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NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION 

TO THE COURT, ALL PARTIES, AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD:  

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on November 16, 2021 at 2:00 p.m., or as soon thereafter as the 

matter may be heard by the Court, at the courtroom of the Honorable Yvonne Gonzalez Rogers, 

Courtroom 1, 14th Floor, United States District Court, 1301 Clay Street, Oakland, California, 

Defendant Apple Inc. will and hereby does move the Court to stay the September 10, 2021 Permanent 

Injunction (Dkt. 813) pending the resolution of appeals in this case.  This motion is based on this Notice 

of Motion and Motion; the Memorandum of Points and Authorities that follows; the Declarations of 

Mark A. Perry and Trystan Kosmynka and exhibits thereto; the Proposed Order filed herewith; the 

pleadings and papers on file herein; and such other matters that may be presented to the Court at the 

hearing.  

 
DATED:  October 8, 2021 By /s/ Mark A. Perry    

GIBSON, DUNN & CRUTCHER LLP 
Theodore J. Boutrous Jr.  
Richard J. Doren 
Daniel G. Swanson  
Mark A. Perry  
Veronica S. Lewis  
Cynthia E. Richman  
Jay P. Srinivasan  
Ethan D. Dettmer  
Rachel Brass  

Attorneys for Apple Inc.  
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