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Hon. Nathanael M. Cousins %
United States Magistrate Judge =
U.S. District Court for the g
Northern District of California a
450 Golden Gate Avenue 5
San Francisco, California 94102 %
Re:  Thompson, et al. v. C&H Sugar Company, Inc., et al.; Case No. 12-¢v-00391-NC s
o]
Dear Judge Cousins: §
E
I write on behalf of Defendants to seek clarification from the Court regarding its July 24, E
2013 Order Granting the Parties’ Stipulation to File Separate Motions for Summary Judgment 3
(“Order”). See Dkt. No. 44.
o]
The Order grants the parties’ stipulation to allow Defendants to file separate motions for g
summary judgment as to each plaintiff, but limits the “cumulative pages” of Defendants’ opening &
and reply briefs in support of each summary judgment motion to not more than 75 pages, and limits @
Plaintiffs’ opposition briefs to not more than 60 pages. v
o
Defendants seek confirmation from the Court that the 75-page limit does not apply to z
declarations and exhibits filed in support of the opening and reply briefs. =
Thank you in advance for any guidance the Court can provide. g
Very truly yours, %
SEYFARTH SHAW LLP z
/s/ 5
Justin T. Curley §
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