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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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INCORPORATED, a California
corporation,
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Plaintiff/ Counterdefendant,
Hon. James V. Selna
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AURA INTERACTIVE, INC, a
California corporation, and THE
AURA GROUP,

N N DN
o o1 b

Defendant/Counterclaiman

N
~l

N
(00)

FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRCT OF CALIFORNIA

INTERPOLS NETWORK SACV 12-00832 JVS(JPRX)
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On January 6, 2014, this Couragted The Motion for Partial Summary
Judgment of Non-Infringement filed by f@@dant Aura Interactive, Inc., d/b/a
The Aura Group, (“Aura”) beause Aura does not did nofringe as a matter of
law U.S. Patent Nos. 7,673,7 and 8,204,961, assaitby Interpols Network
Inc. (“Interpols”).

Thereafter, Interpols and Aura ergd into a stipulation under which
Interpols agreed to dismiss with prdjce its state-law claim alleging unfair
business practices under CaliforniasBiess and Professis Code 8§ 1720&
seg. and Aura agreed to dismiss its ctemalaims seeking declaratory judgmentt
of invalidity of the '017 patent and the '961 patents without prejudice. |
accordance with the above-dabed order and stipulation,

IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGEDAND DECREED that:

(1) Judgment is entered favor of Aura and against Interpols as to th
claims of infringement of U.S. PateNbs. 7,673,017 and &)4,961 set forth in
Interpols’s First Amended Complaint aag to Aura’s counterclaims seeking
declarations of non-infringement of thosatents as set forth in the Answer o
Aura,

(2) Interpols’s claims against Auralleging unfair business practices
under California Business amtofessions Code 8 172@0seq. are dismissed,
with prejudice;

(3) Aura’s counterclaims against Interpols seeking declaratg
judgments of invalidity of U.S. Rent Nos. 7,673,017 and 8,204,961 ar
dismissed, without prejudice; and

(4) Interpols takes nothing by way of its claims asserted against Aur

(5) Aura, as prevailing party, is entitdl¢o recover its costs pursuant tg
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 54(dip an amount to be determined ang
subject to documentation andrifieation. Interpols reserves the right to objec

to Aura’s bill of costs.
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Because no claims are remaining tims action, the Court expressly
directs the Clerk to enter this Finaldgment as set forth above pursuant t

Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 58.

IT 1SSO ORDERED. {
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United States District Judge
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