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United States District Court
For the Northern District of California
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IN THE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

ALFRED H SIEGEL, No. 7-md-1827 & C 10-05625 S
Plaintiff, ORDER OF DISMISSAL UPON
SETTLEMENT

V.
AU OPTRONICS,
Defendant.

The partiesto the action, by their counsel, have advised the court that they have agreed
to a settlement.

ITISHEREBY ORDERED that thismatterisDISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE. However, that
if any party hereto certifies to this court, with proof of service of acopy thereon on opposing counsel,
by December 31, 2015, that settlement hasnot in fact occurred, the foregoing order shall be vacated and
this cause shall forthwith be restored to the calendar for further proceedings.

Dateq: 6/ 1/15 %Aﬁk w

SUSAN ILLSTON
United States District Judge
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