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3
4 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
5 Northern District of California
6
7 || VIGHYAN PRATAP, et al. No. C 12-6378 MEJ
8 Plaintiffs, ORDER RE: TRO
V.
9
WELLS FARGO BANK, N.A,, et al.,
10
Defendants.
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12
L8
3 5 13 On January 17, 2013, the Court referred this matter to the ADR Unit for a telephone
(é S 14 (lconference to assess the case’s suitability for mediation or a settlement conference. Dkt. No.|12.
=5
g B 15 (that time, the Court stayed apgnding proceedings regarding the subject properties. Accordingly,
é %‘ 16 (Ino foreclosure sales are permitted at this time and Plaintiffs’ motion for a temporary restraining or
w <
L2 17 |is GRANTED.
Z’ 2 18 IT 1S SO ORDERED.
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20 [|[Dated: February 14, 2013
21 | '
United States Mafjistrate Judge
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