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testimony of Rambus' s experts on these issues could have been and should have been
expected by Complaint Counsel.

3. | have attached, as exhibit B, a chart that is intended to show that Terry Lee and
other fact witnesses have already addressed the issues that Complaint Counsel would like
Messrs. Lee, Ryan and Jacob to discuss.

4. | have attached, as exhibit C, achart that is intended to show that
Professor Jacob himself has already addressed most of the issues that Complaint Counsel
would like him to discuss.

5. | have attached, as exhibit D, a chart that is intended to show that contrary to a
suggestion last week by Complaint Counsel, Professor McAfee did addressin histrial
testimony certain issues that had been raised only in hisrebuttal report and not in hisinitial
report.

| declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on July 28, 2003 at Washington, D.C.

Steven M. Perry
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CERTIFICATION

I, James M. Berry, hereby certify that the electronic copy of the Declaration of Seven M. Perry in
Support of Rambus’'s Motion for an Order Limiting the Scope of Rebuttal Evidence and Excluding
the Testimony of Kevin Ryan, Terry Lee and Bruce Jacob accompanying this certification isatrue
and correct copy of the paper version that is being filed with the Secretary of the Commission on
July 29, 2003 by other means.

James M. Berry
July 29, 2003
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