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Plaintiffs Adam Weisblatt, Joe Hanna, David Turk &ulette Osetek (“plaintiffs”) and
Defendant Apple Inc. (“Apple”), by and through their respective attorneys, hereby stipulats
follows:

WHEREAS, on August 8, 2011, Plaintiffs filed their First Amended Master Consolig
Complaint (“FAMCC”) in the aboweaptioned case;

WHEREAS, pursuant tthe parties’ stipulationApple’s response to the FAMCC woulc
be dueFebruary 28, 2012Dkt. No. 126);

WHEREAS, plaintiffs and Applare in the process of mediating this dispuit the
Hon. Daniel Weinstein (Ret.) drCatherine A. Yanni, Esqg. of JAMS;

WHEREAS, plaintiffs and Apple have made substantial progress toward a possible
resolution;

WHEREAS, plaintiffs and Apple agree to extend Apple’s time to respond to the FA
to permit additional time fomediationdiscusions

WHEREAS, the stipulated extension will not alter the date of any event or deadline
already fixed by the Court;

THEREFORE, plaintiffs and Apple stipulate that Appleme to respond is extended
until March 29, 2012.

IT IS SO STIPULATED.

Dated:Febwuary 27 2012 MICHAEL W. SOBOL
ROGER N. HELLER
ALLISON ELGART
LIEFF, CABRASER, HEMANN &
BERNSTEIN, LLP

By: —/s/MichaelW.Sobol
MICHAEL W. SOBOL

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
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Dated: February 27, 2012 PENELOPE A. PREOVOLGS
ANDREW D. MUHLBACH
STUART C.PLUNKETT
MORRISON & FOERSTER.P

By: /s/ Penelope A. Preovolos
PENELOPE A. PREOVOLOS

Attorneys for Defendant
APPLE INC.

I, Penelope A. Preovolos, am the ECF User whose ID and password are being use
this Stipulation. In compliance witGeneral Order 45, section X.B., | hereby attest that | ha
file the concurrences for any signatures indicated by a “conformed” signature (/s/) within t
efiled document.

By: __/s/ Penelope A. Preovolos
Penelope A. Preovolos

PURSUANT TO STIPULATION, IT IS SO ORDERED.

pate /F %&Z
Hon. Ronald M. Whyte

United States District Judge
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