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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF ARIZONA

John Thomas Cooper, Jr. and Jonathan
McLane, CV 12-208 TUC DCB (lead case)

Plaintiffs,
V.

The City of Tucson, et al.,

Defendants.

CV 12-781 TUC DCB (consolidated)
ORDER

Jonathan McLane,
Plaintiff
V.

Unknown Parties, et al.,

On December 20, 2012, this Court issued a scheduling order for completing
briefing of the dispositive crossmotions filed by the parties in this case. The Plaintiffs’
Response/Reply has been filed, and Defendants’ Reply shall be filed no later than
February 11, 2013.

The Court has reviewed the motion related briefs, which in some instances have
been filed in duplicate and in excess of the 17 page limit for motions. LR Civ. 7.1(e). In
light of this extensive briefing and Judge Jorgenson’s decision that a ruling on the
i
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Plaintiffs’ requests for preliminary injunctions/temporary restraining orders would be
deferred, pending briefing of the merits of the case by dispositive motions, this Court
denies the motions for preliminary injunctive relief.

Accordingly,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motions for Order to Show Cause (Doc. 18 (CV 12-
208 TUC DCB) and Doc. 3 (12-781 TUC DCB)) are DENIED.

IT ISFURTHER ORDERED that duplicate filings are stricken as follows: Docs.
39; 29, and 30.

IT ISFURTHER ORDERED that Plaintiffs are granted leave to file in excess of
the page limit the combined Response to the Motion to Dismiss and Crossmotion for
Partial Summary Judgment (Doc. 25).

IT ISFURTHER ORDERED that the Request for Leave of the Court to Allow
Non-electronic Filing (Doc. 37) is GRANTED. The Plaintiffs may provide the five discs
containing video evidence to the Clerk of the Court and a copy to Defendants.

IT ISFURTHER ORDERED that pending the filing of the Defendants’ Reply,
the dispositive motions are considered fully briefed and ready for disposition. There shall
be no further briefing related to the merits of the case, pending the Court’s disposition of
the currently pending dispositive motions.

DATED this 31* day of January, 2013.

United ct Judge




