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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 

DANIEL PIZZA,  

                            Plaintiff, 

              v. 

FINANCIAL INDUSTRY REGULATORY 
AUTHORITY, INC. 

Defendant.     

Case No. 13-cv-0688 MMC (NC) 
 
ORDER STRIKING EX PARTE 
COMMUNICATIONS FROM 
PLAINTIFF 
 
 
 

 

 This Court today ruled on plaintiff’s motion to enforce the settlement agreement.  

While the motion was pending, the Court received six ex parte email communications from 

plaintiff and the Court’s Deputy Clerk received additional telephone messages.  Plaintiff’s 

counsel was copied on most of these messages, but defendant’s counsel was not.  An ex 

parte communication is between one party in a case and the Court, without notice to the 

other party.  The gist of the messages was that plaintiff wanted to know when the Court 

would rule on the pending motion.  He also wanted to know why the Court was not 

responding to his emails.  This order explains why. 

 The Court’s local rules prohibit ex parte communications and provide that “an 

attorney or party to an action must refrain from making telephone calls or writing letters or 

sending copies of communications between counsel to the assigned Judge or the Judge’s 

Pizza v. Financial Industry Regulatory Authority, Inc., Doc. 92
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