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2
3
4 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
5 Northern District of California
6
7 || GERALDINE P. SUELEN, No. C 13-002 MEJ
8 Plaintiff, SECOND ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
o V.
WELLSFARGO BANK, N.A., etd.,
10 Defendants.
11 /
£ - - . . . . _
35 13 On February 1, 2013, Plaintiff Geraldine Suelen filed a Motion to Remand, with a noticed
(é ?_3 14 |hearing date of March 14, 2013. Dkt. No. 11. Although Defendants filed an Opposition, Plaintiff has
E g 15 |[failed to file areply pursuant to Civil Local Rule 7. Accordingly, the Court hereby VACATES the
% Z;s 16 |[March 14, 2013 hearing and ORDERS Plaintiff to show cause why the Motion to Remand should not
> g 17 (|be denied. Plaintiff shall file adeclaration by March 5, 2013. If aresponsive declaration is not filed,
%’ % 18 (Inotice is hereby given to Plaintiff that the Court may deny the Motion to Remand. Thus, itis
= § 19 |imperative that Plaintiff file awritten response by March 5.
- " 20 ITISSO ORDERED.
21
22 ||Dated: February 28, 2013
23 Maria Elena Jamb
United States MagiStrate Judge
24
25
26
27
28

Dockets.Justia.com


http://dockets.justia.com/docket/california/candce/3:2013cv00002/262080/
http://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/california/candce/3:2013cv00002/262080/21/
http://dockets.justia.com/

