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UNITED STATES DISTRCT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OFRCALIFORNIA -
SAN JOSE DIVISION

CHRISTOPHER M. SULYMA, Case No. 5:1%8v-04977NC
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INTEL CORPORATION INVESTMENT

POLICY COMMITTEE, et al., L
Complaint filed: October 29, 2015

Defendants,

and

INTEL 401(K) SAVINGS PLAN and
INTEL RETIREMENT CONTRIBUTION
PLAN,

Nominal Defendants.

Whereas Plaintiff's counsel have requested, and Defendants agree, tveekvo
extension of time for Plaintiff to file his Opposition to Defendants’ pending Matiddismiss
(Dkt. Entry 103); and

Whereas Defendants thereforeuesgt and Plaintiff agrees, to a tm@ekextension of
time to file Defendants’ Reply memorandum in support of their pending Motion ta$3isamd

Whereas thélearing on said Motion to Dismiss is currently scheduled for, July 6, 2
the same day as the upcoming Case Management Conference, dthelasaid will need to be
continued if the abovesferenced extensions are granted,

THEREFORE, prsuant to Civil Local Rules 6-1(b) and 6-2, and for the reasons st:
the accompanying Declaration &dseph A. CreitzPlaintiff and Defendants hereby stipulate
the following briefing schedule on Defendants’ pendimgtion to dismisand threeveek
continuation of the hearing date on the motion and also the currentigudetiCase
ManagemenConference
111
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The existing and new requested dates are as follows:

Current Proposed Date Event
Date

06/09/2016 06/23/2016 | Plaintiff's Opposition to Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss

06/16/2016 07/13/2016 | Defendants’ Replyn Support of Motion to Dismiss

06/29/2016| 08/03/2016 | Joint Case Management Conference Statement Due

07/06/2016 08/10/2016 | Case Management Conference, aie@dring on Defendants’
Motion to Dismiss

As set forth in the accompanying Declaration of JogepBreitz, good cause exists to
extend the above-noted deadlin€daintiff requires additional time to prepare his Oppositio
Defendants’ pending Motion to Dismiss, and Defendants will need a correspomdingek
extension to prepare their re@yd to allow time for each of the 21 Defendants to review,
comment on, and consent to the Reply, particularly so close to the Fourth of July wedhke|
current Hearindor the Motion to Dismiss iset forthe same date as the Case Management
Conference.Becausgudicial efficiency will be promoted by the Court having the benefit of
briefing an the Motion to Dismiss at theoGferenceit is respectfully requested that ttiateof
both the Conference and the Hearfr@grontinued to August 10, 2018 some other later date

convenient to the Court when counsel also are available.

SULYMA v. INTEL, No. 15¢v-4977NC
STIPULATED REQUEST TO EXTEND DEADLINES

And ORDER 3

full




© 0o N oo o b~ 0w N B

N NN DN DNDNDNNNRRRRRRR R R PR
M ~N O AN N R O O 0O ~N O 0N WK R O

Dated: ., 2016 By: /s/Joseph A. Creitz

Joseph A. Creitz (Cal. Bar No. 169552)
CREITZ & SEREBIN LLP

250 Montgomery Street, Suite 1410
San Francisco, CA 94104

Telephone: (415) 466-3090

Facsimile: (415) 513-4475

Attorney for Plaintiff

By: /s/John J. Buckley, Jr.

John J. Buckley, Jr.
WILLIAMS & CONNOLLY LLP
725 Twelfth Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20005
Telephone: (202) 434-5000
Facsimile: (202%34-5029

Attorney for Defendants

SIGNATURE ATTESTATION

Pursuant to Civil Local Rule 56)(3), | hereby attest that | have obtained the

concurrence odll signatories other than myselftime filing of thisdocument.

/s/ Joseph A. Creitz

JoseplA. Creitz

Dated: June 7, 2016
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