WILLIAM I1. THOMAS (ISB 3154)
DANIECL E. WILLIAMS (ISB 3920)
CHRISTOPHER F. HUNTLEY (ISB 6056)
HUNTLLEY PARK, LLP

250 S. Filth 8t., Suite 660

P.O. Box 2188

Boisc, [D 83701-2188

Tclephone: (208) 345-7800

Fax: (208) 345-7894
wmthomas{@idahoatty.com
danw(@idahoatty.com

chuntley({@idahoatty.com

Attorneys for Plaintitfs

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF 1IDAHOQ

KIMBERLEY SMITII, MICHAEL
B. HINCKLEY, JACQUELINE T.
I[TLADUN, MARTLYN J. CRAIG,
JEFFERY P. CLLEVENGER, and
TIMOTITY C. KAUFMANN,
individually and on behalf

of those similarly situated,

Plaintiffs,
VS,

MICRON CLECTRONICS, INC., a
Minnesota corporation,

Defendant.

Casc No. CIV 01-0244-5-BLLW

PLAINTIFFS®’ UNOPPOSED MOTION
TO EXTEND TIME TO RESPOND
TO DEFENDANT’S MOTION FOR
PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT
RE: PLAINTIFFS’ CLAIMS OF
ALTERING EMPLOYELES®
TIMECARDS

PLAINTIFFS' UNAPPOSED MOTION TO EXTEND TIME TO RESPOND TO
DEFENDANT’S MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT RE: PLAINTIFFS’
CLAIMS OF ALTERING EMPLOYEES’ TIMECARDS, P. 1




Plaintiffs hereby move this Court to extend the deadline for filing Plaintiffs’ response to
Defondant’s Motion for Partial Summary Judgment Re: Plaintifts” Claims of Altering
Employees’ Timecards. This motion is brought pursuant to Rule 6, ER.C.P., and D. Id. L.Civ.R.
6.1(), as well as the Affidavit of Daniel E. Williams. Plaintiffs request an extension of time to
and including the 20" day of July, 2004, in which to respond and to said Motion and to give
Defendant until the 3% of August, 2004, to reply.

g S
DATED this 7 day of July, 2004.

UNTLEY PARK, LLP

Dmﬁel E. Williams
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on this ff//lday of July, 2004, a true and correct copy of the
foregoing instrument was setved upon opposing counsel as indicated below:

Kim J. Dockslader Via Hand Delivery
Gregory C. Tollefson . ViaFacsimile 389-9040
STOEL RIVES LLP Via U. 8. Mail

101 8. Capitol Blvd., Suite 1900
Boise, ID 83702-5938

Daniel E. Williams T

PLAINTIFES’ UNAPPOSED MOTION TO EXTEND TIME 10 RESPOND TO
DEFENDANT’S MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT RE: PLAINTIFI'S’
CLAIMS OF ALTERING EMPLOYEES' TIMECARDS, P. 2




