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Attorneys for Defendant and Counterclaimant
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Defendant DAVID ALLEN

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEVADA

RIGHTHAVEN LLC, a Nevaddimited liability company,
Plaintiff,
V.

DEMOCRATIC UNDERGROUND, LLC, a District of
Columbia limited-liability company; and DAVID ALLEN
an individual,

Defendants.

DEMOCRATIC UNDERGROUND, LLC, a District of
Columbia limited-liability company,

Counterclaimant,
V.
RIGHTHAVEN LLC, a Nevada Hited liability company

and STEPHENS MEDIA LLC, a Nevada limited-liability
company,

Counterdefendants.

PROPOSED ORDER DENYING RIGHTHAVEN LLC'S
MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION

Doc. 83

Case No. 10-01356-RLH (GWF
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RECONSIDERATION
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The Court having considered the motion for reconsideration (Dkt. 78) and oppositio
(Dkt. 82), and good cause appearing,
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

1) That the motion for reconsideration is hereby DENIED;

2) That Counterdefendants shall have twenghtdays from the filing of the motion for
reconsideration, through and inding April 6, 2011 in which téile a Response to Defendants’
Supplemental Brief, and that Defendants shalelseven days thereafter, through and includir
April 13, 2011 in which to file a Reply.

—
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Dated: , 2011
The Honorable ROGER L. HUNT
United States District Judge
PROPOSED ORDER DENYING RIGHTHAVEN LLC'S 1 CASE NO. 2:10-CV-01356-RLH (GWF

MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION




