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Attorneys for Plaintiffs
INTERSERVE, INC., dba TECHCRUNCH
and CRUNCHPAD, INC.

UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

INTERSERVE, INC., dba TECHCRUNCH,
a Delawar e cor por ation, and CRUNCHPAD,
INC., a Delawar e cor por ation,

Case No. CV-09-5812 RS (PVT)
CROSS-MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME;

RESPONSE TO MOTION TO SHORTEN
Plaintiffs, TIME
VS.

FUSION GARAGE PTE.LTD., aSingapore
company,

Defendant.
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On Friday, April 2, 2010, Defendant filed a motion to compel. It then filed a motion to
shorten time, asking the Court to hear itgiomthis Wednesday, April 7, 2010 at 10:00 A.M.

Today, on Monday, April 5, 2010, Plaintiffs filean opposition to Defendant’s motion ang
filed a motion to compel Defendant’s to produceutnents and to enforce a third-party subpoen
McGrath Powers, Defendant’s PR firm, wihiDefendant’s counsel also represents.

Plaintiffs do not oppose Defendanimotion to shorten time on its motion to compel, so I
as the Court also shortens time on Plaintifigition and holds a consolidated hearing on both.
Plaintiffs believe the Court shalihear its motion at the Couwstéarliest convenience this week,
given the pendency of Plaintiffelotion for preliminary injunctiomnd the need for discovery in
time to prepare and serve their reply brief omilA22, 2010 and to depose Fusion Garage’s pring

on April 14, 2010.

Dated: April 5, 2010 WNISTON & STRAWN LLP
By: /s/
Andrew P. Bridges
David S. Bloch

Matthew A. Scherb

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
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