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2
3
4 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
5 NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
6 .
KEELON JENKINS, No. C 05-2003 MHP
! Petitioner, |
8 v. ORDER
9 [| DERRAL ADAMS, Warden, Re: Motion for Sanctions; Briefing
Schedule
10 Respondent.
bt 11 /
=
(3 § 12 On June 1, 2010, petitioner sought sanctions against respondent for faiture to timely produce
-g § 13 || jury questionnaires. Docket No. 49 (Motion). Respondent attributed his delay to the various
‘E :% 14 || procedural hurdles he encountered while unsealing the relevant documents. See Docket No. 51
| § E, 15 || (Response). The relevant documents were lodged with the court on June 16, 2010. Docket No. 52
% % 16 J| (Notice). The motion for sanctions is therefore DENIED.
.*g E 17 Petitioner failed to timely file a traverse by June 16, 2010. See Docket No. 43 (Order). It
- 18 || appears that counsel for petitioner was unavailable on this day. Docket No. 50 (Notice of
19 {| Unavailability). Moreover, the jury questionnaires do not appear to have been provided to the
20 || petitioner until June 16, 2010, the last day for petitioner to file his traverse. Petitioner is granted an
21 || extension of time, and is to file his traverse, if any, on or before August 2, 2010. Since respondent
22 || did not have the ability to review the jury questionnaires prior to filing his answer, respondent is also
23 || granted leave to file a supplemental response to the traverse, if any, by September 3, 2010.
24 IT IS SO ORDERED.
% Date% % W{ﬁ _ ,4 172
26 ALY N
27 orthern District of California
28
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