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3
4
5
6 IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
7
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
8
9
10 ROBIN HOLLINS and LOLA HOLLINS, No. C 16-06740 WHA
el 11 _—
5 Plaintiffs,
3§ 12|
S § 13
‘= S CORDIS CORPORATION and ORDER CONTINUING CASE
B £ 14 CONFLUENT MEDICAL MANAGEMENT DEADLINES
Qa TECHNOLOGIES, INC.,
% % 15 Defendants.
@By 16 /
-§ L% 17
= The Court has considered the parties’ joint stipulation to continue case management
)
18 deadlines (Dkt. No. 17). The case management conference in this matter is continued from
19 April 6 to theFOURTH THURSDAY after our court of appeals decid@snson v. Cordis, Case
20 No. 17-15257. The case management statement sEdlas DAYS before the case
21 management conference. Defendants shall answer or otherwise respond to the complaint unde
22 FRCP 12 at leastoURTEEN DAYS before the case management conference.
23 If Dunson has not been decided ByLY 6, then byNOON on that date, both sides shall
24 submit a joint status report on the progress of the appeal.
25
26 IT 1S SO ORDERED.
27
28| Dated: March 20, 2017. (s L loe
WiLLiAMYALSsuP
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
Dockets.Justia.com


https://dockets.justia.com/docket/california/candce/3:2016cv06740/305431/
https://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/california/candce/3:2016cv06740/305431/18/
https://dockets.justia.com/

