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San Francisco, CA 94111-5800

Telephone:  (415) 693-2000

Facsimile: (415593-2222

Attorneys for Defendant
TWITTER, Inc.
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION

WILFORD RANEY, as an individual, and on  Case No. 3:15-cv-04191-WHA
behalf of the others similarly situated,
STIPULATION AND [PRePESER}ORDER
Plaintiff, To EXTEND TIME TO RESPOND TO
FIRST AMENDED CLASSACTION
V. COMPLAINT AND SET BRIEFING
SCHEDULE FOR MOTION TO STAY (CIVIL
TWITTER, INC., a Delaware corporation, L.R.6-1(A), (B); 6-2)
Defendant. Judge: Hon. William-H. Alsup
Date: Notyet set

STIPULATION TO EXTEND TIME TO RESPOND TO
122358093 INITIAL COMPLAINT
3:15-cv-04191-WHA
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Pursuant to Civil Local Rule&-1(a), 6-1(b), and 6-2, plaifitivilford Raney (“Plaintiff”)
and defendant Twitter, Inc. (“Twitter”) (ceittively “the Parties”), by and through th
respective counsel, stipudaind agree as follows:

WHEREAS, Plaintiff filed a putative clasaction lawsuit against Twitter on or abg
September 14, 2015;

WHERAS, Plaintiff filed his First Ameded Class Action Complaint (“FAC”) @
September 30, 2015;

WHEREAS, Twitter’s deadlin® respond to the Complaint is October 19, 2015;

WHEREAS, under Civil Local Rulé-1(a), the Parties may stilate in writing, without &
Court order, to extend the time within whichaoswer or otherwise respond to the Complg
provided the change will not alter adgadline already fixed by Court order;

WHEREAS, under Civil Local Rulé-1(b), a Court order i®quired for any enlargeme
of time that alters a deadline that involves papegsiired to be filed with the Court (other th
an initial response tthe complaint);

WHEREAS, the parties may file a stiputati requesting an order that would extend t
frames set in the Federal Rules, accompanied dgclaration complying with Civil Local Ru
6-2, and such a declaration is filed herewith;

WHEREAS, the Parties have agd to stipulate under Civil LocRule 6-1(a) and (b) to
filing and briefing schedule for Twitterigsponse to the FAC as set forth below;

WHEREAS, the Parties have stipulated un@eril Local Rule 6-1(b) to a filing an
briefing schedule for Twitter's anticipated motiondtay this action (“Motion to Stay”) as S
forth below;

WHEREAS, extending the deadline for ampsequent briefing necessitated by Twitté
response to the Complaint and Motion to Stayseddorth below, will allow for a more comple
and orderly presentation of the complex legal issues the Court will need to resolve
motions Eee Declaration of Whitty Somvichian (“Somvichian Decl.”) 1 3, filed concurre
herewith);

WHEREAS, extending the deadlines for anpsequent briefing necessitated by Twitté
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response to the Complaint Blotion to Stay willhelp accommodatetatneys’ schedule
for the upcoming holidays.
WHEREAS, no prior time modificatiortsave been sought in this cage { 6);
WHEREAS, this modificatiorwould not affect the casschedule as none has be
enteredi@d. 1 7).
NOW THEREFORE, the Parties hereby stgial and agree to extend the follow
deadlines:
1. November 9, 2015: Twitter's deadline to respond to the FAC and fil
anticipated Motion to Stay;
2. December 9, 2015: Plaintiff's Oppositions due;
3. January 9, 2015: Twitter's Replies due.

ITISSO STIPULATED.

Dated: October 8, 2015 COOLEY LLP

s/ Whitty Somvichian
Whitty Somvichian (194463)
Attorneys for Defendant Twitter, Inc.

Dated: October 8, 2015 EDELSON PC

s/ Alexander T.H. Nguyen

Alexander T.H. Nguyen
Attorneys for Plaintiff

Filer's Attestation: Pursuant to Civil LotaRule 5-1(i)(3)) regading signatures, Whitt
Somvichian hereby attests tlwaincurrence in the filing of th document has been obtained.

PROPOSED ORDER

PURSUANT TO STIPULATION, IT 1SSO ORDERED.

DATED: OGCctober 13, 2015. mﬁm!%
TheWonorabl ilfam-H. Alsup

United States District Judge
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