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8 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

9 FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
10
11 | DANNY GEROME YOUNG, No. 2:15-cv-2604 KIJM CKD P
12 Plaintiff,
13 V. ORDER
14 | RODRIGUEZ, et al.,
15 Defendants.
16
17 Plaintiff is a state prisoner proceeding peowith a civil rights action pursuant to 42
18 | U.S.C. §1983.
19 Defendants’ motion for summary judgment wasidd in part (ECF No. 58), and this case
20 | is ready to proceed to trial. However, beforetpal and trial dates aset, the parties will be
21 | required to complete the attached notice and finath the court regarding whether they believe a
22 | settlement conference would be beneficial is tase. If the partiebelieve a settlement
23 | conference would be beneficial, they malsb notify the court whether they waive
24 | disqualification for the undersigned to hold Hettlement conference or whether they request a
25 | different judge. Plaintiff shall also inchte his preference to appear in person or by
26 | videoconference, if available. If plaintiff faile indicate his preference, he will be ordered to
27 | appear in person. Further ingttions will issue once thparties’ elections have been received.
28 | 1
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Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that within fourteen days of the filing of thig

order, the parties must each compkete file the attached notice.

f

Dated: August 5, 2019 L3 e R
o _,(f"t,-"'f(_'."{/’f_s iR, e 1:;
CAROLYN K. DELANEY
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE

13:youn2604.settlement
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

DANNY GEROME YOUNG, No. 215-cv-2604 KIM CKD P

Plaintiff,

NOTICE RE: ELECTIONS FOR
V. SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE

RODRIGUEZ, et al.,

Defendants.

1. As required by court order, the parties mustify the court of the following election:
The party signing below would likeparticipate in a gdement conference.

OR

The party signing below does not believe @hsttiement conference in this case wag
be beneficial.

AND

2. If the party signing below would like to gripate in a settlemembnference, they must
notify the court of the following election:

______Pursuant to Local Rule 270(b) of the EasDistrict of California, the party signing
below affirmatively requests that the aggd Magistrate Judgmrticipate in the
settlement conference and, further, waivag eaim of disqualification of the assigne
Magistrate Judge on that basisrmafter. This waiver is ntd be construed as conser
to the Magistrate Judge’s juristion under 28 U.S.C. § 636(c)(1).

OR
______The party signing below requests that a idiffejudge hold the settlement conferencg
AND
3. Plaintiff indicates his mference by checking one:
__ Plaintiff would like tgoarticipate in tk settlement corfence in person.

OR

Plaintiff would like to paitipate in the settlement conésrce by video conference, if
available.

DATED:

Plaintiff or Counseffor Defendants

uld
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