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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF NEVADA

ALI SHAHROKHI,
Plaintiff(s),

Case No.: 2:20-cv-0162AD-NIK

ORDER
V.

[Docket No. 63]
JUDGE MATHEW HARTER et al,

Defendan(s).
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Pending before the Coud Plaintiff's motion toextend the time to respond to Defend
Judge Mathew Harter’'s objectiorio Plaintiff's request for judicial notice and Defendarg

ThomasStandish andPhilip Spradling’s joinder t@mne ofDefendant Harter’s objectisnand tg

reply to Defendants Standish and Spradliragiswerto Plaintiff's complaint Docket No. 63|

Defendant Harter filed a notice of nopposition to the motion. Docket No. 73. Defend:
Standish and Spradling did not file a response and the time to do so has now fasBedket;
see also Docket No. 69. No reply is needed. The motion is properly resolved without a h
SeelLocal Rule 781. For the reasons discussed more fully below, the GRANT Sin part and
DENIESIn part Plaintiff’'s motion.

On November 17, 2020, the Court issued an order instructing Defendants to file a r
to Plaintiff's motion no later than November 19, 2020. Docket No. 69. On November 18
Defendant Harter filed a notice of nopposition to Plaintiff's motion. Docket No. 73.0 date,
Defendants Standish and Spradlivaye ot filed a responseSee Docket. Failureto respond tc
a motion constitutes a consent to the granting of the motion. Local R2(d).7 Further, in
examining the merits of the motion, the Court finds that there is good cause to exteme tloe

Plaintiff to respond to Defendant Harter’s objections to his requests for judiciae nand
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Defendants Standish and Spradling’s joindesne of these objections. Thus, the Court will g
Plaintiff’'s motion to extend the time to respond to these filings.

Plaintiffs motion also requestsan extension toreply to Defendants Standish a
Spradling’s answeto his complant. Docket No. 63 at 1. Howeveareply to an answer is n
permitted unless the Court orders one to be filed. Fed.R.Civ.P. 7(a)(7). Thus, Rlamtifon
to extend the time teeply to Defendants Standish and Spradling’s answer will be denied.

Accordingly, themotionis GRANTED with respect to Plaintiff's request to extend

rant

Dt

the

time to respond to Defendant Harter’s objectionsisoequests for judicial notice and Defendgnts

Standish and Spradling’s joindes one of Defendant Harter's objectior@sxd DENIED with
respect to Plaintiff's requesd extend the time teedy to Defendant Standish and Spradling
answerto his complaint. Docket No. 63. Plaintiff must file any respsrieeDefendants
objections and joinder no later than December 4, 2020.
IT IS SO ORDERED.
Dated:November 20, 2020
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Nancy J \
United'S wMagistrate Judge




