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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA
Alexandria Division

RICHARD ROE; VICTOR VOE; and
OUTSERVE-SLDN, INC.,

Plaintiffs,

V.
No. 1:18-cv-1565-LMB-IDD
MARK T. ESPER, in his official capacity as
Secretary of Defense; MATTHEW P.
DONOVAN, in his official capacity as acting
Secretary of the Air Force; and the UNITED
STATES DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE,

Defendants.

R N N D N N N N N S N N N

UNOPPOSED MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF PAGE LIMITS, AND
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT THEREOF

Defendants in the above-captioned matter, in which a partial motion for summary judgment
has been filed by Plaintiffs, ECF Nos. 230, 235, intend to file a combined response to the partial
motion and cross motion for summary judgment on August 6, 2019. Defendants respectfully move
for an extension of the page limits established by E.D. Va. Local Rule 7(F)(3) of 15 pages (for a total
of 45 pages) for the combined response to the partial motion and cross motion.'

Combining the response to the partial motion and the cross motion will create efficiencies
for the Court in considering related issues. Plaintiffs’ partial motion was 30 pages long and, while
the summary judgment issues raised by Plaintiffs and those to be raised by Defendants are related in

some respects, they do not overlap completely. Combining the briefs will allow the Defendants to

' Defendants note that their motion to stay summary judgment and trial is pending before the Court.
Harrison v. Esper, No. 1:18-cv-641, ECF No. 219. Consequently, if that motion is resolved in
Defendants’ favor it will be unnecessary for the Court to rule on the instant motion.
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present the substantial amount of material implicated and fully support their position. This is
especially needed in this case due to the vast evidentiary record, which includes more than 30
depositions and nearly 60,000 pages of records, which will require additional space to propetly
explain and contextualize. Significantly, combining the briefs and allowing 45 pages would still
reduce the total number of pages that would be submitted to the Court, as compared to filing two
separate 30-page briefs (one opposing the partial motion and one supporting the cross motion).

For the above stated reasons, Defendants respectfully request that the Court grant an
extension of 15 pages, for a total of 45 pages, for Defendants’ combined response to Plaintiffs’
partial summary judgment and cross motion for summary judgment.

Plaintiffs do not oppose this request, and Defendants do not oppose an equivalent extension
for Plaintiffs’ combined response to the cross motion and reply in support of the partial motion for
summary judgment.

A proposed Order is provided for the convenience of the Court.

DATE: July 31, 2019
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Respectfully submitted,

G. ZACHARY TERWILLIGER
United States Attorney

/[s/
R. TRENT MCCOTTER
Assistant United States Attorney
2100 Jamieson Avenue
Branch Alexandria, Virginia 22314
Tel: (703) 299-3845
Fax: (703) 299-3983

trent.mccotter@usdoj.gov
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JOSEPH H. HUNT
Assistant Attorney General
Civil Division

ANTHONY J. COPPOLINO
Deputy Director
Federal Programs

JOSHUA C. ABBUHL
REBECCA CUTRI-KOHART
KERI L. BERMAN
ROBERT M. NORWAY
Trial Attorneys

U.S. Department of Justice
Civil Division

Federal Programs Branch
1100 L Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20530
Telephone: (202) 353-0889
Facsimile: (202) 616-8460
robert.m.norway@usdoj.gov
Counsel for Defendants
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA
Alexandria Division

RICHARD ROE; VICTOR VOE; and
OUTSERVE-SLDN, INC.,

Plaintiffs,

V.
No. 1:18-cv-1565-LMB-IDD
MARK T. ESPER, in his official capacity as
Secretary of Defense; MATTHEW P.
DONOVAN, in his official capacity as acting
Secretary of the Air Force; and the UNITED
STATES DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE,

Defendants.

R N N N D N N N N N S N N N N

[PROPOSED] ORDER

After considering Defendants’ Unopposed Motion for Extension of Page Limits,
and for good cause shown, it is hereby

ORDERED that the Defendants’ Unopposed Motion for Extension of Page Limits
is GRANTED, and that Defendants’ combined response to Plaintiffs’ partial summary

judgment motion and cross motion for summary judgment shall not exceed 45 pages.

Entered this ____ day of August 2019.






