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Check the appropriate box below if the Form 8-K filing is intended to simultaneously satisfy the filing obligation of the registrant under any of

the following provisions (see General Instruction A.2. below):

0 Written communications pursuant to Rule 425 under the Securities Act (17 CFR 230.425)

0 Soliciting material pursuant to Rule 14a-12 under the Exchange Act (17 CFR 240.14a-12)

0 Pre-commencement communications pursuant to Rule 14d-2(b) under the Exchange Act (17 CFR 240.14d-2(b))
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) Pre-commencement communications pursuant to Rule 13e-4(c) under the Exchange Act (17 CFR 240.13e-4(c))
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Item 2.02 Results of Operation and Financial Condition.

ltem 2.02 Results of Operation and Financial Condition.
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On February 2, 2005, QuickLogic Corporation issued a press release regarding QuickLogic s financial results for the fiscal quarter and
year ended December 31, 2004. A copy of QuickLogic s press release is attached hereto as Exhibit 99.1.

On February 2, 2005, QuickLogic Corporation issued a press release regarding QuickLogic s financial resB8lts for tt
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This information shall not be deemed filed for purposes of Section 18 of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended (the Exchange
Act ), or incorporated by reference in any filing under the Securities Act of 1933, as amended, or the Exchange Act, except as shall be
expressly set forth by specific reference in such a filing.

This information shall not be deemed filed for purposes of Section 18 of the Securities Exchange Act oft 0934, as
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Section 9 Financial Statements and Exhibits

Section 9 Financial Statements and Exhibits
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Item 9.01(c) Exhibits.

ltem 9.01(c) Exhibits.
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The following exhibit is furnished as a part of this report:

The following exhibit is furnished as a part of this report:
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99.1 Press release announcing financial results for the fiscal quarter and year ended December 31, 2004.

99.1 Press release announcing financial results for the fiscal quarter and year ended December 31, 2804.
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Pursuant to the requirements of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, the registrant has duly caused this report to be signed on its behalf by the
undersigned hereunto duly authorized.

Date: February 2, 2005 QuickLogic Corporation
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/s/Carl M. Mills
Carl M. Mills
Vice President, Finance and Chief Financial Officer
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QuickLogic Corporation
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ITEM 3. QUANTITATIVE AND QUALITATIVE DISCLOSURES ABOUT MARKET RISK
Interest Rate Risk

The Company holds its cash and cash equivalents in highly liquid securities.
Foreign Currency Exchange Rate Risk

The Company s foreign operations are not significant at this time and, therefore, its exposure to foreign currency
risk is not material. If we expand our foreign operations, this exposure to foreign currency exchange rate changes
could increase.
ITEM 4. CONTROLS AND PROCEDURES
Evaluation of Disclosure Controls and Procedures

The Company carried out an evaluation, under the supervision and with the participation of the Company s
management, including the Company s President and Chief Executive Officer and the Company s Chief Financial
Officer, of the effectiveness of the design and operation of the Company s disclosure controls and procedures (as
defined in Rules 13a-15(e) and 15d-15(e) under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended (the Exchange Act ))
as of the end of the most recently completed fiscal quarter. Based upon that evaluation, the Company s President and
Chief Executive Officer and the Company s Chief Financial Officer concluded that the Company s disclosure controls
and procedures were effective as of the end of the period covered by this Report.
Changes in Internal Control Over Financial Reporting

There were no changes in the Company s internal control over financial reporting (as defined in Rules 13a-15(f) and
15d-15(f) under the Exchange Act) that occurred during the quarterly period ended March 31, 2010, that have
materially affected, or are reasonably likely to materially affect, the Company s internal control over financial
reporting.
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PART II OTHER INFORMATION
ITEM 1. LEGAL PROCEEDINGS

We are involved, from time to time, in litigation and proceedings, including with governmental authorities, arising
out of the ordinary course of business. Legal costs for services rendered in the course of these proceedings are charged
to expense as they are incurred.

On April 30, 2008, Plumbers and Pipefitters Local Union No. 630 Pension-Annuity Trust Fund filed a securities
class action lawsuit in the United States District Court for the Southern District of New York on behalf of a purported
Class of all purchasers of Arbitron common stock between July 19, 2007, and November 26, 2007. The plaintiff
asserts that Arbitron, Stephen B. Morris (our former Chairman, President and Chief Executive Officer), and Sean R.
Creamer (our Executive Vice President, Finance and Planning & Chief Financial Officer) violated federal securities
laws. The plaintiff alleges misrepresentations and omissions relating, among other things, to the delay in
commercialization of our PPM ratings service in November 2007, as well as stock sales during the period by company
insiders who were not named as defendants and Messrs. Morris and Creamer. The plaintiff seeks class certification,
compensatory damages plus interest and attorneys fees, among other remedies. On September 22, 2008 the plaintiff
filed an Amended Class Action Complaint. On November 25, 2008, Arbitron, Mr. Motris, and Mr. Creamer each filed
Motions to Dismiss the Amended Class Action Complaint. On January 23, 2009, the plaintiff filed a Memorandum of
Law in Opposition to Defendants Motions to Dismiss the Amended Class Action Complaint. On February 23, 2009,
Arbitron, Mr. Morris, and Mr. Creamer filed replies in support of their Motions to Dismiss. In September 2009, the
plaintiff sought leave to file a Second Amended Class Action Complaint in lieu of oral argument on the pending
Motions to Dismiss. The court granted leave to file a Second Amended Class Action Complaint and denied the
pending Motions to Dismiss without prejudice. On or about October 19, 2009, the plaintiff filed a Second Amended
Class Action Complaint. Briefing on motions to dismiss the Second Amended Class Action Complaint was completed
in March 2010. No decision has been issued by the Court.

On or about June 13, 2008, a purported stockholder derivative lawsuit, Pace v. Morris, et al., was filed against
Arbitron, as a nominal defendant, each of our directors, and certain of our current and former executive officers in the
Supreme Court of the State of New York for New York County. The derivative lawsuit is based on essentially the
same substantive allegations as the securities class action lawsuit. The derivative lawsuit asserts claims against the
defendants for misappropriation of information, breach of fiduciary duty, abuse of control, and unjust enrichment. The
derivative plaintiff seeks equitable and/or injunctive relief, restitution and disgorgement of profits, plus attorneys fees
and costs, among other remedies.

The Company intends to defend itself and its interests vigorously against these allegations.

On April 22, 2009, the Company filed suit in the United States District Court for the Southern District of New
York against John Barrett Kiefl seeking a judgment that Arbitron is the sole owner and assignee of certain patents
relating to Arbitron s Portable People Meter technology. On December 2, 2009, Mr. Kiefl filed a second amended
answer and third amended counterclaims seeking a judgment that: (i) he is an inventor and owner of one of the patents
at issue, (ii) for unjust enrichment, and (v) for such further relief as the court may deem just and proper. Mr. Kiefl has
waived any claim of ownership as to the remaining patents covered by Arbitron s complaint. Mr. Kiefl has moved to
dismiss Arbitron s declaratory judgment claims as to those remaining patents, and Arbitron has moved to dismiss
Mr. Kiefl s counterclaims in their entirety. No decision has been issued by the Court.

The Company intends to prosecute its interests vigorously.

On November 12, 2009, Arbitron was named as a defendant in an action filed in Mississippi State Court entitled
Dowdy & Dowdy Partnership, d/b/a WZKX (FM) v. Arbitron Inc., Clear Channel Communications, Inc. The
Complaint alleges anti-competitive conduct including but not limited to price discrimination in violation of
Mississippi state law. Arbitron answered, denying the allegations of the complaint, and removed the action to federal
court in Mississippi. The case is pending. The plaintiff in the action is an entity related to JMD Inc., a company
against which Arbitron obtained a money judgment in Federal Court in 2008 in the amount of $487,853.61. for
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breach of contract. After judgment was entered against JMD, Inc. and its appeal was unsuccessful, this action was
commenced against Arbitron.

The Company intends to defend itself and its interests vigorously against these allegations.

On February 11, 2009, Arbitron commenced an action in New York State Court against Spanish Broadcasting
System, Inc., ( SBS ) for breach of an encoding agreement that requires SBS to encode its radio station signals until at
least December, 2012. Arbitron discovered on February 4, 2010, that SBS had shut down the PPM encoders. Upon
filing of the Complaint, the Company also sought emergency relief from the Court requiring SBS to resume encoding
immediately. At a hearing held on February, 11, 2010, the Court granted the Company s request for a temporary
restraining order compelling SBS to resume encoding and set a full hearing on Arbitron s motion for a preliminary
injunction for February 16, 2010. At the conclusion of the hearing on February 16, 2010, the Court continued the
order compelling SBS to encode pending a written decision on the motion for a preliminary injunction. On March 24,
2010, the Court reversed the order compelling SBS to encode. However, the Court did not rule on whether SBS
breached its encoding agreement. SBS has filed a motion to dismiss the Complaint, but the Company s response is not
yet due and no decision has been issued by the Court.

The Company intends to prosecute its interests vigorously.

New York

On October 6, 2008, we commenced a civil action in the United States District Court for the Southern District of
New York, seeking a declaratory judgment and injunctive relief against the New York Attorney General to prevent
any attempt by the New York Attorney General to restrain our publication of our PPM listening estimates (the New
York Federal Action ).

On October 10, 2008, the State of New York commenced a civil action against the Company in the Supreme Court
of New York for New York County alleging false advertising and deceptive business practices in violation of New
York consumer protection and civil rights laws relating to the marketing and commercialization in New York of our
PPM ratings service (the New York State Action ). The lawsuit sought civil penalties and an order preventing us from
continuing to publish our PPM listening estimates in New York.

On January 7, 2009, we joined in a Stipulated Order on Consent (the New York Settlement ) in connection with the
New York State Action. The New York Settlement, when fully performed by the Company to the reasonable
expectation of the New York Attorney General, will resolve all claims against the Company that were alleged by the
New York Attorney General in the New York State Action. In connection with the New York Settlement, we also
agreed to dismiss the New York Federal Action.

In connection with the New York Settlement, we have agreed to achieve specified metrics concerning telephone
number-based, address-based, and cell-phone-only sampling, and to take all reasonable measures designed to achieve
certain specified metrics concerning sample performance indicator and in-tab rates (the Specified Metrics ) in our New
York local market PPM ratings service by agreed dates. We also will make certain disclosures to users and potential
users of our audience estimates, report to the New York Attorney General on our performance against the Specified
Metrics, and make all reasonable efforts in good faith to obtain and retain accreditation by the MRC of our New York
local market PPM ratings service. If, by October 15, 2009, we had not: (i) obtained accreditation from the MRC of our
New York local market PPM ratings service, (ii) achieved all of the minimum requirements set forth in the New York
Settlement, and (iii) taken all reasonable measures designed to achieve the minimum requirements set forth in the
New York Settlement, the New York Attorney General reserved the right to rescind the New York Settlement and
reinstitute litigation against us for the allegations made in the civil action. While we cannot provide any assurance that
the New York Attorney General will not seek to reinstitute litigation against us for the allegations made in the civil
action, we believe we have taken all reasonable measures to achieve the minimum requirements set forth in the New
York Settlement.

We have paid $200,000 to the New York Attorney General in settlement of the claims and $60,000 for
investigative costs and expenses.
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On October 9, 2008, the Company and certain of our executive officers received subpoenas from the New York
Attorney General regarding, among other things, the commercialization of the PPM ratings service in New York and
purchases and sales of Arbitron securities by those executive officers. The New York Settlement does not affect these
subpoenas.

New Jersey

On October 10, 2008, we commenced a civil action in the United States District Court for the District of New
Jersey, seeking a declaratory judgment and injunctive relief against the New Jersey Attorney General to prevent any
attempt by the New Jersey Attorney General to restrain our publication of our PPM listening estimates (the New
Jersey Federal Action ).

On October 10, 2008, the State of New Jersey commenced a civil action against us in the Superior Court of New
Jersey for Middlesex County, alleging violations of New Jersey consumer fraud and civil rights laws relating to the
marketing and commercialization in New Jersey of our PPM ratings service (the New Jersey State Action ). The
lawsuit sought civil penalties and an order preventing us from continuing to publish our PPM listening estimates in
New Jersey.

On January 7, 2009, we joined in a Final Consent Judgment (the New Jersey Settlement ) in connection with the
New Jersey State Action. The New Jersey Settlement, when fully performed by the Company to the reasonable
expectation of the New Jersey Attorney General, will resolve all claims against the Company that were alleged by the
New Jersey Attorney General in the New Jersey State Action. In connection with the New Jersey Settlement, we also
agreed to dismiss the New Jersey Federal Action. As part of the New Jersey Settlement, the Company denied any
liability or wrongdoing.

In connection with the New Jersey Settlement, we have agreed to achieve, and in certain circumstances to take
reasonable measures designed to achieve, Specified Metrics in our New York and Philadelphia local market PPM
ratings services by agreed dates. We also will make certain disclosures to users and potential users of our audience
estimates, report to the New Jersey Attorney General on our performance against the Specified Metrics, and make all
reasonable efforts in good faith to obtain and retain accreditation by the MRC of our New York and Philadelphia local
market PPM ratings services. If, by December 31, 2009, we had not obtained accreditation from the MRC of either
our New York or Philadelphia local market PPM ratings service and also had failed to achieve all of the Specified
Metrics, the New Jersey Attorney General reserved the right to rescind the New Jersey Settlement and reinstitute
litigation against us for the allegations made in the New Jersey Action. While we cannot provide any assurance that
the New Jersey Attorney General will not seek to reinstitute litigation against us for the allegations made in the civil
action, we believe we have taken all reasonable measures to achieve the minimum requirements set forth in the New
Jersey Settlement.

The Company has paid $130,000 to the New Jersey Attorney General for investigative costs and expenses.

Jointly in connection with the New York Settlement and the New Jersey Settlement, the Company also created and
funded a non-response bias study in the New York market, funded an advertising campaign promoting minority radio
in major trade journals, and paid a single lump sum of $100,000 to the National Association of Black Owned
Broadcasters ( NABOB ) for a joint radio project between NABOB and the Spanish Radio Association to support
minority radio.

Maryland

On February 6, 2009, we announced that we had reached an agreement with the Office of the Attorney General of
Maryland regarding our PPM ratings services in the Washington, DC and Baltimore local markets. In connection with
the Washington, DC local market we agreed to achieve, and in certain circumstances take reasonable measures
designed to achieve Specified Metrics by agreed dates. We will also make certain disclosures to users and potential
users of our audience estimates and take all reasonable efforts to obtain accreditation by the MRC of our Washington,
DC local market PPM service. We have agreed to use comparable methods and comply with comparable terms in
connection with the commercialization of the PPM service in the Baltimore local market that reflect the different
demographic characteristics of that local market and the timetable for commercializing the PPM service in the
Baltimore local market.
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Florida

On July 14, 2009, the State of Florida commenced a civil action against us in the Circuit Court of the Eleventh
Judicial Circuit in and for Miami-Dade County, Florida, alleging violations of Florida consumer fraud law relating to
the marketing and commercialization in Florida of our PPM ratings service. The lawsuit seeks civil penalties of
$10,000 for each alleged violation and an order preventing us from continuing to publish our PPM listening estimates
in Florida. The Company has answered the Complaint and is in the process of negotiating a confidentiality agreement
with the plaintiff regarding the exchange of documents.

The Company intends to defend itself and its interests vigorously against these allegations.

We are involved from time to time in a number of judicial and administrative proceedings considered ordinary with
respect to the nature of our current and past operations, including employment-related disputes, contract disputes,
government proceedings, customer disputes, and tort claims. In some proceedings, the claimant seeks damages as well
as other relief, which, if granted, would require substantial expenditures on our part. Some of these matters raise
difficult and complex factual and legal issues, and are subject to many uncertainties, including, but not limited to, the
facts and circumstances of each particular action, and the jurisdiction, forum and law under which each action is
pending. Because of this complexity, final disposition of some of these proceedings may not occur for several years.
As such, we are not always able to estimate the amount of our possible future liabilities. There can be no certainty that
we will not ultimately incur charges in excess of present or future established accruals or insurance coverage.
Although occasional adverse decisions (or settlements) may occur, we believe that the likelihood that final disposition
of these proceedings will, considering the merits of the claims, have a material adverse impact on our financial
position or results of operations is remote.
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Item 1A. Risk Factors

See Item 1A. Risk Factors in our Annual Report on Form 10-K for the year ended December 31, 2009 for a
detailed discussion of risk factors affecting Arbitron.
ITEM 6. EXHIBITS

Incorporated by Reference

SEC
Exhibit File Filing Filed
No. Exhibit Description Form No. Exhibit Date Herewith
(10) Executive Compensation Plans and
Arrangements
10.1 Arbitron 2008 Equity

Compensation Plan Form of
Non-Statutory Stock Option
Agreement

10.2 Arbitron Inc. 2008 Equity
Compensation Plan Form of
Performance-Based Restricted
Stock Unit Agreement

10.3 Arbitron Inc. 2008 Equity
Compensation Plan Form of
Performance-Based Deferred
Stock Unit Agreement for
William T. Kerr

10.4 Arbitron Inc. Performance
Cash Award Program

10.5 Arbitron Inc. Form of
Performance Cash Award
Letter

10.6 Amended and Restated

Schedule of Non-Employee
Director Compensation

31.1 Certification of Chief
Executive Officer pursuant to
Securities Exchange Act of
1934 Rule 13a 14(a)

31.2 Certification of Chief
Financial Officer pursuant to
Securities Exchange Act of
1934 Rule 13a  14(a)
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32.1 Certifications of Chief
Executive Officer and Chief
Financial Officer pursuant to
18 U.S.C. Section 1350, as
adopted pursuant to Section
906 of the Sarbanes Oxley Act
of 2002

*  Filed or
furnished

herewith
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Pursuant to the requirements of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, the Registrant has duly caused this Report to
be signed on its behalf by the undersigned thereunto duly authorized.
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ARBITRON INC.

By: /s/ SEAN R. CREAMER
Sean R. Creamer
Executive Vice President of Finance and
Planning and Chief Financial Officer (on
behalf of the registrant and as the
registrant s principal financial and
principal accounting officer)

Date: May 6, 2010
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