


Accordingly, if the Commission grants the Amici’s motion for leave to file their Amicus
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Amicus Brief.

Respectfully submitted,

Grejgory P. Sfone

Steven M. Perry

MUNGER, TOLLES & OLSON LLP
355 South Grand Avenue, 35th Floor
Los Angeles, California 90071-1560
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A. Douglas Melamed

Paul R.Q. Wolfson

WILMER CUTLER PICKERING
HALE AND DORR LLP
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terminating the effects of unlawful conduct” (Remedy Op. 4).> Nor do the Commission’s
consent orders in In re Union Qil Co., No. 9305, 2005 WL 2003365 (F.T.C. Aug. 2, 2005), and
In re Dell Computer Corp., 121 F.T.C. 616 (1996), bolster amici’s claims. See Amicus Br. 13-

14. Those orders do not on their face bar the respondents from seeking royalties or damages

i1 2 - 1 Lo 2 1 1 1 hl 1 " _* i1 _ , . 1 i 1
i A e —— e g 1

can provide no precedent for the approach that amici urge upon the Commission today. Rambus
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IIi. AMICI’S ASSERTIONS ABOUT THE IMPACT OF THE COMMISSION’S
ORDER AND THE STATE OF THE DRAM MARKET ARE WITHOUT MERIT.

Amici’s suggestion that allowing Rambus to recover royalties at above-MAR rates for
past use of its technologies would deprive the Order of significant effect is both legally and

factually flawed. Among other things, the Commission’s Order will substantially curtail
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- research and development efforts. Reply of Respondent Rambus Inc. in Support of Motion for










