








each invalid and should be rejected. Hence, Complaint Counsel submits, the DOJ Motion can and

discovery and otherwise defend itself in this action.

1. Rambus’s Arguments Ignore Decades of Legal Precedent Ruling That Alleged










[the] litigation, with concomitant expense.””) (alteration in original) (emphasis added). Of course, this
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Rambus Mem. 21.

The problem with this argument is simply this: It is not the DRAM manufacturers whose alleged

conduct is on trial here. Nor, given the legal authorities discussed above, is it permissible for Rambus
to attempt to put the DRAM makers, or their alleged misdeeds, on trial. Because the focus of this case

is the allegedly deceptive and monopolistic conduct of Rambus, it follows that any remedy imposed in
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