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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 

EASTERN DIVISION 

BRIDGET BITTMAN, )   

 )   

 Plaintiff,  ) Civil Action No.: 2014-cv-08191 

  )   

  v. )  

   )  Honorable James F. Holderman 

MEGAN FOX, et. al., ) 

   )  Magistrate Judge Susan E. Cox 

 Defendants. ) 

   )  

    

PLAINTIFF’S MOTION TO FILE BRIEFS  

IN EXCESS OF FIFTEEN PAGES 

 

NOW COMES the Plaintiff Bridget Bittman (“Plaintiff”), by and through her counsel, 

Mudd Law Offices, and respectfully moves this Court to allow her to file two briefs in excess of 

the fifteen-page limit and states as follows: 

1. On January 21, 2015, the Plaintiff filed her Amended Complaint. [Dkt. #34] 

2. On February 19, 2015, Defendants Megan Fox and Kevin DuJan filed a Partial 

Motion to Dismiss.  [Dkt #36] 

3. On February 19, 2015, Defendants Adam Andrzejewski and For the Good of 

Illinois’ filed their Motion to Dismiss. [Dkt #47]  

4. Plaintiff’s Responses to Defendants’ Motions are due on April 30, 2015.  [Dkt. # 

57]. 

5. Counsel for the Plaintiff has been diligently working on the Plaintiff’s Responses 

and has made every effort to limit the Responses to the Defendants’ Motions at the fifteen-page 

limit required by this court. 
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6. However, Plaintiff’s Response to Defendants Megan Fox and Kevin DuJan’s 

Partial Motion to Dismiss necessarily addresses arguments relating to six separate counts of the 

Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint.   

7. As a result, Plaintiff’s Response to Defendants Megan Fox and Kevin DuJan’s 

Partial Motion to Dismiss is twenty pages long.  See Exhibit A (Plaintiff’s Memorandum in 

Opposition to Defendants Megan Fox’s and Kevin DuJan’s Partial Motion to Dismiss Plaintiff’s 

Amended Complaint and Motion for Extension of Time to Answer the Remaining Counts of the 

Amended Complaint. 

8. Similarly, Plaintiff’s Response to Defendants Adam Andrzejewski and For the 

Good of Illinois’ Motion to Dismiss requires the Plaintiff to address jurisdictional arguments, the 

Illinois Citizen Participation Act, the Illinois Communications Decency Act, as well arguments 

relating to defamation, false light, civil conspiracy and retaliation. 

9. As a result, Plaintiff’s Response to Defendants Adam Andrzejewski and For the 

Good of Illinois’ Motion to Dismiss is twenty-three pages long.  See Exhibit B (Plaintiff’s 

Memorandum in Opposition to the Motion to Dismiss filed by For the Good of Illinois and 

Adam Andrzejewski).  

10. This motion and its requested relief are sought in good faith and not for the 

purposes of undue delay.   

WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff respectfully moves this Court to allow her to file briefs in 

excess of the fifteen-page limit.   
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Dated: April 30, 2015      Respectfully submitted, 

Chicago, Illinois     BRIDGET BITTMAN, 

 

 

 

By:    /s/ Meghan K. Nugent             

One of Her Attorneys 

 Meghan K. Nugent 

 Mudd Law Offices  

 3114 W. Irving Park Road 

Suite 1W 

 Chicago, Illinois 60618 

 773.588.5410 Telephone 

 773.588.5440 Facsimile 

        mkn@muddlaw.com 
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