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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 

GARY MARTINOVSKY, et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 
 

COUNTY OF ALAMEDA, et al., 

Defendants. 
 

Case No.  16-cv-00403-MMC    
 
 
ORDER CONSTRUING DEFENDANTS' 
REQUEST AS MOTION TO CHANGE 
TIME PURSUANT TO CIVIL L OCAL 
RULE 6-3; DENYING REQUEST 
WITHOUT PREJUDICE 

Re: Dkt. No. 20 
 

 

The Court is in receipt of defendants’ “Request for Continuance of Case 

Management Conference Pending Hearing of Dispositive Motion” (hereinafter, 

“Request”), filed April 7, 2016, which Request the Court hereby construes as a motion to 

change time.  See Civil L.R. 6-1 (providing “A Court order is required for any enlargement 

or shortening of time that alters an event or deadline already fixed by Court order”).  Said 

request is not, however, in compliance with this district’s local rules governing such 

motions.  See Civil L.R. 6-3(a) (setting forth requirements for motion to change time).  

Accordingly, the Request is hereby DENIED, without prejudice to defendants’ filing a 

motion to change time in compliance with the applicable local rules. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Dated: April 7, 2016   
 MAXINE M. CHESNEY 
 United States District Judge 
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