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WHEREAS, this Court in its Order dated July 2, 2009 moved the September 28, 2009
hearing date in the Stipulation and Order submitted by the parties to October 19, 2009 at 9 am.,
and instructed the parties that al briefing shall be completed on or before September 28, 2009;

WHEREAS, NVIDIA Corporation’s (“NVIDIA’S”) reply brief on its Motion to Dismiss
the Consolidated Amended Complaint must currently be filed by September 28, 2009;

WHEREAS, the partner in charge of this matter for NVIDIA isout of the country on a
long-planned family vacation during the period prior to September 28, and will not return to the
United States until Sunday September 27, and the senior associate on the matter has conflicts
during the preceding week as well due to the Jewish holidays;

WHEREAS, an extension until October 1 for the reply brief would not deprive the Court
of sufficient timeto review the papersin advance of the October 19 hearing; and

WHEREAS, the October 19, 2009 hearing date and al other deadlines set out in the July
2, 2009 Order would remain unaffected;

IT ISHEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED, by and between Plaintiffsand NVIDIA,
through their counsel of record and Interim Lead Class Counsel for Plaintiffs, that NVIDIA may

fileitsreply brief on the motion to dismiss by October 1, 2009.

Dated: September 16, 2009 ROBERT P. VARIAN
JUSTIN M. LICHTERMAN
JOSHUA D. WATTS
Orrick, Herrington & Sutcliffe LLP

/s/ Robert P. Varian

ROBERT P. VARIAN
Attorneys for Defendant
NVIDIA CORPORATION
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Dated: September 16, 2009 JEFF S. WESTERMAN
SABRINA S. KIM
Millberg LLP

/9 Jeff S Westerman

JEFF S. WESTERMAN
Interim Lead Class Counsel for
Plaintiffs and All Others Similarly Situated

Thefiler attests that concurrence in the filing of the document has been obtained from
each of the other signatories, or from the single signatory (in the case, e.g., of adeclaration)

which shall servein lieu of their signature(s) on the document.

IT ISSO ORDERED:

The Stipulationis foundasMOOT. Reply memorandumsverefiled asstipulatedby the parties.
Thehearingwasheldon Octoberl9, 2009andthe matterwassubmittedto the Courtafteroral
argumenfor furtherdecision.

Dated: Novembers, 2009

ted StateDistrict Court
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