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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION

ORACLE USA, INC,, et al.,
Plaintiffs,
V.
SAP AG, etal.,

Defendants.
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On July 15, 2009, Plaintiffs filed an Alternative Motion to File Stipulated Amended
Complaint (the “Alternative Motion”). Although Defendants disagree with many of the
characterizations contained in the Alternative Motion, including Plaintiffs’ characterization of the
Alternative Motion as a “stipulated motion,” per the parties’ agreement as set forth in the June 11,
2009 Revised Case Management and Pretrial Order, Defendants do not oppose the relief sought in
the Alternative Motion. See Alternative Motion at 1; D.I. 325.
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