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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

MARGARET REYES, Case No.: 11-cv-04628-YI&

Plaintiff, ORDER (1) REQUIRING JOINT STIPULATION
REGARDING EVIDENCE SUBMITTED WITH

VS. SEPARATE STATEMENT IN SUPPORT OF

M OTIONS FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT, AND
SAN FRANCISCO UNIFIED SCHOOL (2) STRIKING DEFENDANT'S SEPARATE
DISTRICT, STATEMENT OF UNDISPUTED M ATERIAL
FACTS IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR
Defendant. SUMMARY JUDGMENT OR, IN THE
ALTERNATIVE , SUMMARY ADJUDICATION OF
PL%INTIFF 'SCOMPLAINT (DKT.NOS. 95-3710
11

With respect to the pending summary judgnmantions on the Counterclaim, the parties
submitted a [Corrected] Joint Statement of dpdied Material Facts Re Motion for Summary

Judgment With Supporting Evidencékt. No. 81 “Joint Separate Statement”).) All of the

underlying evidence cited in the JoBeparate Statement is attackranasse to the statement itself.

This violates Civ. L.R. 7-5(ajvhich requires that evidentiamatters, including deposition

transcripts, be appropriatelytaenticated by affidavit or declaration. The Court’s Standing Order

regarding summary judgment motions does not creagxeaption to Civ. L.R. 7-5(a), nor did the
Court indicate at the pre-summauggment motion conference that evidence should be attachg
this manner.

However, because the Joint Separate Statewsssubmitted jointly, the parties are direc
to submit a joint stipulation confirming that therens dispute over the authenticity of the docum
attached and that the facts presented istiiement are supported by admissible evideBeeFed.

R. Civ. P. 56. This joint stipulation shall bked no later than Mondayuly 30, 2012 at 12:00 p.m
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With respect to the pending summary juggrnmotion on the Compla, Defendant has
improperly attached underhyj evidence in support of its motion ditlg to its Separate Statement
Undisputed Material Facts in Suppof the Motion in violation of Civ. L.R.7-5(a). (Dkt. Nos. 95;
to 112 (“Defendant’'s Separate Statement”).) As noted above, evidentiary matters, including
deposition transcripts, must be appropriately entiicated by affidavit odeclaration. Civ. L.R. 7-
5(a). In addition, Defendant fildle Separate Statement as eightiffarent docket entries, with
certain entries containing meraipe or two pages. Defendant siibobntact the ECF HelpDesk if
is unclear how to upload or lirdocuments on ECF in a more eféint manner, or the Courtroom
Deputy for other questions.

The Court hereb$rrIKES Defendant’s Separate Staternand the underlying evidence
attacheckn masse at Dkt. Nos. 95-3 to 112. Defendant mresfile its Separate Statement with a
declaration attaching underlyingidence, as exhibits, no lateatihMonday, July 30, 2012 at 12:0
p.m. Defendant’s Separate Statement mustidie both references to the declaration and
corresponding exhibit, in addition to the curremations it has included f@encing the deponent’s
name—e.g., Maylin Decl., Ex. A (Sagastume Depo 45:18-19). Chambers copies of the correq
items must be received by Chambers terlthan Tuesday, July 31, 2012 at 12:00 p.m.

| T 1SS0 ORDERED.

Dated:July 26,2012 ‘ (2"“ ' ’E 2 >§ 5(

(/ YVONNE GONZALEZ ROGERS
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT JUDGE
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