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RESPONSE TO MOTION FOR ADDITIONAL TIME
FOR ORAL ARGUMENT

Respondent Federal National Mortgage Association (“Fannie Mae”)
respectfully takes no position on appellant’s motion to enlarge the time for oral

argument. While Fannie Mae does not believe that more than 15 minutes of

argument per side is necessary to address the issues presented in this appeal-—and
Saticoy Bay offers no substantive explanation why it would be—Fannie Mae will of
course be prepared to participate in an argument of whatever duration the Court
would find useful.

That said, Fannie Mae respectfully requests that, regardless of how the Court

rules on appellant’s motion, the argument remain calendared for the presently-

scheduled date, November 6, 2017, because Fannie Mae’s primary interest is in

bringing this appeal to resolution as efficiently and expeditiously as possible. Fannie
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Mae respectfully submits that the Court’s decision to hear this appeal en banc
reflects the importance of the guidance its decision will provide to district courts,
before which hundreds of actions presenting similar issues remain pending. Those
actions have, in many instances, been percolating for years, and at this point their
expeditious resolution is becoming an increasingly urgent priority. The recent
request of amicus curiae the Federal Housing Finance Agency to participate in oral
argument—a request to which Fannie Mae unreservedly consents—highlights the
importance of bringing this appeal to resolution promptly, and underscores the
significance of the guidance this Court’s decision will provide.

If accommodating appellant’s request for a longer oral argument were to
require moving the argument to a later date, that would likely delay resolution of this
appeal, which in turn would deprive the district courts (and parties before them) of
the important guidance a decision will provide, at least for a time. Moreover, Fannie
Mae and its counsel (and, presumably, Saticoy Bay and its counsel) have already
arranged their schedules to be available November 6; rescheduling the argument
could therefore lead to cumbersome calendar issues. Indeed, in reliance on the
November 6 date, the undersigned counsel has already rescheduled a personal travel

commitment that involves several other people.




Therefore, regardless of how the Court rules on appellant’s motion, Fannie
Mae respectfully urges the Court to maintain the current argument date of November

6, 2017.
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