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summary judpgment. On December 23, Myriad Genctics and the Univarsity of
Utah defendants filed their opposition papers, along with a motion for summary
judgment. On December 24, the US, Patent and Trademark Office (“PTO™) filed

its opposition papers, alang with & motion for judgment on the pleadings.

Currenily, Plaintiffs’ reply and opposition to Defindants’® motions are due
on January 8, 2010, Whilc we bave been working diligently on our submisalons,

TUSME W NERIAR

s given the volume of paper submitted by the Defendants (over 1700 pages,

g‘n_ﬂg"m,";r"}; including declarations and cxhibits) and the unavailability of experts during the
holiday season, we rcspectfully seek an extension of time. We also bave begun to

Riciak) et receive amici filings supporting the Defendants and understand that additional

bricfs will be filed next week, An extension would give us an opportunity to
addyess those to the extent necessary.

This is the first requesi by Plaintiffs fur an extension of time regarding
briefing on this sei of motions. Defindants previonsly requested and were
granted an extension of time to Decamber 23 to opposc the Plaintiffs* motion.
The PTO subsequently received a one-day esaengion due to weather conditions in

Waghington D.C.

We have spoken with counsel for the Defendants, who consent to
Plaintifia’ request. The partics have agreed to a new briefing schedule: Plajotiffs’
papers would be due by naon an fanuary 20, 2010; Defendants' reply papers
would be dne on January 29; and oral apwucnt would be held sometirae betwean
February 2 and 5, 2010, preferably February 4th or 5th subject, of course, to the
cowst’s availability, Ifthe court is not available for argurnent any day between
Fchruary 2 and 5, then the parties request that argument be scheduled for
sometime in April because of prior commitments. Counsel for the plainsiffs is
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for the PTO i i uary 8 due to a scheduled trial i o
defendants is:s “naanlah]c the week of February 15 an;nsl in .LUulsmna, counsel
unavailable the rest of February and o ¢ ;‘;“}:hﬂ:il for the Myriad
ue to a scheduled

Some .

Very truly yours,

G A fe .

Encl.

cc: (all via e-mail)
Counsel for Defendants
Ross Morrison

Barry R. Satinc
Brian M. Poissant




