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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION

 
CAROLYN JEWEL, et al.,  

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

NATIONAL SECURITY AGENCY, et al.,  
 
                                                Defendants. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

CASE NO. C-08-4373-VRW 
 
 
DECLARATION OF CINDY COHN IN 
SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ADMINISTRATIVE RELIEF FROM 
IMPROPER MOTION FOR 
RECONSIDERATION BY INDIVIDUAL 
CAPACITY DEFENDANTS  
 
REQUEST FOR IMMEDIATE STATUS 
CONFERENCE 
 
Local Rule 7-11  
 

 

I, CINDY A. COHN, hereby declare, 

1. I am an attorney of record for Plaintiffs in this action and a member of good Standing of 

the California State Bar, and am admitted to practice before this Court. I have personal knowledge 

of the matters stated in this declaration. If called upon to do so, I am competent to testify to all 

matters set forth herein. 
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2. On afternoon of Friday, July 10, 2009 the Individual Capacity Defendants filed a 

Motion for Relief from this Court’s April 28 and May 8 Orders (Dkt No. 32). The Defendants did 

not seek to meet and confer with Plaintiffs before filing this motion.   

3. On Monday, July 13, 2009 at 9:45am California time, I called counsel for the Individual 

Capacity Defendants, James Whitman, and left a message informing him that the motion was an 

improper Motion for Reconsideration that did not properly follow the local rules. I asked that he 

withdraw it. I also informed him that if the Individual Capacity Defendants did not do so, I would 

be bringing this to the Court's attention later that day or early the next.  

4. Mr. Whitman responded at 12:05pm via email stating that the Individual Capacity 

Defendants do not believe that the motion they filed last Friday is governed by Civil Local Rule 7-

9 regarding motions for reconsideration, and are therefore unwilling to voluntarily withdraw the 

motion. 

5. Subsequently I notified Mr. Whitman by email that Plaintiffs intended to seek a status 

conference and the parties agreed that, if one is to be held, it would be most efficiently held on July 

15, 2009 after the Motion to Dismiss brought by the other defendants in this action. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the 

foregoing is true and correct. 

  

DATED:  July 13, 2009 
 

 By   /s/Cindy A. Cohn  
Cindy A. Cohn, Esq.  
 

 


