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SCHWARCZ, RIMBERG,
BOYD & RADER, LLP
6310 San Vicente Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90048

[PROPOSED] ORDER

Upon consideration of Defendants’ administrative motion dated June 27, 2011,
consenting to Plaintiffs’ proceeding anonymously as Does and through Next Friend status
as requested in Plaintiffs” Motion to Commence and Proceed as Pseudonymous Plaintiffs
and Plaintiffs’ Motion to Commence and Proceed Through Appointed Next Friend
(together, “Plaintiffs’ Motions”) through the time of decision and order on Defendants’
Motion to Dismiss, and requesting a change of hearing date for Plaintiffs’ Motions, as
well as Plaintiffs’ Response and Opposition filed on July 1, 2011, IT IS HEREBY
ORDERED THAT

e Plaintiffs’ Motions are Granted through the pendency of, and until this Court’s

Decision and Order on, Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss, at which time this Court

will set a new date for hearing on Plaintiffs’ Motions.

OR

¢ In conformity with the Court’s San Jose Division Standing Order Regarding Case
Management in Civil Cases, Plaintiffs’ Motions will be heard in this Court on July

29, 2011, as provided in Plaintiffs’ Amended Notices filed on June 21, 2011.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated:

Hon. Jeremy Fogel
United States District Judge
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