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LATHAM & WATKINS LLP
Patrick E. Gibbs, Bar No. 183174
atrick.gibbs@lw.com
140 Scott Drive
Menlo Park, California 94025
Telephone: +1.650.328.4600
Facsimile: +1.650.463.2600

LATHAM & WATKINS LLP
Michele D. Johnson, Bar No. 198298
michele.johnson@lw.com
Carolyn A. Dawes, Bar No. 250747
carolyn.dawes@lw.com
650 Town Center Drive, 20th Floor
Costa Mesa, California 92626-1925
Telephone: +1.714.540.1235
Facsimile: +1.714.755.8290

Attorneys for Defendants STEC, Inc.,
Manouch Moshayedi, Mark Moshayedi, and
Raymond D. Cook

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
SOUTHERN DIVISION

IN RE STEC, INC. SECURITIES Lead Case No.
LITIGATION SACYV 09-01304-JVS (MLGx)

This Document Relates To: Consolidated with Case Nos. SACV09-
1306 JVS (MLGx), SACV09-1315 JVS
ALL ACTIONS LG)(()) SACV09-1320 JVS (MLGx),

V09-08536 JVS (MLGx), and SACV09-
1460 JVS (MLGx)

ORDER CONSOLIDATING
RELATED ACTIONS AND SETTING
BRIEFING SCHEDULE

Assigned To:
The Honorable James V. Selna

LATHAM«WATKINS
ATTORNEYS AT Law
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The Court has received and reviewed the parties’ Stipulation to
Consolidate Relate Actions and Set Briefing Schedule. Based upon that
Stipulation and for good cause shown, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:
1. The following cases shall be consolidated (collectively, the
“Related Actions™):
a. Fred Jean v. STEC, Inc., et al., United States District
Court, Central District of California, Case No. SACV 09-01304-JVS (MLGx),
filed on November 6, 2009;
b. Sakhai v. STEC, Inc., et al., United States District Court,
Central District of California, Case No. SACV09-01306 JVS (MLGx), filed on
November 6, 2009;
c. Greenwald v. STEC, Inc., et al., United States District
Court, Central District of California, Case No. SACV(09-1315 JVS (MLGx), filed
on November 9, 2009;
d. Munter v. STEC, Inc., et al., United States District Court,
Central District of California, Case No. SACV(09-1320 JVS (MLGx), filed on
November 10, 2009;
€. Fischer v. STEC, Inc., et al., United States District Court,
Central District of California, Case No. CV(09-08536 JVS (MLGx), filed on
November 19, 2009; and
f. Weinberger v. STEC, Inc., et al., United States District
Court, Central District of California, Case No. SACV(09-1460 JVS (MLGx), filed
on December 11, 2009.
If any other case that relates to the same subject matter is subsequently filed in this
Court or is transferred to this Court, plaintiffs shall apply ex parte to have such
case consolidated with this action.
2. Every pleading filed in the consolidated action shall bear the

following caption:
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
SOUTHERN DIVISION

IN RE STEC, INC. SECURITIES Lead Case No.
LITIGATION SACV 09-01304-JVS (MLGx)

This Document Relates To:

ALL ACTIONS

3. Defendants are not required to respond to any of the complaints
previously filed in the Related Actions;

4. Plaintiffs shall file any motion to be appointed Lead Plaintiff in
accordance with 15 U.S.C. Section 77z-1 and 15 U.S.C. Section 78u-4;

5. Plaintiffs shall have 60 days from the appointment of a Lead
Plaintiff and Lead Counsel to file a consolidated complaint;

6. Defendants shall answer or otherwise respond to the
consolidated complaint no later than 60 days after the filing of the consolidated
complaint;

7. If Defendants respond to the consolidated complaint by filing a
motion or motions to dismiss, Lead Plaintiff shall respond to any motion to dismiss
within 60 days after it is filed;

8. Any reply in support of any motion to dismiss shall be filed
within 45 days after Lead Plaintiff files its response; and

9. Defendants will confer with Lead Counsel regarding the

hearing date prior to filing any motion to dismiss.

IT IS SO ORDERED. %MW ,(/

Dated: January 21, 2010 '
The Honorable Jarhes V. Selna
United States Diétrict Court Judge

LATHAMsWATKINS
ATTORNEYS AT Law
ORANGE COUNTY

* OC\1041074.6 [PROPOSED] ORDER CONSOLIDATING RELATED

ACTIONS AND SETTING BRIEFING SCHEDULE




O 00 N N U bR W N =

N N N N N N N N e e e e e e ek e e
N N WD = O O 00NN DW= O

28

Case 8:09-cv-01304-JVS-MLG Document 54 Filed 01/21/10 Page 4 of 5

PROQOF OF SERVICE

over the age of 18 years and not a p
Latham &
92626-1925.

ACTIONS

Service.

same day in the ordin
deposited in Latham &

Service:

Maya S. Saxena

Joseph E. White IIT

SAXENA WHITE P.A. .

2424 N. Federal Highway, Suite 257
Boca Raton, FL 33431

Kim Miller

KAHN SWICK & FOTIL, LLC
12 East 41° Street, 12 Floor
New York, NY 10007

Arthur N. Abbey

Nancy Kaboolian

ABBEY SPANIER RODD &
ABRAMS, %LP
212 East 29" Street
New York, NY 10016

Timothy J. Burke

STULL STULL & BRODY

10940 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 2350
Los Angeles, CA 90024

Anne Marie Vu

MILBERG LLP 0

One Pennsylvania Plaza, 49 Floor
New York, NY 10119

I am employed in the County of Orange, State of California. I am
to this action. M
atkins LLP, 650 Town Center Drive, 20th Floor, Costa Mesa, CA

business address is

On January 19, 2010, I served the following document described as:

[PROPOSED] ORDER CONSOLIDATING RELATED
D SETTING BRIEFING SCHEDULE

by serving a true copy of the above-described document in the following manner:

BY U.S. MAIL
[ am familiar with the office practice of Latham & Watkins LLP for

collectingUand processing documents for mailing with the United States Postal
nder that practice, documents are deposited with the Latham & Watkins
LLP personnel responsible for depositing documents with the United States Postal
Service; such documents are delivered to the United States Postal Service on that
course of business, with postage thereon fully prepaid. I
atl atkins LLP’ interoffice mail a sealed envelope or
gackage containing the above-described document and addressed as set forth

elow 1n accordance with the office practice of Latham & Watkins LLP for
collecting and processing documents for mailing with the United States Postal

William J. Doyle II

John Lowther

DOYLE LOWTHER LLP

9466 Black Mountain Road, Suite 210
San Diego, CA 92126

Lewis Kahn

KAHN SWICK & FOTI, LLC
650 Poydras Street, Suite 2150
New Orleans, LA 70130

Joe Kendall

Hamilton Lindle

KENDALL LAW GROUP, LLP
3232 McKinney Avenue, Suite 700
Dallas, TX 75204

Jeff S. Westerman

Sabrina S. Kim

MILBERG LLP

One California Plaza, Suite 3900
Los Angeles, CA 90071
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~_I'declare that I am employed in the office of a member of the Bar of,
or germltted to practice before, this Court at whose direction the service was made
and declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that
the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on January 19, 2010, at Costa Mesa, California.

Debra A. Sanders
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