





8. In producing documents responsive to this subpoena, you must produce them in

the manner in which they are kept in the ordinary course of business or organize or label them to
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9. As used herein, the term “RAND?” is an acronym for the phrase “reasonable and
non-discriminatory.”

10. For your convenience, a copy of the Confidentiality Order entered by the
Administrative Law Judge in this proceeding is enclosed herewith.

11. Sections 3.38(A)(a)-(b) of the FTC Rules of Practice provide as follows:

“(a)  Any person withholding material responsive to a
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requested pursuant to § 3.35, a request for production or access
pursuant to § 3.37, or any other request for the production of
materials under this part, shall assert a claim of privilege or any
simylar claim not later than the date spt fQr nroductign af the




you by Rambus under the Rambus NDA was previously known to you.

3. All documents relating to the issue of whether any of the technology disclosed to
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4. All documents relating to the issue of whether any of the technology disclosed to
you by Rambus under the Rambus NDA was novel, original, or an advance over prior art.
5. Documents sufficient to identify the name(s) of any inside counsel and outside

counsel who in 1989, 1990, 1991, 1992, or 1993 reviewed or considered:

a. any of the disclosures made by Rambus to you under the Rambus NDA,;
b. any of the issues described in request nos. 2-4, above.
6. All documents provided to inside counsel or outside counsel in 1989, 1990, 1991,

1992, or 1993 in connection with any review by counsel of the information, materials and issues
described in request nos. 2-5, above.

7. All documents relating to any opinion of counsel sought or obtained by you prior
to Decémber 1995 regarding any intellectual property rights owned or claimed by Rambus.

8. All documents relating to the use in any JEDEC—compliant memory device
manufactured, sold or used by you of any of the technology disclosed to you by Rambus under
the Rambus NDA.

9. All documents that the company has provided to the Federal Trade Commission
(“FTC”), or any other person, in connection with the FTC’s investigation of Rambus or the

FTC’s action against Rambus.



12. All documents relating to any of the following technologies, features, or possible
technologies or features of DRAM, including SDRAM, DDR SDRAM, DDR 2 SDRAM, and
RDRAM:

¢)) programmable CAS latency,

2) programmable burst length,

3) on-chip PLL or on-chip DLL,

4) dual-edge clocking,

(5 multi-bank design,

(6) externally supplied reference voltage, _
@) low-voltage swing,

® source-synchronous clocking, and

) auto pre-charge,

13. All documents, including but not limited to, patents, pending or future patent
applications, or contemplated patent amendments or filings, listing, describing, covering,
evaluating, or relating to alternative technologies or features that might be used to perform the
same function(s) as the technology listed in numbers one through nine of paragraph 12 above.

14. All documents relating to the October 1991 meeting in Portland, Oregon
referenced on page 4 of the December 1991 JEDEC meeting minutes, attached as exhibit “A”
hereto.

15. All documents relating to any of the following subjects:

a. JEDEC patent policies;
b. DRAM chip pricing, or the cost of DRAM chips; or
c. the FTC’s investigation of, or action against, Rambus.

16. All documents relating to policies or instructions regarding the conduct or
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including but not limited to employment agreements regarding disclosure or discussion of
pending or future patent applications.
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contemplated patent amendments or filings that any employee of the company considered

disclosing to JEDEC, whether or not disclosure actually occurred.
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contemplated patent filings or amendments that any one from your company believed, or were in
fact, related to or were involved in the work of JEDEC .

20. All documents relating to any effort to search, or any decision not to search, for
patents, pending or future patent applications, or contemplated patent filings or amendments for
the purpose of making a disclosure to JEDEC in compliance with JEDEC rules.
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36.  All documents relating to the factors affecting the price of any actual or proposed

DRAM product or technology.

37.  All documents relating to the importance, or lack of importance, of JEDEC

DRAM standards.
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between SDRAMs.

39.  All documents comparing the cost of manufacture or use of any actual or




Micron Technology, Inc., IBM, Nividia Corporation, Texas Instruments (“TI"), Fujitsu, Toshiba,
ADT, SLDRAM Inc., Mosaid, Synclink, Ramlink, AMI2, InQuest Market Research, Semico
Research Corp., Electronics Buyers News, Electronic News, EE Times, any other electronic

trade magazine or publication, Desi Rhoden, Mark Kellogg, Howard Sussman, Willibald Meyer,
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c. the company’s daily inventory of DRAM chips; and
d. the daily quantity of DRAM chips sold.
58. All documents that support or relate to the proposition that royalties paid by the
. companv to Rambus during the relevant oricing veriod had an impact on the sale price of the
——————————————————————————————————————

corﬁpany’s DRAM chips during the relevant pricing period.

59. All documents relating to any estimate of the company’s market share in the
DRAM chip market during the relevant pricing period.

60.  All documents relating to any communication between the company and any
other manufacturer of DRAM chips concerning the price or manufacture of DRAM chips.

61.  All documents relating to the quantity of DRAM chips manufactured by any other

DRAM manufacturer.
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DRAM manufacturer.

63. All documents that the company has provided to the Department of Justice
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until completed. The testimony at the deposition will be recorded by videographic and

stenographic means.

In accordance with Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6), Micron shall
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testify on its behalf as to each of the topics set forth in the attached Schedule A. Micron is
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Dated: January 12, 2001

Bn . Riopelle, VSB #36454
Ro¥ert M. Tyler, VSB #37861
McGUIRE WOODS LLP

One James Center

901 East Cary Street

Richmond, Virginia 23219-4030
(804) 775-1000

C. Torrence Armstrong, VSB #13739
Warren E. Zirkle, VSB #15321
McGUIRE WOODS LLP
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Gregory S. Arovas
Clifford E. Wilkins
Thomas D. Pease
Maxine Y. Graham
Todd M. Friedman
KIRKLAND & ELLIS
Citigroup Center

153 East 53rd Street

New York, New York 10022
(212) 446-4800

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANTS
INFINEON TECHNOLOGIES AG and
INFINEON TECHNOLOGIES NORTH AMERICA CORP.






SCHEDULE B

Definitions
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parents, corporate predecessors and past or present subsidiaries, affiliates, divisions,
departments affigersditerines, prinningls. goete npdepmamto--~ne - |
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2. The term “JEDEC” means the JEDEC Solid State Technology Assocxatxon, 1ts
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Committee, officers, committees, ad-hoc committees, task forces, working groups, agents
or employees.
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PROOF OF SERVICE

DATE PLACE

SERVED January 12, 2001

Micron Technology, Inc. Federal Express
SERVED BY (PRINT NAME) ' TTE
Clifford E. Wilkins, Jr., Esq. (Attorney for Infineon Technologies AG, Infineon

Technalogies Narth. Ameriea G andinfinenn
Technologies Holding North America Inc.)

~ DECLARATION OF SERVER

| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the foregoing information
contained in the Proof of Service is true and correct.

Executed on / / (T, Z//
DATE ¢

Kirkland & Ellis, 153 East 53" Street

New York New York 10022
ADDRESS OF SFRVER

Rule 45, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Parts C & D:

(c) PROTECTION OF PERSONS SUBJECT TO SUBPOENAS. such a person may in order to attend trial be commanded to trave! from
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STIPULATION RE USE IN FTC v. RAMBUS
OF PREVIOUST.Y PRODUCED DOCUMENTS
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Technologies AG, et al., case no. 3:00CV524 (E.D. Va.) may be used by the parties to the

FTC v. Rambus matter as if they had been produced in that matter.

DATED: _ MICRON TECHNOLOGY, INC.

Its




