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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SACRAMENTO DIVISION

DARRYL EVANS,
Plaintiff,
V.

BOILERMAKER-BLACKSMITH NATIONAL
PENSION TRUST AND BOARD OF
TRUSTEES OF THE BOILERMAKER-
BLACKSMITH NATIONAL PENSION
TRUST,

Defendants.
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WHEREAS, Plaintiff Darryl Evans filed motion for summary judgment on February
2017, with a hearing set for March 23, 2017, at 2:00pm;
WHEREAS, Defendants Boilermaker-BlacksmMational Pension Trust and Board ¢
Trustees of the Boilermaker-Blacksmith NatioRahsion Trust intend to file a cross-motion
summary judgment;
WHEREAS, pursuant to Local Ru230(e), a cross-motion that is related to the gen
subject matter of the original motion shalldsrved and filed in the manner and on the date
prescribed for the filing of the opposition brief;
WHEREAS, for efficiency purposes, the Pastaesire to brief the cross-motions for
summary judgment in four briefs insteadsof, and have met and conferred about a briefing
schedule;
THEREFORE, the parties hereby stipultehe following briefing schedule for the
Parties’ cross-motions for summary judgment:
(1) Plaintiff filed motion for summaryjudgment on February 9, 2017;
(2) Defendants to file combined motion for summary judgment and opposition to
Plaintiff's motion for summary judgment by February 23, 2017;

(3) Plaintiff to file combined reply brieand opposition to Defendants’ motion for
summary judgment by March 9, 2017;

(4) Defendant to file regi brief by March 16, 2017;

(5) Hearing on the Parties’ cross-motions sammary judgment to be held at 2:00pm

March 23, 2017, or as soon thereaftecasnsel may be heard by the Court.

Dated: February 10, 2017 Respectfully submitted,

RENAKER HASSELMAN SCOTT LLP

By: / s/ Kirsten Scott

Kirsten Scott
Attorneys for Plaintiff

STIPULATION AND ORDER RE: PARTIES’ BRIEFING SCHEDULE FOR CROSS-MOTIONS FOR
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
CASE NO. 16-CV-01043-TLN-KJN PAGE 2

for

bral

1 ON




© 00 N O O b~ W N P

N N N N N N N NN R RPBR RPR B R R R R R R
0o N o OO ~N W N PP O © 0w N O 00 M W N R O

Dated: February 10, 2017 Respectfully submitted,

By: [ s/ Carol Krstulic

Carol Krstulic
Attorneys for Defendants

SIGNATURE ATTESTATION

I, Kirsten Scott, hereby attest that the concurrence in the filing of the document has b,

obtained from the other signatory on this document.

Dated: Feb 10, 2017 By: /[ s/ Kirsten Scott
Kirsten Scott
IT IS SO ORDERED. / [
| Vs
Dated: February 10, 2017 MQ

T

Troy L. Nunle.y |
United States District Judge
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