IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

IN RE

INTEL CORPORATION
MICROPROCESSOR ANTITRUST
LITIGATION

MDL No, 1717-1IF

ADVANCED MICRO DEVICES, INC,, &
Delaware corporation, and AMD
INTERNATIONAL SALES & SERVICES, LTD,,
a Delaware corporation,

Plaintiffs,
C.A. No, 05441-1JF
V.

INTEL CORPORATION, a Delaware corporation,
and INTEL KABUSHIKI KAISHA, a Japanese
corporation,

Defendants,

PHIL PAUL, on behalf of himself

and al| others similarly situated, C.A, No. 05-485-1JF
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Plaintiffs, CONSOLIDATED ACTION
VI
INTEL CORPORATION,
Defendants.
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WHEREAS, on April 14, 2009, the Court entered Case Management Order No. 7
(“CMO 7"), establishing a March 29, 2010 trial date In C.A, No. 05-441-JJF (the “AMD Action™),

a fact discovery cut-off of June 12, 2009, and various other dates leading up to trial; and

RLF1.3404591-|



WHEREAS, the parties have made their best efforts to schedule all depositions of
percipient witnesses prior to the June 12, 2009, cutoff for fact discovery; and

WHEREAS, the partics collectlvely conducted thirty-two days of deposition in January,
forty-five days In February, sixty-seven days in March, fifty-nine days in April and seventy-one
days in May (with as many as eleven depositions being conducted in a single day); and

WHEREAS, through June 8, the parties have taken thirty-two days of deposition in June,
and have scheduled an additlonal twenty-elght days of deposition during the four days between
and Including June 9 and June 12; and

WHEREAS, despite their best efforts, the parties have been unable to schedule & small
number of depositions for dates prior to the June 12 fact discovery cutoff date;

WHEREAS, the partics agree that it Is appropriate for certain depositions to be conducted
after the June [2 fact discovery cutoff date, including the following ]

1. The deposition of Intel witness James Relnders was set for June 10, and
the deposition of Inte] witness Joe Wolf was set for June 11, AMD has requested the production
by Intel of certaln data which AMD believes i{s necessary for these depositions. To avoid
requiring Mr, Reinders and Mr, Wolf'to appear a second time for their depositions following the

anticipated production of that Intel data, the parties agree that their depositions should be

! In addition to the depositions addressed in this stipulation, there are depositions of ¢ertain
HP witmesses (R, Welker, T. Clark, S, Stallard and Carly Florina) which the parties have been
unable to schedule before June 12, which are addressed in a separate submission to the Court.
There are also depositions of two AMD witnesses (K. Oji and K. Matsomoto) which the Court has
already issued an order providing that they should proceed in Osaka, Japan on June 17 and 18, In
addition, the parties have been meeting and conferring regarding several Rule 30(b)(6) depositions
of AMD which were noticed by Intel in April and May. The parties have agreed to address those
Rule 30(b)(6) depositions pursuant to & soparate stipulation flled with the Court, Finally, thers arc
a few other depositions (including Office Depet, Staples, K, Lefebvre, and NEC Corp of America)
addressed in another submisslion or submissions, which Inte] and the Class have agreed to schedule
after the June 12 cutoff.
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postponed untll the partles have resolved {ssues regarding the data production, which the parties
expect to resolve very shortly. The partles further agres that the depositions should be set as
expeditiously as reasonably possible after the June 12 fact discovery cutoff dats, at a time and
place convenient to the witnesses and the parties;

2. For reasons beyond the parties’ control, two Synnex witnesses, Robert
Huang and Steve Ichinaga, have been unable to sit for their depositions prior to the June 12 fact
discovery cutoff date. Both witnesses are available for deposition on June 19, and the parties
agree the depositions should proceed on that date;

3. The parties have been unable to find 2 mutually-convenient date for a Rule
30(b)(6) depaosition of AMD regarding cost data prior to June 12, but agree that the deposition
should proceed on June 17;

4, The depositions of Intel witnesses Robert Baker and David Perimutter
were conducted, in part, but not completed, in January and April, respectively. Mr. Baker and
Mr. Perlmutter have pressing business commitments such that they are not available for the
conclusions of their depositions prior to June 12, but are available on June 19, and July 1,
respectively.  The parties agroe that the depositions should proceed on those dates.

5, The depositions of former AMD employees Ken Morrissey and David
Somo were conducted, in part, but not completed, on June 1 and June 10, respectively, Mr.
Morrlssey and Mr. Somo have pressing business commitments such that they are unavailable for

the completion of their depositions prior to June 12, but are avallable on June 15 and June 24,

respectively. The partles agree that the deposition should proceed on those dates,
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NOW, THEREFORE, THE COURT MAKES THE FOLLOWING ORDER;

1, The depositions of James Reinders and Joe Wolf may be taken as cxpeditiously as
reasonably possible after the June 12, 2009, discovery cutoff date, at a time and place convenient
to the witnesses and the parties.

2, The depositions of Robert Huang and Steve Ichinaga may be taken on June 19, or
on another date as expeditiously as reasonably possible after the June 12, 2009, discovery cutoff

date, at & time and place convenient to the witnesses and the parties.

3. The Rule 30(b)(6) deposition of AMD regarding cost data may be taken on June
17, or on another date as ¢xpeditiously as reasonably possible after the June 12, 2009, discovery
cutoff date, at a time and place convenient to the parties.

4, The depositions of Ken Morrissey, Robert Baker, David Somo, and David
Perlmutter may be continued and cencluded on June 15, June 19, June 24, and July 1,
respectively, or on other dates as expeditiously as reasonably possible after the June 12, 2009,
discovery cutoff date, at a time and place convenient to the witnesses and the parties.

3, Except as provided herein, the deadlines set forth in CMO 7 remain unaltered by

thls order.
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/s/ Richard L. Horwitz {s/ Fyederick L_Cottrell, II]

Richard L. Horwitz (#2246) Frederick L., Cottrell, III (#2555)
W. Harding Drane, Jr, (#1023) Chad M. Shandler (#3796)
POTTER ANDERSON & CORROON LLP Steven J. Fineman (#4025)
Hercules Plaza, 6th Floor RICHARDS, LAYTON & FINGER, P.A.
1313 N. Market Street One Rodney Square
Post Office Box 951 920 North King Street
Wilmington, DE 19890-0951 Wilmington, DE 19899
(302) 984-6000 (302) 651-7836
rhorwitz@potteranderson.com cottrell@rlf.com
wdrane@potteranderson.com shandler@rlf.com

fineman@rlf.com
Attorneys for Intel Corporation and Intel Attorneys for Advance Mioro Devices, Inc. and
Kabushiki Kaisha AMD International Sales & Service, Ltd
/). Clavton Athey

James L, Holzman (#663)

J, Clayton Athey (#4378)

PRICKETT JONES & ELLIOTT, P.A.
1310 King Street

Post Office Box 1328

Wilmington, DE 19899

(302) B88-6509 -
jholzman@prickett.com
Jeathey@prickett.com

Interim Liaison Counsel and Attorneys for Phil
Paul, on behalf of himself and all others
similarly situated

Entered this
/z_th day of Juns, 2009.
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