eduling conference in this case fof
20 | August 4, 2016, with a joint status report due sealagrs prior to the conference. ECF No. 35.
21 | OnJuly 28, 2016, the parties filed a document titlaint Status Report and Request to Continue
2o | Status Conference or in the Alternative T@lephonic Appearance,” which does not provide 3
23 Federal Rule of Civil Procedei26(f) discovery plan. Thewak, the court continues the
24 scheduling conference to September 1, 2016, to allow the parties to meet and confer as
o contemplated by Rule 26 ahdcal Rule 240(b).
26 It is therefore ORDERED that the Audus 2016 initial schaguling conference is
27 vacated and reset for September 1, 2016 at 2:30 plra.parties shall file a joint status report
o8 within seven (7) days prior to the scheduling esafice. The parties are cautioned that requests
1
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for continuance of scheduling conferences are not favored and will not be granted in the absenc

of a true emergency.
IT IS SO ORDERED.
DATED: August 3, 2016

UNIT TATES DISTRICT JUDGE




