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2
3
4 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
5 NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
6
7 || CROSS LINK, INC. DBA WESTAR Case No.16-cv-05412-JSW
8 MARINE SERVICES,
Petitioner, ORDER VACATING HEARING AND
9 ORDER TO SHOW WHY COURT
10 V. SHOULD NOT STAY ACTION
SALT RIVER CONSTRUCTION Re: Dkt. No. 1
11 CORPORATION,
= 12 Respondent.
82 13
88 | | | | N
By 14 This matter is scheduled for a hearing@etember 16, 2016 to consider the petition to
2 % 15 || confirm an arbitration award. The Court hassidered the parties’ papers, relevant legal
% E 16 || authority, and the record in thease. The Court finds the petiti can be resolved without oral
g g 17 || argument, and it VACATES the hearin§ee N.D. Civ. L.R. 7-1(b).
-2 18 However, the parties’ papers show tRaspondent has filedaase in Marin County
19 || Superior Court, which seeks datory relief on the issue of wther it agreed to arbitrate the
20 || dispute that give rise both to tHaigation and to the arbitratiomward at issue in this case.
21 “[T]he power to stay proceedings is incidanb the power inherent in every court to
22 || control disposition of the cases its docket with economy of terand effort for itself, for
23 || counsel, and for litigants.Landisv. N. Am. Co., 299 U.S. 248, 254 (1936). “The exertion of thig
24 || power calls for the exerse of sound discretion.CMAX, Inc. v. Hall, 300 F.2d 265, 268 (9th Cir.
25 || 1962). The Court considers a number of factordeiciding whether tgrant a stay, including
26 || “possible damage which may result from grantingag,5the hardship or inequity that may result
27 || if a party is required to go foravd, and “the orderly course ofsfice measured in terms of the
28 || simplifying or complicating of issues, proof, agdestions of law which could be expected to
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result from a say.” CMAX, Inc., 300F.2d at 268.

The Gurt HEREBY ORDERS the partiego show case why thiscase shouldot be
stayed in fava of the pening state cart litigation based onhe Court’s hherent autbrity or for
ary other legareasons thiamight justfy a stay.

The paties shall fie simultaneus briefs © respoml to this Order ® Show Case by no
later than Deember 23, P16. The pdiesmay respond to theopposing prty’s argunents by no
later than Janary 6, 2017. There shalbe no repks unless afered by theCourt. Omre the Court
has received te briefs redting to the ssue of the &y, the Cart shall deen both matérs
submitted, andt will issue a written oling in duecourse.

IT 1SSO ORDERED.

Dated: Decerher 9, 2016

/5/4/1,1 M%—

JEFFREY’S WHITE
United Srates[Distrlc udge




