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8 IN THE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
9 FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
1C SAN JOSE DIVISION
= 11
3
O¢ 12 | ADNAN ANJUM KHAN, Case N05:10¢v-03949JF
5% :
=3 13 eRtioner, ORDERADMINISTRATIVELY
AZ 14 V. TERMINATING MOTIONS
4@% 15 | WARDEN RAUL LOPEZ _
gg [re: dkt. entries 4, 5]
2 16 Defendant.
8:
-g 17
18
18
2C
21 The docket in this case indicates that the undersigned continues to preside madtehe
22 || although in fact Petitioner’'s pending motions (Dkt. Entries 4 arfthB® been reassigned to Distr|ct
23 | Judge Edward J. Davild=or administrative reasons, the motions will be terminated on the ground
24 || that they are not pending before the undersigned. Court staff has confirmeddgghDhvilas
25| chambers that Judge Davila is aware of tietions and that thadministrative termination of the
26 | motions does not affect them in any substantive way. Judge DaNitaldress thenotions in due
27| course.
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For the Northern District of California

United States District Court
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Accordingly, Petitioner’'s pending motions drerebyadministratively terminated.

IT 1S SO ORDERED.

DATED: March?29, 2012

istrict Judge




