NoOTE: This order is nonprecedential.

Anited States Court of Appeals
for the FFederal Circuit

MICROPROCESSOR ENHANCEMENT
CORPORATION AND MICHAEL H. BRANIGIN,
Plaintiffs-Appellants,

V.

BUG LABS, INC.,
Defendant-Appellee.

2010-1474

Appeal from the United States District Court for the
Central District of California in case no. 09-CV-0607,
Judge Stephen V. Wilson.

MICROPROCESSOR ENHANCEMENT
CORPORATION AND MICHAEL H. BRANIGIN,
Plaintiffs-Appellants,

V.

EMULEX CORPORATION,
Defendant-Appellee.

2010-1475
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Appeal from the United States District Court for the
Central District of California in case no. 09-CV-0605,
Judge Stephen V. Wilson.

MICROPROCESSOR ENHANCEMENT
CORPORATION AND MICHAEL H. BRANIGIN,
Plaintiffs-Appellants,

V.

TEXAS INSTRUMENTS INCORPORATED,
Defendant-Appellee, -

and

ARM LTD.,
Defendant-Appellee.

2010-1476

Appeal from the United States District Court for the
Central District of California in case no. 08-CV-1123,
Judge Stephen V. Wilson.

MICROPROCESSOR ENHANCEMENT
CORPORATION aNnD MICHAEL H. BRANIGIN,
Plaintiffs-Appellants,

V.

MINDSPEED TECHNOLOGIES, INC.,
Defendant-Appellee,
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and

ARM LTD.,
Defendant-Appellee.

2010-1477

Appeal from the United States District Court for the
Central District of California in case no. 09-CV- 0603
Judge Stephen V. Wilson.

MICROPROCESSOR ENHANCEMENT .
CORPORATION anp MICHAEL H. BRANIGIN
Plaintiffs-Appellants,

V.

ARCHOS, INC,,
Defendant-Appellee.

2010-1479

Appeal from the United States District Court for the
Central District of California in case no. 09-CV-0606,
Judge Stephen V. Wilson.

MICROPROCESSOR ENHANCEMENT
CORPORATION aND MICHAEL H. BRANIGIN,
Plaintiffs-Appellants,

V.
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STMICROELECTRONICS NV AND
STMICROELECTRONICS, INC.,
Defendants-Appellees,

and

ARMLTD.,
Defendant-Appellee.

2010-1484

Appeal from the United States District Court for the
Central District of California in case no. 08-CV-1039,
Judge Stephen V. Wilson.

ON MOTION

ORDER

Upon consideration of Microprocessor Enhancement
Corporation and Michael H. Branigin’s motions to volun-
tarily withdraw their appeals,

IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The motions are granted and these appeals are
dismissed.

(2) Each side shall bear its own costs.
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