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12
13
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
14
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
15
16
VICTOR ORTIZ, USDC Case No. CV11-04750
17
Plaintiff,
18
V.
19
LIN R. ROGERS ELECTRICAL
20 | CONTRACTORS, INC.
21 Defendant.
22
23
STIPULATION EXTENDING DEFENDANT'S TIME TO ANSWER OR OTHERWISE
24
RESPOND TO COMPLAINT
25
Pursuant to Civil Local Rule 6.1(a), therfpes to the above-stydeaction, by and through
26
their undersigned counsel, hyestipulate as follows:
27
1) Plaintiff's Motion to Dismiss Plairftis Counterclaims was filed on November 29,
28
2011,
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2.) Pursuant to Local Rule 7.3, Defendhas until December 13, 2011 to answer
otherwise respond to Plaintiff's Motion to Disssi Defendant’'s Counterclaims, and Plaintiff
Reply to Defendant’s response is due by December 20, 2011;

3.) The parties have stipulated to a tweek extension to allow Defendant adequs
time to respond to Plaintiff's Motion to Disss Defendant’s Counterclaims, and a two-we
extension to allow Plaintiff toeply to Defendant’s response.

4.) Thepartiespreviouslystipulated to extend the tinfer Defendant to respond tc
Plaintiff's Complaint from Oaiber 17, 2011 until November 7, 2011;

5.) Pursuant to Civil Local Rule 6.1(a)p court order is required to effect thi
Stipulated The requested modification will have no effect on the schedule of this case;

6.) Pursuant to Civil Local Rule 6.1(bjo court order is required to effect thi
Stipulated Extension.

THEREFORE, the parties stipulate to the following:

1) Defendant will answer or otherwisespond to Plaintiffs Motion to Dismisg

Defendant’s Counterclaims no later than December 27, 2011.
2.) Plaintiff's Reply to D&ndant’s Response shall bked no later than January 10

2012.

SO STIPULATED, this 8 day of December, 2011.

Is{[exwifer M. Schermerhovn

JennifeM. Schermerhorn
ANE, BOGGS & PERKINSLLP

Attorneyfor Defendant
LIN R. ROGERSELECTRICAL CONTRACTORS,
INC.

KMichael Tracy
Michael Tracy
LAW OFFICESOF MICHAEL TRACY

Attorneyfor Plaintiff
VICTOR ORTIZ
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ORDER

Pursuant to Stipulation]T IS SO ORDERED:
1) Defendant will answer or otherwigespond to Plaintiffs Motion to Dismisg
Defendant’s Counterclaims no later than December 27, 2011.

2.) Plaintiff's Reply to D&ndant’s Response shall bked no later than January 10

2012.
December 20, 2011 jl,q H’ KOA.
Date Lucy H

United States Distict Judge
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