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Pursuant t&Civil Local Rules 61, 6-2, 7-12, and related rules, Defendant and
Counterclaim Plaintiff Seoul Semiconductor Co., Lt&S$C) and Plaintiff and Counterclaim
DefendantEnplas Display Device Corporati¢tEDD”) respectfully request that the Court
enter tle following stipulation regarding thwiefing schedule for EDD’s Motion to Amend to
Add a Defense of Inequitable Conduct:

WHEREASoOnN August 13, 2015 EDD filed its Motion to Amend to Add a Defense of
Inequitable CondudD.I. 107);

WHEREASSSC's Opposition to EDD’s Motion to Add a Defense of Inequitable
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Conduct (“SSC’s Opposition”) is currently due on August 27, 2015;
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WHEREAS the parties have agreed to exchange opening expert reports on August 28,
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2015;

[
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WHEREAS the parties have agreed to extend the tim8$@’'s Opposition to
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September 2, 2015;
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WHEREAS the parties have agreed to extend the time for EDD’s Reply in Supfsrt g

[
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Motion to Add a Defense of Inequitable Conduct to September 10, 2015;
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WHEREAS the agreedipon extension will not affect any other deadlines in this case,

[
~l

including, but not limited to the hearing on EDD’s Motion to Add a Defense of Inequitable

[
o0

Conduct;

1¢ IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED by and among the parties hereto, through trepective
2C | attorneys of record, that:

21 SSC’s Opposition to EDD’s Motion to Add a Defense of Inequitable Conduct (“SSC’s
22 || Opposition”) shall be filed by September 2, 2015;
23 EDD’s Reply in Support of its Motion to Add a Defense of Inequitable Conduct shall be
24 | filed by September 10, 2015;

25 Prior Time Modifications

2€ Pursuanto Civil Local Rule 62, SSC and Enplas identify the following previous time
27 || modifications:

28 On September 22, 2014, the Court entered an Amended Case Management Scheduling
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1 | Order that extended the deadlines for Enplas’s Responsive Claim Constructip680s
2 || Reply Claim Construction Brief, Case Management Conference; Claim Cdiwstrliatorial;
3 | Claim Construction Hearing; Deadline for Substantial Completion of Document Foogtice
4 | Completion of Fact and Expert discovery, Opening Expert Reports, Rebuttal EgpertR
5 || Deadline to Complete Mediation, Dispositive and Daubert Motions, Pretrial Disety$retrial
6 | Conference Statement; Objections pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P 26(a)(3); the Bratfaaknce
7 | and Trial. See D.I. 72.
8 OnMarch 30, 2015, the Court entered an Amended Case Management Scheduling Orde
9 | that extended the deadlinks the Completion of &tand ExpertDiscovery, Opening Expert
1C | Reports, Rebuttal Expert Reports, Deadline to Complete Mediation, DispositiveaahdrD
11 | Motions, Pretrial Disclosures; Pretrial Conference Statement; @iyeqiursuant to Fed. R. Civ.
12 | P 26(a)(3); the Pretrial Conference and Trigde D.1. 97.
13 On July 3, 2015 and again on July 13, 2015, the Court granted the parties’ Joint
14 | Stipulation to Extend Dates fle Motions to Compel Discovery.
1t This agreeduponextensiorwill have no effect on any subsequdetdlines in this case.
1€ || Dated: August 25, 2015 LATHAM & WATKINS LLP
17 By: /s/ Michelle P. Woodhouse
18 Michelle P. Woodhouse
Attorneys for DefendanGounterclaim
18 Plaintiff
2C Seoul Semiconductor Co., Ltd.
21
Pursuant to L.R. 5-1(i)(3), the above signatory attests that concurrence imtheffthis
i document has been obtained from the signatory below.
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Dated: August 25, 2015 NAGASHIMA & HASHIMOTO

By: /s/ Marc R. Labgold

Marc R. Labgold, Ph.D.
Attorneys for PlaintiffsCounterclaim
Defendants

Enplas Display Device Corporation and
Enplas (U.SA.), Inc.

PURSUANT TO STIPULATION, IT IS SO ORDERED.
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Dated: August25 | 2015
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