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Samsung has moved to shorten time on a motion to compel that it delivered just before
midnight on Friday night, October 28. Samsung requests that Apple’s opposition be due Monday,
October 31, 2011, at 4:00 p.m.

Samsung’s motion to compel is unnecessary and inconsistent with the parties’ lead
counsel meet and confer discussions on Thursday, and plainly a reaction to Apple’s motion for a
protective order filed Thursday morning. As of earlier in the day Friday, the parties had initiated
steps based on meet and confer discussions that appeared to satisfy both parties regarding the
issues raised by Samsung’s motion. Apple agreed to provide all of the requested items that it
could locate and agreed to describe its search in an interrogatory response to be delivered on
shortened time.

Since then, Apple has continued to search for and make available materials that would be
responsive to Samsung’s requests, including over the weekend, when Apple made additional
items available for Samsung to inspect at Morrison & Foerster offices. That inspection occurred
Sunday at 1:00 pm in Morrison & Foerster’s Palo Alto office.

Apple is also preparing a response that explains its search and these events. There is no
need for a motion, let alone a request to shorten time, and Samsung’s request should be denied.

If, however, the Court believes that the request to shorten time should be granted, Apple
requests that it have until 9:00 p.m. Monday to file its opposition and until 8:00 a.m. (or whatever
hour in the morning the Court would request) on Tuesday to lodge its opposition and supporting
papers. Apple will provide courtesy copies of the papers being lodged directly to Chambers. The
additional time is necessary so that Apple can gather and submit complete and accurate

responsive information.

Dated: October 31, 2011 MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP

By:  /s/Michael A. Jacobs
Michael A. Jacobs
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