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2
3
4
5 IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
6
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
7
8
o1 vERN WRIGHT, JUNE WRIGHT, and No. C 12-00746 WHA
10 SUPERANTENNA CORPORATION,
- 11 Plaintiffs,
= ORDER DENYING MOTION TO
o £ 12 V. WITHDRAW AND REFERRING
O g PARTIESTO MAGISTRATE JUDGE
B 8 13[ MICHAEL BLOOM, JAIMEE BLOOM, FOR SETTLEMENT
‘= 5 KINGSBRIDGE CORPORATION, OFFSHORE
B : 14| SOLUTIONS, INC., SINOTECH
Qa3 CORPORATION, DIFONA
B s 15 COMMUNICATION GMBH, BULLIVANT
"] = HOUSER BAILEY PC, and DOES 1-10,
h 3 16
3 = Defendants.
=% 17 /
5
18 For the reasons stated at today’s hegrcounsel for Difona Communication GMBH's
19 motion to withdraw as counselb&NIED. Plaintiffs and Difona are referred to Magistrate Judge
20 Paul Grewal for a further settlement confe®mithin two weeks, or as Judge Grewal’s
21 schedule permits.
22
23 IT 1S SO ORDERED.
24
25| Dated: May 23, 2013. (A= T
26 WILLIAM ALSUP
27 UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
28
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