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County of San Francisco et al Doc. 1

UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALFORNIA

CARAMAD CONLEY,
Plaintiff,

Case No0.12-cv-004%-JCS

\Z ORDER RE SEALING ORDER ON
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN
FRANCISCO, et al.,

Defendand.

The Oder denyingDefendantsMotion for SummaryJudgment ad granting in part and
denying in pat Plaintiff's Motion for Partial Sunmary Judgrent, dated Sptember 52013, has
been filed under seal. DktNo. 177. The Court itends to pblish the entie opinion n the public
record withinfifteen (15)days of thedate of thisOrder. TheCourt will publish the @inion unles
the party seekig to redacportions oercomes théstrong presumption infavor of acess” to the
courts with “compelling reasons suppted by speific factual findings.” Kamakana v. City &
Cnty. of Honolulu, 447 F.8 1172, 1¥8-79 (9th Gr. 2006) (inernal citatons and qutations
omitted). If any party beleves that tk Court’s opnion contans any confilential infamation
ertitled to proection, thaparty shallfile with theCourt a detaration esthlishing sut
ertittement al any propsed redactios not latethan seven?) days fran the date bthis Order.
Objections toproposed rdactions, if ay, maybe filed not lagr than ten 10) days fran the dateof
this Order.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated: Septmber 5, 2013

2z

JO&SEPH C. SPERO
nited States Magjstrate Judge

78

Dockets.Justia.c

DM


http://dockets.justia.com/docket/california/candce/3:2012cv00454/250768/
http://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/california/candce/3:2012cv00454/250768/178/
http://dockets.justia.com/

