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1 Plaintiff AlO Networks,Inc. (AlO) andDefendantBrocadeCommunications

2 Systems,Inc. (Brocade)submit thisStipulationregarding theamendmentof Brocade’s

3 PreliminaryInvalidity Contentionsunder PatentL. R. 3-6. The Partiesaskthe Court to approve

4 the Stipulation.

5 1. Brocadeservedits PreliminaryInvalidity Contentionspursuantto Patent

6 Local Rule3-3 on April 2, 2012.

7 2. BrocadehaspreparedSupplementalPreliminary InvalidityContentions

8 which includereferencesto newly discoveredpatentsandpublications thatBrocade contendsis

9 prior art. Brocaderepresents thatthis allegedprior art wasdiscoveredandanalyzedby Brocade

10 in the courseof a diligent priorart search after April2.

11 3. On identifying this allegedprior art, BrocadepreparedSupplemental

12 Invalidity Contentionsandaccompanyingclaim chartsfor the prior art. Brocadeproducedcopies

13 of all the newly discoveredprior art to AlO on April 10, 2012.

14 4. Brocadepresentedthe Supplemental InvalidityContentionsto AlO’s

15 counselon April 10, 2012 seekinga stipulation. Brocadeand AlO have metandconferred

16 regarding Brocade’srequestto supplementits PreliminaryInvalidity Contentions.

17 5. AlO hasagreedto stipulateto grantBrocade’sleaveto serveits

18 SupplementalPreliminary Invalidity Contentionsasprovidedto A 10 on April 10, 2012.

19 6. A 10’s agreementto stipulateto suchamendmentshall not be construedas

20 anadmissionthatAlO agreeswith anyof Brocade’scontentions,or thatAlO agreesthatBrocade

21 may further supplementits contentionsin anymanner.

22 NOW, THEREFORE,the PartiesherebyAGREE AND STIPULATE andrequest

23 that the Court orderthatBrocade’srequestfor leaveto serveits SupplementalPreliminary

24 Invalidity Contentions Pursuantto PatentLocal Rule 3-3 is GRANTED.
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1 Dated: April 17, 2012 ORRICK, HERRINGTON& SUTCLIFFELLP

2

3 By Is! SiddharthaM Venkatesan
Siddhartha Venkatesan

4 Attorneysfor Defendant
BrocadeCommunicationsSystems,Inc.

Pursuantto GeneralOrderNo. 45, §X(B), I attest
6 underpenaltyofperjury thatconcurrencein the

filing ofthe documenthasbeenobtainedfrom each
7 of its signatories.

8

9 Dated: April 17, 2012 LATHAM & WATKINS LLP

10

ii By Is! RyanHatch
RyanHatch

12 Attorneysfor Plaintiff
AlO Networks,Inc.

13

14
PURSUANTTO STIPULATION, IT IS SO ORDERED.

15

16

17 Dated:

_______________ __________________________________

The HonorableLucy H. Koh
18 United StatesDistrict Judge
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