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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

LORI RUIZ, Case No.: 13-CV-01508-Y

Plaintiff, ORDER DIRECTING PARTIES TO MEET AND
CONFER AND INFORM COURT WHETHER

vS- THEY CONSENT TO A MAGISTRATE JUDGE
CHASE BANK USA. NATIONAL OF THEIR CHOICE FOR ALL PURPOSES AND
ASSOCIATION ' CONTINUING CASE M ANAGEMENT
' CONFERENCE
Defendant.

The parties may consent at any time to reassegniof the case to a magistrate judge for
purposes, including entry of final judgmer&ee Civil L.R. 73-1(b). Ths option is being made
available because the magistrate judges in this district have sméllelockets and no felony
criminal cases and may be able to adjudicatedfise more expeditiously than the undersigned

district judge._The partiese@arndvised that they may jointtgquest assignment to a specific

maagistrate judge.

Accordingly, the parties are hereDyRECTED to promptly meet and confer and advise the

Court, no later than Monday, July 15, 2013, whethey ttonsent to a specific magistrate judge or

judge(s) of their choice to conduct all furthergeedings in the instanttamn. Profiles of all

magistrate judges are availaldn the Court’s website http://cand.usgurts.gov/judgesnd in the
brochure, Consenting to a Magistrate Judge’sdigtion In the NortherDistrict of California
(.pdf), also available on the Court’s website. Shdolddparties stipulate, they shall jointly file a
stipulation requesting referral to thgreed-upon magistte judge(s).

The Case Management Conference dakesl for July 15, 2013 is herel3ONTINUED to July
22,2013 at 2:00 p.m. If the partiéle fa joint stipulation, the Caddanagement Conference will b
vacated.

| T 1SS0 ORDERED.
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Dated:July 11,2013

WW

Y VONNE GENZALEZ ROGERS?
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT JUDGE
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

[PLAINTIFF 'S NAME], Case No.: ##-CV-#### YR
Plaintiff, CONSENT TO JURISDICTION BY A UNITED
STATES M AGISTRATE JUDGE
VS.
[DEFENDANT'S NAME] €t al.,

Defendant(s).

CONSENT TO JURISDICTION BY A UNITED STATES M AGISTRATE JUDGE

In accordance with the provisions of Title 28, U.S.C. Section 636(c), the undersigned |
parties to the above-captioneditmatter hereby voluntarily coest to have a United States
Magistrate Judge conduct any and all further procgsdin the case, incluaj trial, and order the
entry of a final judgment. Appeal from the judgrhshall be taken directly to the United States
Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit.

Attorneyfor Plaintiff Attorneyfor Defendant

Dated:

harty




