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222 15| CYBERGUN S.A., a French Corporation, and CASE NO.2:13<v-01841GMN-VCF
O § 8 FN HERSTAL, S.A., a Belgian Corporation,
<= % 16 -
- I 9 Plaintiffs, UNOPPOSED MOTION FOR
) § - 17 EXTENSION OF TIME FOR
To V. DEFENDANT TO RESPOND TO
18 COMPLAINT
CROSMAN CORPORATION, a Delaware
19| Corporation, (First Request)
20 Defendant.
21 o
Pursuant to LR 4 and LR 62, Plaintiffs Cybergun S.Aand FN Herstal, S.A., by and
22
through their undersigned counsel, move the Caietn unopposebasisfor an extension of time
23
for Defendant to respond to the Complaint. The current deadline for Defendant norésponse
24
to the Complaint is November312014. Plaintiffs request that the Court grant Defendant an
25
additional 33 days, or until December 16, 2013, to file in response to the Comflaere have
26
been no previous extensions granted by the Coline reason supporting this request is that|the
27
parties are engaged in settlement discussions and Plaintiffs represeaiietbais a reasonable
28
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opportunity to amicably resolve this cadelaintiffs, rather than Defendandre filing this motion
because Defendant has not yet retained local coandePlaintiffs have agreed to file this motion
for the benefit of Defendant. Plaintiffs have no objection to the requested ertEmdDefendant
to respond to the Complaint.

Accordingly, Plaintiffsmake this unopposed request that the Cexiend thedeadlinefor
Defendant to answer for thiftyree(33) days such that Bfendatis response to th€omplaint
will be due on or before December 16, 2013.

DATED November 13, 2013.

/s/ Robert J. Cassity

J. Stephen Peek, Esq.
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