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Case No. 13-cv-04346 NC 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFFS’ 
RULE 56(d) REQUEST 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION 

 

RENO FLYING SERVICES, INC., and 
AMERICAN MEDFLIGHT, INC.,  

Plaintiffs, 

              v. 

PIPER AIRCRAFT, INC., COLUMBIA 
AIR SERVICES, INC., and DOES 1-50, 
Inclusive, 

                            Defendants. 

Case No. 13-cv-04346 NC 
 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFFS’ 
RULE 56(d) REQUEST TO 
POSTPONE DEFENDANT’S 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT HEARING 
DATE AND BRIEFING SCHEDULE 

 
Re: Dkt. No. 24 

PIPER AIRCRAFT, INC., 

Cross-Complainant, 

              v. 
 
RENO FLYING SERVICES, INC., 
AMERICAN MEDFLIGHT, INC., and 
ROES 1-50, Inclusive, 

                            Cross-Defendants.

 

On April 18, 2014, plaintiffs moved under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 56(d) for 

an order postponing the hearing on defendant Piper Aircraft’s pending motion for summary 

judgment and extending by 30 days plaintiffs’ deadline to file an opposition to that motion.  

Reno Flying Service Inc et al v. Piper Aircraft, Inc. et al Doc. 25

Dockets.Justia.com

http://dockets.justia.com/docket/california/candce/3:2013cv04346/270247/
http://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/california/candce/3:2013cv04346/270247/25/
http://dockets.justia.com/
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