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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

EMMA C., et al.,
o Case No. 96-cv-04179-TEH
Plaintiffs,
V. ORDER DENYING PLAINTIFFS’
MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE
DELAINE EASTIN, et al., SURREPLY
Defendants.

Plaintiffs’ request leave to file a surrgph support of their opposition to State
Defendants’ motion to set aside the Cdvadnitor’s Draft Corrective Action Plan.
(Docket No. 2075). “The standard for grantlagve to file a surreply is whether the part)
making the motion would be unalite contest matters presented to the court for the first
time in the opposing party’s replyl’ewisv. Rumsfeld, 154 F. Supp. 2d 56, 61 (D. D.C.
2001). Plaintiffs contend that State Defendaaitation of a new case in the Reply is

adequate grounds for the filing of a surreplis Court disagreesI'he new case cited in

State Defendants’ Reply merely offers additional support for an argument appropriately

raised in the underlying motion - an argumigrat was addressed by Plaintiffs in the
Opposition. Allowing non-moving parties fite a surreply every time a reply includes
additional case support would effectively indtita four-part briefing schedule. Seeing n
“matters presented to tloeurt for the first time in the opposing party’s replygnis, 154

F. Supp. 2d at 61, Plaintiffs’ request feaVe to file a surreply is hereby DENIED.

IT 1S SO ORDERED.

WW_‘

THELTON E. HENDERSON
United States District Judge

Dated: 07/31/15

Dockets.Justia.c

DM


https://dockets.justia.com/docket/california/candce/3:1996cv04179/107222/
https://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/california/candce/3:1996cv04179/107222/2083/
https://dockets.justia.com/

