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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

TWITTER, INC., a Delaware corporation, CASE NO. 3:12-cv-1721 Sl
Plaintiff(s),

V. STIPULATION AND [PROPOSEB]

ORDER SELECTING ADR PROCESS
SKOOTLE CORP., a Tennessee corporation;

and JAMES KESTER, an individual,
Defendants.

/

Counsel report that they have met and conferred regarding ADR and have reached the
following stipulation pursuant to Civil L.R. 16-8 and ADR L.R. 3-5:

The parties agree to participate in the following ADR process:

Court Processes:

[ Non-binding Arbitration (ADR L.R. 4)

[0  Early Neutral Evaluation (ENE) (ADRL.R.5)
Mediation (ADR L.R. 6)

Private Process:
[] Private ADR (please identify process and provider)

The parties agree to hold the ADR session by:
[ the presumptive deadline

other requested deadline _ 30 days after close of discovery

Dated: August 6, 2012 /s Charles T. Graves
Attorney for Plaintiff

Dated: August 9, 2012 /s Douglas Woodr uff Colt
Attorney for Defendants
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JRROPESERT ORDER

F  Theparties stipulation isadopted and IT IS SO ORDERED.
[ The parties’ stipulation is modified asfollows, and IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated: 08/13/2012






