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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON
AT TACOMA

BRIAN P. CARR,
Case No. C07-5260RJB

Plaintiff,
ORDER DENYING
V. PLAINTIFF’S MOTION
- FOR LEAVE TO SUBMIT
SAM REED, et al., REVISED COMBINED
REPLY BRIEF
Defendants.

This matter comes before the court on plaintiff's Motion for Leave to Submit Revised Combined
Reply Brief (over length). Dkt. 46. The court has considered the relevant documents and the remainder of
the file herein.

Pending before this court are three motions for summary judgment: State Defendants’ Motion for
Summary Judgment and Dismissal of Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint (Dkt. 26), Clark County Defendants’
Motion for Summary Judgment and Motion to Dismiss Plaintiff's Amended Complaint (Dkt. 29), and
Defendant Wanda Briggs® Motion for Summary Judgment and Dismissal of Plaintiff s Amended Complaint
(Dkt. 41). These motions are noted for consideration on the court’s October 19, 2007 calendar.

On September 24, 2007, plaintiff filed a combined response to the motions filed by the State
defendants and Clark County defendants. Dkt 37. Plaintiff has not vet filed a response to the motion for
summary judgment filed by Wanda Briggs.

On October 3, 2007, plaintiff filed a motion, requesting that he be permitted to file a revised

response, not to exceed 32 pages, to all three motions for summary judgment and dismissal, so that his
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response to all three motions will be in the same document. Dkt. 46..

Plaintiff has already filed a response to the State defendants and Pierce County defendants’ motions
for summary judgment; additional briefing on the issues related to those motions is not necessary or
appropriate. Plaintiff may file a response to Ms. Briggs’ motion, pursuant to Local Rule CR 7, addressing
the issues raised in Ms. Briggs’ motion. Plaintiff’s motion to file a revised overlength combined response to
the motions for summary judgment and dismissal should be denied.

Therefore, it is hereby

ORDERED that plaintiff's Motion for Leave to Submit Revised Combined Reply Brief (over
length) (Dkt. 46) is DENIED.

The Clerk is directed to send uncertified copies of this Order to all counsel of record and to any
party appearing pro se at said party’s last known address.
DATED this 4" day of October, 2007.

fo ATy

ROBERT J#BRYAN #
United States District Judge
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