
U
ni

te
d 

S
ta

te
s 

D
is

tr
ic

t C
ou

rt
 

N
or

th
er

n 
D

is
tr

ic
t o

f C
al

ifo
rn

ia 
 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 

JO

C

 

con

the

the

dia

late

Da

 

 

 

OSE ALBER

v. 
 

ON-WAY F

 

The Co

nference stat

e parties state

ey have not g

alogue. 

Therefo

er than Febru

IT IS S

ated:  Februa

RTO FONSE

Plaintiffs, 

FREIGHT, IN

Defendant.

ourt has recei

tement, dated

e that they “b

given the Co

ore, the parti

uary 17, 201

SO ORDER

ary 12, 2016 

UNITED

NORTHER

ECA PINA, 

NC., 

. 

ived and con

d February 1

believe it wo

ourt any infor

ies shall prov

16. 

RED. 

D STATES D

RN DISTRIC

et al., 

 

nsidered the 

11, 2016.  In

ould be prod

rmation abo

vide the Cou

DISTRICT C

CT OF CALI

Case No.  1
 
 
ORDER R
MANAGE

 

parties’ upd

n that case m

ductive to ha

ut the topics

urt with furth

JE
Un

COURT 

IFORNIA 

10-cv-00100

REGARDIN
EMENT CO

dated joint ca

management c

ave a dialogu

s to be discu

her informat

EFFREY S. W
nited States D

0-JSW    

NG CASE 
ONFERENC

ase managem

conference s

ue with the C

ssed during 

tion on that p

WHITE 
District Judg

CE 

ment 

statement, 

Court,” but 

such a 

point by no 

ge 

 

Jorge R. Quezada, et al v. Con-Way Freight Doc. 130

Dockets.Justia.com

https://dockets.justia.com/docket/california/candce/4:2010cv00100/223174/
https://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/california/candce/4:2010cv00100/223174/130/
https://dockets.justia.com/

