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RADWARE, INC., a New Jersey
corporation,
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corporation,
Defendant.
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corporation,
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CounterclaimDefendants.
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IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED, by and between the undersigraaties,
pursuant to Local Rule 6-1, that the time for Plaintiffs and Counter-Defendantafeaddw. and
Radware, Inc(hereinafter “Radwarejo answer, move or otherwise respond to the
Counterclaims in F5 Networks, Inc.’s First Amended Answer and Calatas, has been
extended through and including October 21, 2013, subject to the approval of this Court in
consideration of the following facts:

1. WHEREAS, FNetworks, Inc. (hereinafter “F5%as served with Radware’s
complaint on May 3, 2013;

2. WHEREAS F5 answeredRadware’scomplainton July 25, 2013;

3. WHEREAS, F5 filed an Amended Answer with Counterclaims on August 29, 2013;

4. WHEREAS, F5 has agreed to provide Radware an extension of time until October 21,

2013 to respond tGounterclaims;

5. WHEREAS, this extension is not sought for the purpose of unnecessarily detéging t

action;

6. WHEREAS, the parties have conferred and agre&eptembed, 2013, within which
Radwares to file its Response t€5'’s counterclaims

NOW, THEREFORE RadwareandF5, by and through their respective counsel of rec
hereby stipulate and agree that Radvedral have an extension up to and including October
2013 to answer, move or otherwise respon@d3xs counterclaims

SO STIPULATED tlis 4th day ofSeptember2013.

Dated: September 4, 2013 Respectfully submitted,

PERKINS COIE LLP

By:/d Christopher Kao
Christopher Kao

Attorneys for Defendant
F5 NETWORKS, INC.
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Dated: September 4, 2013 Respectfully submitted,

McDERMOTT WILL & EMERY LLP

By:/s/ Fabio E Marino

Fabio E. Marino
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

RADWARE, LTD. AND RADWARE,
INC.

I, Fabio E. Marino, hereby attest, pursuant to N.D. Cal. Local Rul@®), that the

concurrence to the filing of this document has been obtained from each signatory hereto.

Dated: September 4, 2013
McDERMOTT WILL & EMERY LLP

By:/s/ Fabio E Marino

Fabio E. Marino

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
RADWARE, LTD. AND RADWARE,
INC.
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Having considered the stipulation betwelea partiespursuant to Local Rule 6-1, that tl

time for Plaintiffs and Countddefendants Radware Ltd. and Radware, (hereinafter

“Radware”)to answer, move or otherwise respond to the Counterclaims in F5 Networks, Irnc.

First Amended Answer and Counterclaims, has been extended through and including ZIGt¢
2013, the Court GRANTS the following:

1. WHEREAS, FNetworks, Inc. (hereinafter “F5%as served with Radware’s
complaint on May 3, 2013;

2. WHEREAS F5 answeredRadware’scomplainton July 25, 2013;

3. WHEREAS, F5 filed an Amended Answer with Counterclaims on August 29, 201

4. WHEREAS, F5 has agreed to provide Radware an extension of time until Octobe
2013 to respond to Counterclaims;

5. WHEREAS, this extension is not sought for the purpose afagssarily delaying this
action;

6. WHEREAS, the parties have conferred and agre€&feptembed, 2013, within which
Radwares to file its Response t€5'’s counterclaims

PURSUANT TO STIPULATIONOF THE PARTIESIT IS SO ORDERED.

THE HONORABLE RONALD M. WHYTE
UNITED STATES SENIOR DISTRICT JUDGE
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