Stiener et al v. Apple, Inc. et al

April 28, 2008

BY ELECTRONIC FILING

The Honorable Saundra B. Armstrong
United States District Court for the
Northern District of California

1301 Clay Street, Suite 400S
Oakland, CA 94612-5212

Re:  Stiener v. Apple, Inc. et al.,
No. 4:07-cv-04486-SBA

Dear Judge Armstrong:
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| represent defendant AT&T Mobility LLC (“ATTM”) in this matter. Last Friday, wefiled a
motion for leave to file late areply brief in support of ATTM’s motion for a stay pending appeal .

Docket Nos. 84 and 85.

Earlier today, counsdl for plaintiffs (H. Tim Hoffman, Esg.) informed me that plaintiffs do not

oppose our motion for leaveto file the reply brief.

Respectfully submitted,

/s Dondld M. Fak

Donadd M. Fak

CC: E-filing servicelist

Mayer Brown LLP operates in combination with our associated English limited liability partnership

and Hong Kong partnership (and its associated entities in Asia).
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