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WHEREAS, the parties’ reply briefs in support of their motions for summary judgment
are due to be filed by April 16, 2010;

WHEREAS defendant GE Transportation Systems Global Signaling, LLC (“GETS”)
submits that good cause exists to allow the reply briefs to exceed the otherwise applicable limit of
15 pages for such reply briefs by up to 10 pages because (1) arguments raised in the opposition
briefs were not addressed in the opening briefs, (2) BART filed eight declarations in support of its
opposition brief, (3) 15 pages is otherwise insufficient because of the complexity of the case and
the importance of the issues within the case; and (4) plaintiff San Francisco Bay Area Rapid
Transit District has agreed to stipulate to an increase in the number of pages permitted as an
accommodation to GETS, and for the sake of reciprocity asks that any increase in the number of
pages permitted apply to both parties;

NOW THEREFORE, the parties hereby stipulate, and respectfully request that the Court
so order, that the parties may file reply briefs in support of their motions for summary judgment

of up to 25 pages in length.

DATED: April 14, 2010 FARELLA, BRAUN & MARTEL, LLP

THOMAS B. MAYHEW

Attorneys for Defendant
GE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS GLOBAL
SIGNALING, LLC

DATED: April 14, 2010 CROWLEY, STRINGER & FENSKE LLP

ROBERT B. STRINGER

Attorneys for Plaintiff
SAN FRANCISCO BAY AREA RAPID TRANSIT
DISTRICT
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ORDER

Based on the parties’ foregoing stipulation, and for good cause showing, the Court hereby

orders that the parties may file reply briefs in support of their motions for summary judgment of

up to 25 pages in length.
Dated: April 15,2010

Jeffrey gw U /
United States District Judge
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