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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT

EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SACRAMENTO DIVISION

GARY DALE HINES, Case No. 2:98-cv-0784-TLN-EFB DP
Petitioner, DEATH PENALTY CASE
VS. [PROPOSED] ORDER RE
APPLICATION FOR EXTENSION
MICHAEL MARTEL, Warden of the OF TIME

California State Prison at San Quentin,

Respondent.

Petitioner, by his counsel, has submitieithird unopposed motion for an
extension of time to file his responseRespondent’s Motion for Summary Adjudicati
filed on January 29, 201%om July 2, 2019 t@®ctober 30, 2019.

Good cause appearing, it is hereby ordered that:

1. Petitioner’'s unopposed motion to file and serve his response to

Respondents’ Motion for Summary Adjudicatisrgranted to and auding October 3(

2019.

[PROPOSED] ORDER Case No. 2:98-cv-0-FH4RTDR

Doc. 362

on

I

Dock

pts.Justia.com


https://dockets.justia.com/docket/california/caedce/2:1998cv00784/117430/
https://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/california/caedce/2:1998cv00784/117430/362/
https://dockets.justia.com/

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

2. Respondent’s reply, if any, shall iled on or before December 14, 201

or 45 days from the date Petitioner's Response is filed.
IT IS SO ORDERED.

DATED: June 27, 2019.

/W ,%‘#"3%- -

EDMUND F. BRENNAN

UNITED STATESMAGISTRATE JUDGE

[PROPOSED] ORDER

Case No. 2:98-cv-0-EFHZBTDR




