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2
3 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
4 NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
5
6 CHuck CONGDON, ET AL ., CaseNo. 16-cv-02499-YGR
7 Plaintiffs,
ORDER DENYING PLAINTIFFS* MOTION FOR
8 VS. LEAVE TO FILE MOTION FOR
RECONSIDERATION
9 UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC.,ET AL .,
Re: Dkt. No. 157
10 Defendants
11
= 12 The Court is in receipt of plaintiffs’ motidior leave to file a motion for reconsideration
o S
8 % 13 || regarding footnote nine of tl&ourt’s previous order denygrplaintiffs’ motion regarding
(&S]
= O .\ .
B4 14 || punitive damages (Dkt. No. 154{(Dkt. No. 157 (“Motion”).)
O =
@ fg’ 15 Plaintiffs indicate that they “are not seekingarsideration of the Court’s legal ruling that
= 0
T = " : _— . : ,
0 2 16 || punitive damages are not available for [p]laintiffiehgersion claim .. ..” (Motion at 2.) Rather,
T =
82 17 || their request pertains to an ancijldootnote in the Court’s ordes the request relates to matters
c e
o
-2 18 || not material to the Court’s ruling, plaintiffs’ motionDENIED. See Civil Local Rule 7-9(b)(3).
19 With respect to the substance of the request, counsel may address the matter orally at the
20 || next calling of the case. Ftre Court’s part, it considersetmatter solely as overzealous
21 || advocacy with respect to plaintiffs’ moti regarding punitive damages, nothing more.
22 This Order terminates Docket Number 157.
23 | T 1S SO ORDERED.
24
25 || Dated: June 25, 2018 W ﬁu,ﬁls(%ﬂce/-
5 O/ Yvonne GofizaLeZ Rocers ©
6 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT JUDGE
27
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