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NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

FENWICK & WEST LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

16 SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION
17
18 || BARNES & NOBLE, INC. and Case No. 11-cv-02709 EMC
BARNESANDNOBLE.COM LLC,
19 o JOINT STIPULATION AND
Plaintiffs, [PRQROSED] ORDER REGARDING
20 y TIME FOR PATENT LOCAL RULE
21 ' DISCLOSURES
LS| CORPORATION and Trial Date: N .
22 || AGERE SYSTEMS INC., fial Date: None Se
23 Defendants.
24
25 Pursuant to Local Rule 6-PJaintiffs Barnes & Noblelnc. and Barnesandnoble.com LLC

(“Plaintiffs”) and Defendants LS| Corporah and Agere Systems Inc. (“Defendants”)

N
(o))

(collectively, the “Parties”), by and through thespective counsel ofcerd, hereby stipulate

N
By

and agree as follows:

N
(o]
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WHEREAS, the Court, by Order datedWember 2, 2011 [Dkt. No. 63], set a Case
Management Conference in this matter foruday 20, 2012, and required the Parties to file a
joint case management conference statement by January 13, 2012;

WHEREAS, the Court, by Order datedWember 16, 2011 [Dkt. No. 65], granted the
Parties’ Joint Stipulation giving Defendants uRebruary 3, 2012 to sertieeir Disclosure of
Asserted Claims and Infringement Contentionsspant to Patent L.R. 3-1 and 3-5 and produg
documents pursuant to Patent L.R. 3-2;

WHEREAS, the Parties agree that Defendarndd slave a sixty day extension until Apri
3, 2012 to serve their Disclosure of Assertedr@$aand Infringement Gaentions pursuant to
Patent L.R. 3-1 and 3-#nd produce documents pursumPatent L.R. 3-2;

WHEREAS, the Parties further agree thab#iler deadlines for disclosures pursuant tg
the Court’s Patent Local Rules shall likewisestended by a period oty days, and that the
Parties will provide the Coud complete proposed case schedulgonjunction with their Joint
Case Management Statement and Rule 26 Report;

WHEREAS, Defendants believe thegtension is appropriate inew of the pending statu
of the protective order and Plaintifi®cently released model of the accused NOb#evices;

WHEREAS, the Parties do not expect ttise proposed extensions will impact the
schedule ultimately set by the Court or alterdhee of any event ateadline already fixed by
Court Order, with the exceptiaf the date set forth in tHéourt's November 16, 2011 Order
granting the Parties’ prior ra Stipulation [Dkt. No. 65];

THE PARTIES HEREBY STIPULATE that Defelants shall have until April 3, 2012 tg
serve their Disclosure of Asserted Claims arfdrigement Contentions pswant to Patent L.R.
3-1 and 3-5 and produce documents pursuaRatent L.R. 3-2, all other deadlines for
disclosures pursuant to the Court’s Patent LBtaés shall likewise be extended by a period o
sixty days, and the Parties wilfovide the Court a case schedule providing a complete propd
case schedule in conjunction with their Joins€&anagement Statement and Rule 26 Repor
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Dated: Decembye?23, 2011

Dated: December 23, 2011

PURSUANT TO STIPULATION, IT IS SO

STIPULATION REGARDING TIME FOR
PATENT LOCAL RULE DISCLOSURES

FENWICK & WEST LLP

By: /s Ravi Ranganath
Ravi Ranganath
Attorneys for Defendants
LSI Corporation and Agere Systems Inc.

QUINN EMANUEL URQUHART &
SULLIVAN, LLP

By: /s/ Carl G. Anderson
Carl G. Anderson
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
Barnes & Noble, Inc. and
barnesandnoble.com LLC
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ATTESTATION PURSUANT TO GENERAL ORDER 45

Pursuant to General Order No. 45, § X(B), réigay signatures, | ats¢ under penalty of

perjury that the concurrence iretfiling of this document has been obtained from its signatories.

Dated: Decembye?23, 2011 FENWICK & WEST LLP

By: /s Ravi Ranganath
Ravi Ranganath
Attorneys for Defendants
LSI Corporation and Agere Systems Inc.
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