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Judges of the Dusseldorf local division:

This order was issued by presiding judge Thomas as judge-rapporteur.

LANGUAGE OF THE PROCEEDINGS: German

SUBJECT: R. 9.3 (a) RP - Extension of the time limit for opposition and defence



REASONS FOR THE ORDER:

Insofar as Rule 9.3 (a) of the Rules of Procedure grants the possibility of extending the time limit,
this should only be used with caution and only in justified exceptional cases against the
background of the strict time limit regime to be found in the Rules of Procedure, which serves to
ensure that proceedings are conducted as quickly as possible.

Such an exceptional case exists here. The action isdirected against a total of 15 defendants, most
of whom are domiciled abroad. So far, service has only been realised for three defendants. With
regard to the remaining defendants, service abroad is in progress, although it is currently not
possible to predict how much time this will ultimately take. The willingness declared by the
defendants' representatives to be appointed for all defendants should therefore considerably
simplify the conduct of the proceedings and thus also be in the interests of the plaintiff. The
slight extension of the opposition and defence periods requested by the defendants in return for
individual defendants leads to a uniform time limit and therefore appears appropriate. In
addition, the defendants' representatives have assured the plaintiff's side that they agree to such
an extension of the deadline.

ORDER:

1.  The deadline for filing an objection (R. 19.1 VerfO) ends uniformly for all defendants
on 15 February 2024.

Insofar as the objection period for individual defendants ends before this date due to
actual service having already taken place, it will be extended accordingly with the
consent of the plaintiff.

2. The deadline for filing a statement of defence (R. 23 VerfO) ends uniformly for all
defendants on 3 May 2024.

Insofar as the period for filing a defence ends before this date for individual
defendants due to actual service having already taken place, it will be extended
accordingly with the consent of the plaintiff.

3.  After the defendants' representatives have in turn appointed themselves for all
defendants and declared their waiver of (repeated) service with regard to the
defendants who have not yet been served, the Sub-Registry is instructed to enter 12
January 2024 as the date of service in the CMS (receipt of the order) for the
defendants who have not yet been served and to upload the order dated 12 January
2024 as proof of service.

DETAILS OF THE ORDER:

to application App_1714/2024 concerning the main file reference
ACT_590145/2023 UPC number: UPC_CFI_457/2023

Type of proceedings: Action for infringement
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