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Order Denying Motion for Reconsideration of Preliminary Injunction; Denying in Part and Granting in Part
Plaintiff’s Motion for Extension of Time
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

CURTIS LEE HENDERSON, SR., 

Plaintiff,

    v.

DR. J. ESPINOZA, et al.,

Defendants.
                                                                        

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

No. C 11-4918 RMW (PR)

ORDER DENYING MOTION
FOR RECONSIDERATION OF
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION;
DENYING IN PART AND
GRANTING IN PART
PLAINTIFF’S MOTION FOR
EXTENSION OF TIME

(Docket Nos. 19, 23, 32)

Plaintiff, a state prisoner proceeding pro se, filed a federal civil rights complaint under 42

U.S.C. § 1983, arguing that defendants were deliberately indifferent to his serious medical needs.

 On March 6, 2012, the court dismissed some defendants, and served the complaint on the

remaining defendants.  The court also denied plaintiff’s emergency motion for a preliminary

injunction because plaintiff failed to demonstrate that he was entitled to one without notice to the

adverse parties.

On April 4, 2012, plaintiff filed a motion to reconsider his motion for preliminary

injunction.  On April 16, 2012, plaintiff filed a supplemental motion in support of his motion for

a temporary restraining order.  On April 25, 2012, defendants filed their opposition and a request

for judicial notice.  On May 11, 2012, Plaintiff filed his reply, and an opposition to defendants’

request for judicial notice.  Defendants’ request for judicial notice is GRANTED.  Having
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