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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SAN JOSE DIVISION

UPEK, INC., a Delaware corporation,

Plaintiff,

v.

AUTHENTEC, INC., a Delaware corporation,

Defendant.

CASE NO. 10-cv-00424 JF (PVT)

STIPULATION AND [PROPOSED]
ORDER RE BRIEFING SCHEDULE

AUTHENTEC, INC., a Delaware corporation,

Counter-claimant,

v.

UPEK, INC., a Delaware corporation,

Counter-defendant.

------------------
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After the June 25, 2010 hearing, the parties met and conferred further concerning UPEK's

proposed motion to amend its Complaint and while no compromise was reached, the parties did

agree to a briefing schedule to expedite consideration of UPEK's motion. Accordingly, the

parties respectfully submit the following proposed briefing schedule and proposed order:

EVENT DEADLINE

UPEK files Motion for Leave to Amend June 30, 2010

AuthenTec files any Opposition to
UPEK’s Motion

July 8, 2010

UPEK files any Reply July 15, 2010

IT IS SO STIPULATED.

Dated: July 1, 2010 ORRICK, HERRINGTON & SUTCLIFFE LLP

/s/ Matthew J. Hult /s/

Matthew J. Hult
Attorneys for Plaintiff/Counterclaim Defendant

UPEK, INC.

Dated: July 1, 2010 HOWREY LLP

/s/ Denise De Mory /s/

Denise De Mory
Attorneys for Defendant/Counterclaim Plaintiff

AUTHENTEC, INC.

PURSUANT TO STIPULATION, IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated: , 2010
Honorable Jeremy Fogel

United States District Court Judge
Northern District of California
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