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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION

RICHTEK TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,

Plaintiff,

v.

uPI SEMICONDUCTOR CORPORATION,
AMANDA DAI and JACKY LEE,

Defendants.

Case No. C 09-05659 WHA

[PROPOSED] ORDER DISMISSING
WITH PREJUDICE
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On November 25, 2016, Plaintiff Richtek Technology Corporation (“Richtek”) and Defendant

uPI Semiconductor Corporation (“uPI”) submitted a stipulation and joint motion to dismiss with

prejudice. Having considered this request, the Court finds that the motion should be GRANTED.

IT IS HEREBYORDERED that all claims between Richtek and uPI shall be dismissed with

prejudice.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that all costs and expenses relating to the claims between

Richtek and uPI (including attorney and expert fees and expenses) shall be borne solely by the party

incurring same.

Dated:

United States District Judge

November 29, 2016.

The Clerk shall please close the file.


