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United States District Court
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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

GLORIA STITT, et al., Case No.: 12-cv-03892- YGR

Plaintiffs, ORDER RE: PRE-FILING LETTERS

VS.
Re: Dkt. Nos. 167, 168, 171, 172
CITIBANK, NATIONAL ASSOCIATION AND
CITIMORTGAGE, INC.,

Defendants.

Currently before the Court is Plaintiffstter requesting a pre-filg conference to move
for the recovery of attorneyfees under California Civil Codsection 1021.5. (Dkt. No. 168.)
Defendants filed a letter to tl&@ourt in response. (Dkt. No. 171The Court does not consider
Plaintiffs’ proposed motion to be subject to timdersigned’s pre-filingequirement applicable
only to motions for summary judgment. A conference is therefore unnecessary and Plaintiffg
file their proposed motion on tiyfive (35) days’ notice.

Also before the Court is Platiffs’ administrative motion to file their letter to the Court
partially under seal. (Dkt. No. 167.) Defendaatsthe parties who desmped the information as
confidential, timely respondeditlt a more narrowly tailoretequest. (Dkt. No. 172.) Good
cause appearing, Plaintiffs’ motionGRANTED with respect to redactions of information
previously sealed by the Courtidentified by Defendants but BeNIED with respect to the
redactions quoting Pifko &laration Exhibit No. 11.Seid.).

This Order terminates Docket Number 167.

| T 1SS0 ORDERED.

Dated: March 23, 2016
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Y VONNE GONZALEZROGERS ~
ITED STATESDISTRICT COURT JUDGE
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