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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOr '"

THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORC^fi^ ̂.'01/ (3 PH|2:L3
SAVANNAH DIVISION

HELEN SCHANDOLPH,

Plaintiff,

CLf: '

V.

BOARD OF REGENTS OF THE

UNIVERSITY SYSTEM OF GEORGIA,

and JEANNE MCGOWAN, in her

individual capacity.

Defendants.

'j.Tr. •. 0'

CASE NO. CV417-247

ORDER

Before the Court is Defendants' Motion for Summary Judgment

(Doc. 45) and Defendants' Motion to Strike or in the Alternative

Notice of Objection and Brief in Support Thereof (Doc. 65). For

the following reasons. Defendants' Motion for Summary Judgment

(Doc. 45) is GRANTED and Defendants' Motion to Strike or in the

Alternative Notice of Objection and Brief in Support Thereof (Doc.

65) is DENIED.1

^  In their Motion to Strike, Defendants contend that Plaintiff's

response to Defendants' Notice of Objection to Evidence was not
timely under Southern District of Georgia Local Rule 7.5 and
exceeds the brief length set forth in Southern District of Georgia
Local Rule 7.1. (Doc. 65 at 2.) Defendants, therefore, request

that this Court strike Plaintiff's responsive brief. The Court

finds this to be unnecessary and finds that a reply brief from
Defendants is also unnecessary. Accordingly, Defendants' Motion to
Strike or in the Alternative Notice of Objection and Brief in
Support Thereof (Doc. 65) is DENIED.
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