Paper No.
Filed: October 13, 2017

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

APPLE INC.,
Petitioner,

V.

CALIFORNIA INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY,
Patent Owner.

Case IPR2017-002%7
Patent 7,916,781

JOINT STIPULATION TO MODIFY THE SCHEDULING ORDER

! Case IPR2017-00423 has been consolidated witlpthizeding.
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Pursuant to the July 5, 2017 Scheduling Order edtar the above-

captioned matter (Paper 17), the parties hereweptehis Joint Stipulation to

move DUE DATES 1 and 2 as follows:

Previous Date

Revised Date

DUE DATE 1

October 26, 2017

November 9, 2017

DUE DATE 2

January 26, 2018

February 9, 2018

For ease of reference, the undersigned has attéenetb a copy of the

Appendix from Paper No. 17, containing the new t¢iaad inserted by hand.

DUE DATES 3 through 7 remain unchanged.

Dated: October 13, 2017
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Respectfully submitted,

/ Michael T. Rosato /

Michael T. Rosato, Lead Counsel

Reg. No. 52,182
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| certify that the foregoing Joint Stipulation toollify the Scheduling Order
was served on this 13th day of October, 2017, erPititioner at the

correspondence address of the Petitioner as follows

Richard Goldenberg

Brian M. Seeve

Dominic Massa

Michael H. Smith

WILMER CUTLER PICKERING HALE AND DORR LLP
60 State Street

Boston, MA 02109
richard.goldenberg@wilmerhale.com
brian.seeve @wilmerhale.com
dominic.massa@wilmerhale.com
michaelh.smith@wilmerhale.com

Respectfully submitted,

Dated: October 13, 2017 / Michael T. Rosato /
Michael T. Rosato, Lead Counsel
Reg. No. 52,182
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IPR2017-00297
Patent 7,916,781 B2

DUE DATE APPENDIX
INITIAL CONFERENCE CALL
DUE DATE 1

Patent owner’s response to the petition

Patent owner’s motion to amend the patent

........................................................................ October5-20+7 Detgpe— 1o t0l2

Nevemese 9, zo!7

DI AT 2 oot shenocadsostosbochansmannet Jamuary-5, 2048 Swipitle ot

Petitioner’s reply to patent owner’s response to petition

Petitioner’s opposition (o motion to amend

T T R L e sl o el e Tt e e it February 5, 2018

Patent owner’s reply to petitioner’s opposition 1o motion to amend

DUETE TIATTE 4 i1 von e oos) £18ete aiamissniaos 495 tas sy s aa-sn by o February 26, 2018
Motion for observation regarding cross-examination of reply witness
Motion to exclude evidence

Request for oral argument

D T AT e e oo s S e e March 12,2018
Response to observation

Opposition to motion to exclude

TN S B N s Sl romrell v e Wi March 19, 2018

Reply to opposition to motion to exclude

Fewuey A zo¥

L AT T s S St AprH0-2048 ez, 19, 2018

Oral argument (if requested)
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