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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

KRISTIN M. PERRY, et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

and 

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, 

Plaintiff-Intervenor, 

 v. 

ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, et al., 

Defendants, 
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PROPOSITION 8 OFFICIAL PROPONENTS 
DENNIS HOLLINGSWORTH, et al., 
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Gibson, Dunn & 
Crutcher LLP 

TO THE PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD: PLEASE TAKE 

NOTICE that pursuant to Civil Local Rule 6-3 Plaintiffs Kristin M. Perry, Sandra B. Stier, Paul T. 

Katami, and Jeffrey J. Zarrillo (“Plaintiffs”) and Plaintiff-Intervenor City and County of San 

Francisco (“Plaintiff-Intervenor”) hereby move this Court to shorten the time for Plaintiffs’ and 

Plaintiff-Intervenor’s motion to enlarge time to file a motion for attorney’s fees and related expenses, 

Doc #729.  Plaintiffs and Plaintiff-Intervenor respectfully request that the Court provide Defendants 

and Defendant-Intervenors with no more than 24 hours to oppose Plaintiffs’ and Plaintiff-

Intervenor’s motion to enlarge time and that the Court rule on the motion to enlarge time as 

expeditiously as practicable thereafter.   

Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 54(d)(2)(B)(i) requires that a motion for attorney’s fees and 

related expenses “be filed no later than 14 days after the entry of judgment.”  Moreover, Civil Local 

Rule 6-3(c) ordinarily provides a party opposing a motion to enlarge time four days to file an 

opposition.  Plaintiffs and Plaintiff-Intervenor request that the Court shorten the time for Defendants 

and Defendant-Intervenors to respond to the motion to enlarge time and rule as expeditiously and 

practicable on the motion to enlarge time thereafter so that, in the event the Court were to deny the 

motion to enlarge time, Plaintiffs and Plaintiff-Intervenors may nonetheless comply with the 14-day 

timeline.  See Fed. R. Civ. P. 54(d)(2)(B)(i). 

     Respectfully submitted, 

DATED:  August 17, 2010     GIBSON, DUNN & CRUTCHER LLP 
Theodore B. Olson 
Theodore J. Boutrous, Jr. 
Christopher D. Dusseault 
Ethan D. Dettmer 
Matthew D. McGill 
Amir C. Tayrani 
Sarah E. Piepmeier 
Theane Evangelis Kapur 
Enrique A. Monagas 

By:                                      /s/  
Theodore B. Olson 

and  



 

3 
09-CV-2292 VRW  PLAINTIFFS’ AND PLAINTIFF-INTERVENOR’S MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 
 

Gibson, Dunn & 
Crutcher LLP 

BOIES, SCHILLER & FLEXNER LLP 
David Boies 
Jeremy M. Goldman 
Roseanne C. Baxter 
Richard J. Bettan 
Beko O. Richardson 
Theodore H. Uno  
 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs  
KRISTIN M. PERRY, SANDRA B. STIER,  
PAUL T. KATAMI, and JEFFREY J. ZARRILLO 

 
DENNIS J. HERRERA 
City Attorney 
THERESE M. STEWART 
Chief Deputy City Attorney 
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Gibson, Dunn & 
Crutcher LLP 

ATTESTATION PURSUANT TO GENERAL ORDER NO. 45 

Pursuant to General Order No. 45 of the Northern District of California, I attest that 

concurrence in the filing of the document has been obtained from each of the other signatories to this 

document. 

 By:   /s/    
   Enrique A. Monagas 

 


