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Plaintiff LumaSense Technologies (“LumaSense”) and Defendant Neoptix, Inc.
(“Neoptix”) inform the court that they have reached agreement on the terms of dismissal of the
claims in the above-titled action and hereby submit this Stipulation of Dismissal.

Pursuant to Rule 41(a)(1)(A)(ii) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the parties
hereby stipulate to dismiss all claims in this action asserted by LumaSense against Neoptix with
prejudice. The parties stipulate that each party will bear its own costs and attorneys’ fees relating

to the dismissed claims.

SO STIPULATED.

Dated: December 21, 2009 /s/ Gregory L. Lippetz
Gregory L. Lippetz
JONES DAY

Counsel for Plaintiff
LUMASENSE TECHNOLOGIES

In accordance with General Order No. 45, Section X(B), the above signatory attests that

concurrence in the filing of this document has been obtained from the signatory below.

Dated: December 21, 2009 /s/ Michael I. Katz
Michael I. Katz
THOMAS WHITELAW & TAYLOR LLP

Counsel for Defendant
NEOPTIX, INC.

SVI-75946

-1- STIPULATED DISMISSAL OF CLAIMS
Case No. C-09-02023-WHA




© 00 N oo o B~ O w N

S T N B . N T N T T N T S e S e S e T =
©® ~N o s~ W N P O © o N o o~ W N Pk o

++RePeSEBt ORDER

PURSUANT TO STIPULATION, IT IS SO ORDERED. THE CLERK SHALL CLOSE

THE FILE.

Dated: Decembef1,2009

WILLIAM ALSU
UNITED STATES

-2- STIPULATED DISMISSAL OF CLAIMS
Case No. C-09-02023-WHA






