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Dcar Judge Swect: 

1 write tu request a revised fchadule in the above-captioned case. W o  
q r s c n t  d l  of the PlaintiS. On Auyst 26,2009. Plaintif& filed motions for 
s u m m a r y  judgment On D-bcr 23. Myriad Gmctjcs and the Wnivorsity of 
Utah d d a d a n b  6lcd their opposition p a w ,  along with u motion fur supnary 
judgment. On Dccembs 24, thc U.S. Pncnt e n d T r a b d c  OScc rPTO'') 81ed 
its oppositio~l papers. along with motion forjudgmmt on the pleadinp. 

Cwmnlly, Plaintiffs' reply and opposition to Defcndam' moliDns art due 
m Jauuary 8.2010. Whilc we hsw been working diligently on olir submissiom, 
given the volume of paper submitted by the Defendants (over 1700 prigs. 
including Jsdamtiora and cxhibits) and the unavailabilily of experts during the 
holiday aenson, we rcspcctfutly seek an extensionoftimc We dao have begun to 
rccciva mici filinp suppurling the Dcf~ldants and underst;md that rdditionel 
brick will be filed ncxt walr. An cxtmion would give us M opportunity to 
udd- thOsc to the artmi nweswy. 

T h i s  is &c first rcquesl b y  Plainti& fur on ereension of time regiudimg 
briefing on this s d  of motions. Defendants previously requested q d  were 
gantcd an extension of time to Docmbcr 23 to opposc the Plaintiffj' motion 
lEe FTO subsequmtly received a onsday extension duo to w&m wnditions in 
Washington D.C. 

We have spokm with counsel fk the Defmdmrs, who consent to 
Plaintiffs' request The partics have a g r c d  to a nnv brieEing schcdulc: Pldotiffs' 
pupas would be due by riaon on Jmuary 20.201% Df:hdanrs' reply p a p a  
would be due on January 29: wd oral arpmcnt would bc held s o m e h ~  betwean 
February 2 and 5.2010, pmf.anbly February 4th or 5th subject, of course. to the 
court's nvai1;rbility. Ifthe court is not available for rrgumemt any day bdween 
Fcbrumy 2 and 5, then the patties request that argument bc s&edul+ for 
sometime in A d  bccauso of urior cotnmilmaits. Counsel fm the ulninciffs is 
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unavailable the week of F- 8 due to a s m l d  trial in Louisiane. c o w l  
for the PTCl is unavailable the wcok of February 15, and counjlcl for tbe Myriad 
defendants i s  unavailable the rest of February end dl of March due to a schalulod 
trial orrr-of-satc. W e  k c f o r e  respcethrll v r  that ~ h c  be held a; sometime between February 2* though 5 if tha court can accommodate us. 

very trul y yours, 

cc: (all v ia  e-mail) 
Counsd for Defendants 
Ross Mom-son 
Barry R. Satins 
Brian M. Poissanr 


