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109. Rambus joined JEDEC at the beginning of 1992, and it attended its last JEDEC meeting
in December 1995.  (CX 601 at 1; Crisp 8/10/01 Micron Depo. Tr., 853:18-854:1). 
Rambus did not pay its 1996 membership dues and formally notified JEDEC in
June 1996 that it had withdrawn from the organization.  (CX 887 at 1).

Response to Finding No. 109.:





asserted.  See CCRF 676. 

700.  In its analyses of Rambus’s patents, Mitsubishi focused on some of the four features
at issue here.  For example, as noted above, a Mitsubishi analysis of the claims of the PCT
application specifically calls out the “modifiable access time register” and note its similarity to
“SDRAM latency control.”  (RX 2213A at 27).

Response to Finding No. 700: This proposed finding is without any credible

record support, for the reasons set forth at CCRF 676-77.


