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STIPULATION AND ORDER REGARDING EXTENSION OF PAGE LIMITS
FOR PLAINTIFFS TO RESPOND TO DEFENDANTS’ MOTIONS TO DISMISS
AND FOR DEFENDANT OPENWAVE AND THE INDIVIDUAL DEFENDANTS

TO REPLY TO PLAINTIFF’S OPPOSITON

WHEREAS, on August 10, 2007, Defendants filed five separate motions to
dismiss the Complaint;

WHEREAS, the Court’s Individual Practices for Civil Cases provides that
“[u]nless prior permission has been granted, each individual memoranda of law in
support of and in opposition to motions, are limited to 25 pages and reply memoranda are
limited to 10 pages”;

WHEREAS, under the Court’s Individual Practices for Civil Cases, Lead
Plaintiffs would be entitled to 25 pages to respond to each one of the five separate
motions to dismiss, for a total of 125 pages, and Defendants would be entitled to 10 pages
per motion for a total of 50 pages;

WHEREAS, in the interest of efficiency, Lead Plaintiff intends to file one
omnibus opposition to the five separate motions to dismiss of no more than 75 pages;

WHEREAS, in the interest of efficiency, Defendant Openwave and the Individual
Defendants (the “Openwave Defendants™) intend to file one reply brief to the omnibus
opposition of no more than 30 pages;

WHEREAS, Defendant KPMG and the Underwriter Defendants intend to file

separate reply briefs of no more than 10 pages each;
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WHEREAS, in light of Lead Plaintiff’s intention to file one omnibus opposition
to the motions to dismiss, and the Openwave Defendants’ intention to file one reply brief,
the parties have agreed, subject to Court approval, to extend the page limit for Lead
Plaintiffs to oppose Defendants” motions to dismiss and for the Openwave Defendants to
combine their reply briefs into a single brief in reply to the opposition;

WHEREAS, there have been no previous requests for extensions of page limits in
this action,

NOW, THEREFORE, it is hereby stipulated and agreed by and between the
undersigned parties through their counsel, and it is ORDERED by the Court:

1. Lead Plaintiff shall have up to 75 pages to respond in one omnibus
opposition to Defendants’ motions to dismiss.

2. The Openwave Defendants may combine their reply briefs and file a
single reply brief not to exceed 30 pages.
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