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4 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
5 Northern District of California
6
7 | MICHAEL PETERSON and TONI No. C 13-3392 MEJ
PETERSON,
8 ORDER VACATING HEARING RE:
Plaintiffs, MOTION TO REMAND
9 V.
10 || WELLS FARGO BANK, N.A.,
11 Defendant. |
12
L8
3 5 13 Pursuant to Civil Local Rule 16-8 and Alternative Dispute Resolution Local Rule 2-3, th|s
(é S 14 (foreclosure-related action has been referred to the ADR Unit for a telephone conference for pgssil
=5
g B 15 (Isettlement of the matter. The parties have now participated in three conferences and negotiations
é %‘ 16 [lappear ongoing. Accordingly, the October 24, 2013 hearing on Plaintiffs’ motion to remand is
w <
L2 17 |VACATED pending resolution of this ADR process.
Jg% 18 IT 1S SO ORDERED.
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20 [[Dated: September 23, 2013
21 Maria-Elena Jamésss
United States MagfStrate Judge
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