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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

EDDIE L. PITTS, No. 2:12-cv-0823 TLN AC P
Plaintiff,
V. ORDER

C. DAVIS, et al.,

Defendants.

Plaintiff is a state prisoner proceeding peowith a civil rights action pursuant to 42
U.S.C. § 1983. Plaintiff has filed objectiolmsdefendants’ motion fasummary judgment in
which he claims that he will be unable tdlyfaddress the motion until the pending motion to
compel is resolved. ECF No. 150. He alsoleingies the adequacy of a declaration provided
defendants in support of their motion. Id. The court will construetgfés objections as a
motion to enlarge his time to respond to defendants’ motion for summary judgment until af
pending motion to compel has been resolved. cboet will therefore vacatplaintiff's deadline
to respond to the motion for summary judgment ee-set the deadlingoon resolution of the
pending motion to compel. The court will not consider plaintiff's objections to the defenda
evidence at this time, and any such objectionsne#ld to be contained plaintiff’'s response to
the summary-judgment motion.

i

. 151

by

ter the

Nts’

Dockets.Justia

.com


https://dockets.justia.com/docket/california/caedce/2:2012cv00823/237080/
https://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/california/caedce/2:2012cv00823/237080/151/
https://dockets.justia.com/

© 00 N o o b~ w N P

N N N N DN DN NN DN R P R R R R R R R R
® N o O~ W N P O © 0N O 0NN W N B o

Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED thataintiff's objections to defendants’ motig
for summary judgment (ECF No. 150) is constrascg motion to enlarge his time to respond
the summary-judgment motion, and as suchasigd. Plaintiff's deadline to respond to
defendants’ motion for summamydgment is hereby vacated anill e re-set upon resolution ¢
the pending motion to compel.

DATED: July 27, 2015.
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ALLISON CLAIRE
UNITEDSTATESMAGISTRATE JUDGE
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