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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

CYNTHIA HOPSON, No. 2:17-cv-02685-KIM-KJIN
Plaintiff,
V. ORDER

PENELOPE WEBSTER, RYAN
WEBSTER,

Defendant.

On September 21, 2018, the court orde@dhsel for both parties to show caus

D

within fourteen days why they should not each be sanctioned $250.00 for noncompliance with tf
court’s order, or dismissal for lack of pexsition. ECF No. 6. Afteaeviewing counsel’s
response, ECF No. 7, the court DISCHARGES therdmlehow cause as pdaintiff's counsel.
Defense counsel has not respondeddaturt’s order to show cause and the
deadline for counsel’s response has passed. Fuplaetiff's counsel’sdeclaration indicates
that defense counsel has not resporidedimerous settlement communicatioee ECF No. 7.

Because defense counsel has repeatedly and wekplanation disregarded this court’s order

U)

he is SANCTIONED $250.00, to be pdwthe clerk of the courtithin fourteen (14) days.
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The parties are ORDERED to initigiarticipation in the court’s Voluntary
Dispute Resolution Program within seven (7) daiMe later than fourteen (14) days after
completion of the VDRP session, the partiedlgbiatly file a VDRP Completion Report.
IT1S SO ORDERED.
DATED: October 16, 2018.
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