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C. D. Michel - S.B.N. 144258
Glenn S. McRoberts - SBN 144852
Clinton Monfort- S.B.N. 255609
MICHEL & ASSOCIATES, PC
180 E. Ocean Boulevard, Suite 200
Long Beach, CA 90802 
Telephone: 562-216-4444
Facsimile: 562-216-4445
Email: cmichel@michellawyers.com 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION

ESPANOLA JACKSON,  PAUL
COLVIN, THOMAS BOYER,
LARRY BARSETTI, DAVID
GOLDEN, NOEMI MARGARET
ROBINSON, NATIONAL  RIFLE
ASSOCIATION OF AMERICA,
INC. SAN FRANCISCO VETERAN
POLICE OFFICERS
ASSOCIATION,  

Plaintiffs

vs.

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN
FRANCISCO, MAYOR GAVIN
NEWSOM, IN HIS OFFICIAL
CAPACITY; POLICE CHIEF
HEATHER FONG, in her official
capacity, and Does 1-10, 

Defendants.
                                                              

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

CASE NO.: CV-09-2143-RS

PLAINTIFFS’ STATEMENT OF NON-
OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS’
MOTION TO ENLARGE TIME TO
RESPOND TO FIRST AMENDED
COMPLAINT AND EXCEED
OTHERWISE APPLICABLE PAGE
LIMITS 

 

Pursuant to Civil L.R. 7-3(b), Plaintiffs hereby declare to the Court they do

not oppose Defendants’ Motion to Enlarge Time to Respond to First Amended

Complaint and Exceed Otherwise Applicable Page Limits.  

/ / /

/ / /
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Plaintiffs have no objection to the City's requested relief from deadlines and

page limits, and were in the process of attempting to address these and other issues

when Defendants’ unexpectedly filed the Motion without further discussion.  

Despite Defendants efforts to paint Plaintiffs’ in a negative light as silent and

unavailable in the face of multiple meet and confer attempts, this is simply not the

case.  Rather, Plaintiffs received a lengthy e-mail from opposing counsel on

Monday, September 20 that included multiple issues and set an arbitrary deadline

of less than six hours to respond.  Defendants never consulted with Plaintiffs on the

extension issue again prior to filing the Motion just forty-eight hours later, despite

the fact that counsels’ offices continued to communicate on multiple other issues in

the interim. (See e-mail chain attached hereto as Exhibit “A”).

In fact, in response to Defendants’ e-mail of September 20 that very same day,

Plaintiffs’ counsel inquired whether Defendants would stipulate to allow Plaintiffs’

to amend their Complaint to drop Plaintiffs' state law claims.  Though this would

have eliminated many of Defendants’ concerns, Plaintiffs have yet to receive a

response as of the time of filling.  In the meantime, Plaintiffs’ counsel had been

working diligently to prepare a  formal letter in response to the numerous issues

raise by Defendants. (See letter dated September 23, 2010 attached as Exhibit “B.”) 

As noted in Plaintiffs’ letter, in light of Defendants’ pursuit of multiple

preliminary motions and requests for time extensions that will significantly delay

resolution of this case on the merits, Plaintiffs will move the Court for injunctive

relief pending resolution of this action as soon as the Court’s calendar permits.

/ / /

/ / /

/ / /
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Accordingly, Plaintiffs do not oppose Defendants’ Motion to Enlarge Time to

Respond to First Amended Complaint and Extend Appropriate Page Limits.

                               

Date: September 24, 2010 MICHEL & ASSOCIATES, PC

    /s/ C.D. Michel                                         
C. D. Michel
Attorney for Plaintiffs
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION

ESPANOLA JACKSON,  PAUL
COLVIN, THOMAS BOYER,
LARRY BARSETTI, DAVID
GOLDEN, NOEMI MARGARET
ROBINSON, NATIONAL  RIFLE
ASSOCIATION OF AMERICA,
INC. SAN FRANCISCO VETERAN
POLICE OFFICERS
ASSOCIATION,  

Plaintiffs

vs.

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN
FRANCISCO, MAYOR GAVIN
NEWSOM, IN HIS OFFICIAL
CAPACITY; POLICE CHIEF
HEATHER FONG, in her official
capacity, and Does 1-10, 

Defendants.
                                                              

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

CASE NO.: CV-09-2143-RS

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED THAT:
 I, the undersigned, am a citizen of the United States and am at least eighteen
years of age.  My business address is 180 E. Ocean Blvd., Suite 200, Long Beach,
California, 90802.

I am not a party to the above-entitled action. I have caused service of:

PLAINTIFFS’ STATEMENT OF NON-OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS’
MOTION TO ENLARGE TIME TO RESPOND TO FIRST AMENDED

COMPLAINT AND EXCEED OTHERWISE APPLICABLE PAGE LIMITS

on the following party by electronically filing the foregoing with the Clerk of the
District Court using its ECF System, which electronically notifies them.

Wayne Snodgrass, Deputy City Attorney
Sherri Kaiser, Deputy City Attorney
City and County of San Francisco
Office of the City Attorney
City Hall 1 Drive Carlton B. 
San Francisco, CA 94102

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.
Executed on September 24, 2010.

                                             /S/   C.D. Michel                      
                                                     C. D. Michel

Case3:09-cv-02143-RS   Document41    Filed09/24/10   Page4 of 20



EXHIBIT “A”
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EXHIBIT “B”
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