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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF NEVADA
BEVERLY SEVCK, et al., No. 2:12-CV-00578-RCJ-PAL

Plaintiffs, UNOPPOSED MOTION AND PROPOSED
ORDER REGARDING PAGE LIMITS

V. FOR PLAINTIFFS’ COMBINED
BRIAN SANDOVAL, et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT BY
Defendants, INTERVENOR
and

COALITION FOR THE PROTECTION
OF MARRIAGE,

Defendant-Intervenor.

OPPOSITION BRIEF TO MOTIONS FOR
DEFENDANTS AND DEFENDANT-
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On September 10, 2012, Defendant Sand@@lendant Glover, and Defendant-
Intervenor Coalition for the Protection of Marriagel(ectively, “Defendants”) each filed a
separate motion for summary judgment againsniftes. Dkt. 85 (16-page brief), 74 (30-page
brief), 72 (30-page brief). Plaintiffs’ oppositiondfs to Defendants’ three motions are curremtly
due October 25, 2012. Dkt. 67. Under the locke governing opposition briefs, LR 7-4,

Plaintiffs would ordinarily be entitled to file treeseparate briefs, each 30 pages in length (far a

total of 90 pages). Plaintiffs, however, wish to promote efficiency and economy for the Cqurt by

filing one combined opposition brief of 45 pages, which is half the amount of pages they would

otherwise be allotted. Plaintiffs respectfully subthis motion seeking leave to file such a brigf.
All parties have advised Plaiff§’ counsel that they do not oppoPRIlaintiffs’ request to submit a
combined opposition brief of up to 45 pages] aounsel respectfully request that it be so

ordered.

DATED: September 27, 2012

Respectfully submitted,
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IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated: October 22, 2012




