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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

MARGARET REYES, Case No.: 11-cv-04628-YI&

Plaintiff, ORDER REGARDING MEET AND CONFER
REGARDING DISCOVERY DISPUTE AND
VS. SETTING PRE-SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
CONFERENCE
SAN FRANCISCO UNIFIED SCHOOL
DISTRICT,
Defendant.

On May 2, 2012, the Court issued an Ordegireng Personal Appeance of Counsel to
Meet and Confer Regarding Discoyéispute (“Order”). (Dkt. No. 54.)n that Order, counsel fo
both parties was instructed torpenally appear at the Fede@ourthouse on Monday, May 7, 201
8:30 a.m. The parties have filadmerous letters with the Courtcacontacted the Court by teleph

to reschedule the date and time on which they nppstax. The Court notes thagither side has fil

an Administrative Motion for Relief on this issugee Civ. L.R. 7-11. Lead counsel for both part:l:s

is herebyORDERED to appear at the Federal Courth®os Wednesday, May 9, 2012 at 11:00 a.
At this time, the Court will address tpending discovery issues with the partiethey have not
already been resolved. The parties shall haweant conferred in person prior to May 9 at 11:0(
a.m.

The Court will further hold a pre-summary judgment motion conference at this $sme.
Standing Order in Civil Cases, Section 9(@n April 26, 2012, Counter-defendants filed a pre-
conference letter with th€ourt seeking leave tiddé a summary judgment motion. (Dkt. No. 52.)
date, the San Francisco Unifi8dhool District has failed to $pond despite the Standing Order

requirement that a response bed within three (3) business days.no response is filed by Mond
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May 7, 2012, the Court will interpret the failurerespond as an admission of good cause for thg
filing of Counter-defendants’ summary judgment motion.

T 1SS0 ORDERED.

Dated:May 4, 2012 M
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