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United States District Court
Northern District of Califorra
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niversity of Alabama, Birmingham et al Doc.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

PIKAMAB, INC., Case No.16-cv-02370-JSW

Plaintiff,
ORDER VACATING MOTION
V. HEARING ON MOTIONSTO DISMISS
AND SETTING HEARING ON MOTION
TO WITHDRAW ASCOUNSEL

Re: Dkt. Nos. 17, 18, 22

UNIVERSITY OF ALABAMA,
BIRMINGHAM, et al.,

Defendants.

On April 30, 2016, Plaintiff filed its compilat against Defendants. On July 13, 2016,
Defendants filed motions to dismiss, which are set for a hearing on August 26, 2016. For the
reasons set forth in this Order, the heaonghose motions is VACATED pending further order
of the Court. The parties are HEREBY ORDER©appear on that date and time for the Court
to consider the motion to withdraw and the request for an extension of time to respond to the
motions to dismiss.

Pursuant to the Northern &rict Civil Local Rules an opposition to a motion “must be
filed and served not more than 14 days aftemtiotion was filed.” N.D. Civ. L.R. 7-3(a).
Pursuant to that Rule, Federal Rule of Civibé&dure 6(d) “does not ply and thus does not
extend this deadlineld. Thus, under the Local Rules, Pi@if's opposition briefs were due on
July 27, 2016, not August 5, 2016. It appears th&mants docketed an incorrect response dg
However, on August 5, 2016, instead of filing oppositbriefs, Plaintiff's counsel filed a motion
to withdraw. Defendants have not opposed thdtano Plaintiff has alsonoved for an extension
of time to respond to the motions to dismigdthough Defendants agreed to an extension of
fourteen days, Plaintiff’'s counskeas represented that Plaintiffw seeks an extension of six

weeks.
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Although the Couris inclinedto find goa cause to gnt the moton to withdaw and to
permit a reaspable exten®n of timeto respondd the motims, Plaintiffis a corporabn, and “a
corporation nay appear irthe federatourts onlythrough licensed counde’ See Rwland v.
California Men’'s Colony 506 U.S. 19, 202 (199); see alsdNorthern Dstrict Civil Local Rule 3
9(b). Becaus¢he Court las no infomation abouflaintiff's efforts to retin new counsel, it
HEREBY ORDERS the prties and oe of Plaintff's represetatives to apear on Agust 26,
2016 at 9:00 an. as prewusly schedled to addess the stasiof Plaintiff’'s efforts toobtain new
counsel. TheCourt will re-set the bring schedle at that tine, but it pl@es plaintif on notice
that, absent etxaordinarily good causet will not grant an exénsion of nore than 45jays from
the date of thifOrder to rgpond to themotions.

IT 1SSO ORDERED.
Dated: Augus®8, 2016
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JEFFREYS v’ﬁIT
United Stateg/DistrigZ Judge




