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8 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

9 FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
10
11 | MORGAN HILL CONCERNED No. 2:11-cv-03471-KIM-AC

PARENTS ASSOCIATION, et al.,
12 ORDER
Plaintiffs,
13
V.
14
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF
15 | EDUCATION,
16 Defendant.
17
18
19 The California Department of Educati@@DE) has moved to dismiss the First
20 | Amended Complaint under Federal Rule of CRibcedure 15(c). ECF Na&72. Its reply brief in
21 | support of that motion, filed on July 22, 2016, issih pages long and so exceeds the page limits
22 | defined in this court’s standing order:
23 Memoranda of Points and Authaei in support of or in opposition
to motions shall not exceed twentg0) pages. Replies shall not
24 exceed ten (10) pages. Onlynare instances and for good cause
shown will the court grant an plication to extend these page
25 limitations.
26 | Standing Order at 4, ECF No. 4-1. The CDE hat requested an extension and has not
27 | demonstrated good cause for an extensisneltly brief is therefore stricken.
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The CDE may file an amended reply thatnplies with this court’s standing ord
within seven days.
IT IS SO ORDERED.
DATED: August 1, 2016

UNIT TATES DISTRICT JUDGE




