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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 
 

 

 Plaintiff Norman Gerald Daniels III is appearing pro se and in forma pauperis in this civil 

rights action pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1983.   

On May 22, 2017, Defendant filed a request for an extension of time to file a reply to 

Plaintiff’s opposition.  (ECF No. 114.)  On the basis of good cause, the Court granted Defendant’s 

motion on May 23, 2017, and extended the time to file a reply to June 26, 2017.  (ECF No. 115.)   

 On June 1, 2017, Plaintiff filed objections to Defendant’s request for an extension of time to 

file a reply.  (ECF No. 116.)  Plaintiff argues that to grant Defendant an extension of time to file a 

reply would prejudice this action because Defendant’s motion for summary judgment should be 

denied as there are substantial issues to be presented at trial.     

 The fact that Plaintiff believes Defendant’s motion for summary judgment should be denied 

does not present a sufficient basis to object to an extension of time to file a reply to his opposition.  

Inasmuch as Defendant presented good cause to extend the time to file a reply to Plaintiff’s 
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voluminous opposition to the motion for summary judgment, Plaintiff’s objections to Defendant’s 

motion for an extension of time is OVERRULED. 

 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

 

Dated:     June 5, 2017     
 UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE 

  


