Young et al v. Law Offices of Herbert Davis et al
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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION

KEVIN YOUNG and ELAINE YOUNG, Case No. 13-cv-01108 NC
Plaintiffs, ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE RE:
DISMISSAL
V.
LiAW OFFICES OF HERBERT DAVIS, et
al.,
Defendants.

The parties were scheduled to appear aniéial case managemenbnference in thi
Court on September 11, 2013 at 10:00 after the Court continued the date twice at
plaintiffs’ request. On September 9, 2013, @wairt granted plaintiffs’ counsel’s requesit
appear telephonically at the conference iasttucted counsel to stand by beginning at t
date and time of the schddd conference until called by ti@ourt. Plaintiffs’ counsel
failed to respond to the Court’s call anddd to appear at the September 11 case
management conference. Plaintiffs alscefdilo file a case management statement as
required by Civil Local Rule 16-9(a) and the Court’s Augu&@®,3, order, Dkt. No. 16.
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Accordingly, plaintiffs have untilSeptemben8, 2013, ¢ file a casemanagerent
statemat and shw cause inwriting why this case Isould notbe dismisséd for failure to
prosectie and failre to follov court oreérs. The imtial casemanagementonferene is
continted to Septmber 25, P13 at 10:0 a.m. Plantiffs’ fail ure to respod will result in
dismissl of this ase with preudice.

IT IS SO RDERED.

Date: Septenber 12, 203

Nathanael M.Cousins
United StatedagistrateJudge

Case N. 13-cv-0108 NC
ORDER TO SHON CAUSE R=: 2
DISMISSAL




