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Last Friday, Plaintiffs moved to extend two aspects of the current schedule (depositions
and class certification motion), and Apple has moved today to extend a third aspect (renewed
Rule 56 motion). Today, Plaintiffs moved to shorten time for its motion regarding scheduling.
Apple does not object to shortening time, and has filed its opposition to the underlying motion
today. By this motion, Apple seeks to shorten time for its cross-motion on scheduling.

Because both of these motions pertain to deadlines set for January 17, and because Apple
has already responded to Plaintiffs” motion on the merits, Apple proposes that Plaintiffs file any

further brief tomorrow with Apple’s reply in support of its cross-scheduling motion to be filed
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With this proposed briefing schedule, both parties’ motions to extend time will be fully
briefed by Wednesday so that the Court may consider them before the Monday, January 17
deadline for class certification and Rule 56 motions. Apple does not believe that oral argument is
needed on either motion.

A proposed form of order is filed herewith.

Dated: January 10, 2011 Jones Day

By: /s/Robert A. Mittelstaedt
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