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I, Kristi Hughes, declare as follows:
1.

I am a deputy attorney general with the California Department of
Justice and serve as counsel to Defendant Rob Bonta, in his official
capacity as Attorney General of the State of California, in these
matters.

After the Court lifted the stay and reopened this case, the Parties
met and conferred via videoconference on July 21, 2026, in an
attempt to comply with the Court’s July 15, 2026 order for the
parties to complete the Court’s Proposed Schedule of Pretrial Dates
Worksheet.

In discussing proposed dates, all counsel agreed that more time was
necessary before they could propose pretrial dates. Defense counsel
expressed a need to confer with previously retained experts to
determine whether the expert declarations, filed November and
December 2023, should be updated. Plaintiffs’ counsel generally
expressed a need to confer with clients, and counsel for the Second
Amendment Foundation (SAF) expressed a desire to assess whether
they wished to proceed with summary judgment briefing or whether
they wished to demand a jury trial, which counsel for SAF
characterizes as a “remote possibility” that “will only become a
necessary consideration if this case comes down to a contest about
the credibility of expert witnesses.”

In order to allow the Parties sufficient time to confer and assess the
next steps in the litigation so that they may propose pretrial dates,
all counsel agreed, with this Court’s permission, to extend the
deadline by one month to file the Proposed Schedule of Pretrial
Dates Worksheet.
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I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of

America that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed on July 22, 2026.

/s/ Kristi A. Hughes
Kristt A. Hughes
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