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Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
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Fax: (212) 596-9090 
 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
THE JACKSON LABORATORY

 
 
 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 
 

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION 
 
 
 
COLLABRX, INC., a Delaware corporation, 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 
 v. 
 
THE JACKSON LABORATORY, a Maine 
non-profit corporation, 
 
  Defendant. 
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STIPULATION 

Plaintiff CollabRx, Inc. (“CollabRx”) and Defendant The Jackson Laboratory (“JAX”), 

through their counsel, hereby stipulate and agree that:  

WHEREAS, on August 29, 2016, CollabRx filed its First Amended Complaint;  

WHEREAS, on October 28, 2016, JAX filed a motion to dismiss CollabRx’s First 

Amended Complaint, with a response due by November 14, 2016, a reply due by November 21, 

2016, and a hearing date of December 15, 2016 (ECF No. 40);  

WHEREAS, the Court has currently set the initial case management conference for 

December 15, 2016 (ECF No. 43);  

WHEREAS, due to the parties’ respective schedules for December and the potential 

efficiency of allowing the Court time to resolve JAX’s motion to dismiss before proceeding 

with the initial case management conference and corresponding pretrial and discovery 

deadlines, the parties have agreed to extend the time for briefing and hearing on JAX’s motion 

to dismiss and the initial case management conference;  

WHEREAS, two prior time modifications have been requested and entered in this case 

(ECF Nos. 19, 38), no case schedule has been entered, and the parties’ agreed time 

modifications would not affect any case schedule other than continuing the initial case 

management conference;  

NOW, THEREFORE, the parties, through their respective counsel, hereby stipulate, 

subject to the Court’s approval, that: (1) CollabRx’s response to JAX’s motion to dismiss be due 

December 2, 2016; (2) JAX’s reply be due December 20, 2016; (3) the hearing on JAX’s 

motion to dismiss be continued to January 12, 2016; and (4) the initial case management 

conference be continued to February 9, 2016. 

IT IS SO STIPULATED. 
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Dated: November 10, 2016 By /s/ Gregory S. Cavallo 
 Gregory S. Cavallo 

SHOPOFF CAVALLO & KIRSCH LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
COLLABRX, INC. 

 
 /s/ Andrew Thomases 
 Andrew Thomases 

ROPES & GRAY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
THE JACKSON LABORATORY

 

 

In accordance with Local Rule 5-1, the filer of this document hereby attests that the 

concurrence to the filing of this document has been obtained from the other signatories hereto. 

 

 
[PROPOSED] ORDER 

PURSUANT TO STIPULATION, IT IS SO ORDERED. 

 
Dated: __________________________  _______________________________ 
       Edward M. Chen 
       United States District Judge 
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IT IS SO ORDERED

Judge Edward M. Chen


