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6 IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
7
g FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
9
101l orLANDO LOPEZ,
11 Petitioner, No. C 17-03390 WHA
12 V.
13 WILLIAM MUNIZ, ORDER GRANTING IN PART
14 Respondent. EIESEI%X?IEOI\II\ITFSOR
15 / EXTENSION OF TIME
16 On February 5, respondent William Muniz requested a 60-day extension of time in
17 which to file a response to the order to show cause (Dkt. No. 8). Despite the fact that petitioner
18 Orlando Lopez is represented by counsel, respondent’s application states that petitioner is
19 representing himself, and for that reason he did not attempt to contact petitioner in connectipn
20 with this request. Petitioner, however, has not filed an objection to the requested extension,
21 Good cause appearing, respondent shall haveMaticH 29,2018to respond to the
22 order to show cause. If respondent filesaaswer, petitioner may file a traverse within
23 THIRTY DAYs of the date respondent’s answer is filed. If respondent files a motion to dismisg,
24 petitioner shall file an opposition (or statement of non-opposition) WitRiIRTY DAYS of the
25 date the motion is filed, and respondent shall file a reply witlHNEEN DAYS of any
26 opposition.
21 IT IS SO ORDERED.
28| Dated: February 9, 2018. éd Al
WIELIAM ALSUP
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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