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b (North America), Inc. et al v. Skyview Aviation LLC et al

ROBERT E. DAVIES, ESQ. / SBN 106810
rdavies@donahuedavies.com

STEPHEN J. MACKEY, ESQ. / SBN 131203
smackey@donahuedavies.com

MARY A. STEWART, ESQ. / SBN 106758
mstewart@donahuedavies.com

GREGORY A. NELSON, ESQ. / SBN 274926
gnelson@donahuedavies.com

DONAHUE « DAVIES LLP

P.O. BOX 277010

Sacramento, CA 95827

Telephone: (916) 817-2900

Facsimile: (916) 817-2644

Attorneys for Defendant,
SKYVIEW AVIATION LLC

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFO RNIA, SACRAMENTO DIVISION
-000-

GLOBAL AEROSPACE (NORTH
AMERICA), INC., a Delaware Corporation;

V. Trial Date: Not Scheduled
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED
SKYVIEW AVIATION LLC, a California

Limited Liability Company and DOES 1-50,

Defendants.

RECITALS

Case No. 2:17-CV-00147-JAM-KJN

CIRRUS DESIGN CORPORATION dba STIPULATION FOR EXTENSION OF
CIRRUS AIRCRAFT, a Minnesota TIME TO RESPOND TO COMPLAINT
Corporation, (LOCAL RULE 144); ORDER ON
STIPULATION
Plaintiffs,

Complaint Filed: January 23, 2017

1. Plaintiffs Global Aerospace (North Ameri¢dhc., a Delaware Corporation and Cir|
Design Corporation dba Cirrus Aircraft, a iMiesota Corporation are representeq
attorneys Shalem A. Massey and Dyt Kornbluth of BRYAN CAVE LLP.

2. Defendant Skyview Aviation LLC is represetitby attorneys Robert E. Davies, Step
J. Mackey, Mary A. Stewart and Gregdk. Nelson of DONAHUE DAVIES LLP.
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[PROPOSED] ORDER ON STIPULATION; JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

STIPULATION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO RESPOND TO COMPLAINT (LOCAL RULE 144),
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. On or about January 23, 2017, Plaintiffs elaatally filed their Complaint in the aboVv

. On or about April 22, 2017, service ofopess was affected upon Defendant Sky

. Pursuant to Federal Rules of Civil Prdoee, Rule 15, Defendant Skyview Aviati

. On May 5, 2017, counsel for Piaiffs and Defendant Skyview Aviation stipulated

. Subject to the Court’s apprdydhe parties hereto stipulate and agree that Defe

. The parties agree that this additional extemsof time will best serve the partig

10.Pursuant to Local Rule 144, the parties reqtrestthe Court issuthe proposed order (

The parties do now herebyrag and stipulate as follows:

entitled matter.

Aviation LLC.

LLC’s responsive pleading to the Complaint wasially due to be filed and served on

before May 12, 2017.

extend Defendant Skyview Aviation’s time to respond to the Complaint to and ing
June 9, 2017, an additional twenty-eigBB)Y days from the original May 12, 20

response date, as provided for in Local Rule 144.

. The parties have been activelyrsuing settlement discussianghis case and would lik

additional time to continue these dissiosis, prior to Defendant Skyview Aviati

having to file its responsive pleading.

Skyview Aviation’s time to file and servesitresponsive pleading ahbe extended 3
additional thirty (30) days from the cunteJune 9, 2017 response date, and
Defendant’s responsive pleadinglivide due to be filed and sed on or before July 1

2017.

interests by allowing them additional tirteepursue settlement negotiations.

this stipulation of the parties, in order to allow the parties time to continue their on

settlement discussions.

STIPULATION

STIPULATION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO RESPOND TO COMPLAINT (LOCAL RULE 144),
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1. The time for Defendant Skyview Aviation LLt® file and serve its responsive plead

to the Complaint is extended to and inchglduly 10, 2017, an additidrthirty (30) day$

from the current June 9, 2017 response date.

IT 1S SO STIPULATED.

BRYAN CAVE LLP

Dated: June 8, 2017 By:___/S/ Dylan S. Kornbluth
Shalem A. Massey, Esq.
Dylan S. Kornbluth, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, GLOBAL
AEROSPACE (NORTH AMERICA), INC., a
Delaware Corporatn and CIRRUS DESIGN
CORPORATION dba CIRRUS AIRCRAFT, 3
Minnesota Corporation

Dated: June 8, 2017 DONAHUE DAVIES LLP

By: /S/ Robert E. Davies
Robert E. Davies
Stephed. Mackey,Esq.
Mary A. Stewart, Esq.
GregonA. Nelson,Esq.
Attorneys for Defendant,
SKYVIEW AVIATION LLC
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STIPULATION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO RESPOND TO COMPLAINT (LOCAL RULE 144),
[PROPOSED] ORDER ON STIPULATION; JURY TRIAL DEMANDED
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ORDER ON STIPULATION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME
TO RESPOND TO COMPLAINT

Pursuant to the foregoing Stipulation of tparties for extension of time for Defend
Skyview Aviation to respond to Complaint, and @®vided for in Local Rule 144, it is here
ordered that:

The time for Defendant Skyview Aviation LLC fde and serve its responsive pleading
the Complaint is extended tmda including July 10, 2017, an additional thirty (30) days froni
current June 9, 2017 response date.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated:June8, 2017 /s/JohnA. Mendez
JohrmA. Mendez
UnitedState<District CourtJudge
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STIPULATION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO RESPOND TO COMPLAINT (LOCAL RULE 144);
[PROPOSED] ORDER ON STIPULATION; JURY TRIAL DEMANDED
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