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http://www hoovers.com/intel-uk/--ID__139705--/free-co-factsheet.xhtml?cm_ven=PAIDcm_cat=IN...

CCTHKE&{ %%?gg%ation (UK) Ltd. Swindon, United Kingdom

Hoover's coverage by Jeff Dorsch

Headquarters:
Intel UK serves as the European headquarters for the Pipers Way
world's top semiconductor maker. The company Swindon
manufactures microprocessors, used in desktop... SN3 1RJ, United
Kingdom (Map)
Key Intel UK Financials
Company Type Subsidiary of Intel Corp. -
Main Headquarters
Fiscal Year-End . December

Emplovees -

Competition

Competitive Landscape for Electronic Components & Semiconductor
Mamufacture
The industry depends highly on demand from the computer industry and makers of

telecommunications products like cell phones, which can vary sharply from year to
year. Companies can be successful...

Top Intel UK Competitors

AMD
IBM Microelectronics
Texas Instruments

Intel UK Executives
Title Name & Bio | Contact
Managing Director; Director Marketing John Network | E-mail
EMEA Woodget

Group Marketing Director, EMEA Marketing @ Rick Skett Network | E-mail
Organisation

Group Marketing Director, EMEA Marketing - Mark Brailey - Network | E-mail
Organisation
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ernational Litigation: Protective Measures and Judicial Assistance

<onts are to be found.? In exercising its discretion, the English court will
& the degree of risk to which the-foreign party would be exposed.®!:
-5 e evidence is to be obitained from another part of the United Kingdom;
ine procedures are:available as’ in- the-case of a politically foreign
i The sensitivities surrounding' the issue of state sovereignty are, of
-absent but.the: English couit will nonetheléss exercise care before -
ving an order. So, when a Letter of Request is to be addressed to a court.-
githier part of the United Kingdom;' the English court as the’ réquesting
wilk-itself examine the proposed request to see if it is ‘one which meets -
gitirements of ‘the: fequested court® such as those laid’down by the
ciof Lords in- Re” Westinghouse Urariuti Contract Litigation: MDL -
No'235‘33 A‘i-.A".;»._.:'::‘,.i'f_t--.._-, S : .' e Lt
§7a principle of English civil procedure that 4" party’ obtaifis by his Gwn
' the evidence he neéds-to'suppoit his case: The means used may include
faking in foreign countries of any steps which may lawfully be takern there,
as the making of a direct application to a foreign court for a procedural

Jidcovery which & United Statés couirt may make under its dwn procedural
veii if theevidence”is- inténded for use’ in English procéédings.> -
wever the English court may restrain the use of foreign ptocedures where: .

-use would be unconscionable, as where it was proposed to take pre-trial
Epositions fromy persoris whoit it wag proposed to call (and who were willing
A$ Witriessés iti-the ‘English trial3® United States™ cotirts iy ‘aséist.

tider the Taw of the foreign jurisdict
ourt 1s required,*® but the court will gu

The Heidbing (19937 2 L165as Rip. 3245 Briannigan' Disison T100T] AIG: 238 (PC);

¥ tissement SA [2001) 1.L.Pr, 37 (CA). .
¢ 3! Morris v Banque Arabe et Interngtionale d’Investissément SA [2001] LL.Pr. 37 (CAR™
. % Stewart v Calldghan, 1996 SLT. (Sh:CQ- 12, - - ame? oms 2ot
: 33[1978] A.C. 547 (see below, para, 8-088). - - - = .. R SR R T SR
© 3 South Caroling Insurariceé Co Assurantie Magtshappij. “Dé Zevén Provincien” NV [1987]A.C.
Coe 24 e Ly b FUNEDL ealay U SO T
! 35.Qmeéga Croup Holdings Lid v Kozeny [2002] CL:C. 132
%628 US.C., 51782

37 Eyromepa SA v R Esmerian In¢;- 154 F.3d 24 (2d Cir: 1998) (1o likeliiood of evidence béing
used in foreign jurisdiction; assistance refused); Intel Corp v Advanced Micro Devices Inc, 342

U.S. 241 (2004) {Buropean Comynission a “tribunal” when adjudicating).
38 Intel Corp v Advanced Micro Devices Inc, 542 U.S: 241 (2004). : - (.
39 fntel Corp v Advariced Micro Devices Inc, 542 U.3. 241 (2004) K
« Re Application of Malev Hungarian Airlines, 964 F, 2d.97.(2d Cir: 1992); certi-den;:sub nom.

United Technologies International v Malev Hungarian Alrlines, 506 U8 861 (1992).. -7
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§ available vider the Law of that Coitt; for example an exténsive order.

D Canci&&
Trust Ltd v Stolzenberg [1998] LL.Pr.290; Morris v Bangue Arabe et Internationale d’Inves--.
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. Obtaining evidence in England for use in another jurisdiction,

oo Procedure. Loy o e

cause: offence: to: the foreign court®!. or are vehicles. for harassment 2 Thig
power is-not-intended to provide discovery of documents maintained Within
the. foreign forum.®® It does not apply to. arbitration proceedings.® The
English court will not testrain.a: party from. taking .such-steps in a foreign
country- unless. they amount to unconscionable conduct interfering with the
due process of the English court or invade the Ie gal, or equitable rights of
another Pal'tY‘S Lo e SR e DL IR R P A
-..As between the different parts of the United Kingdom,; the same principleg
no doubt obtain, but the requested court might well give closer attention to the
question. whether a similar remedy were available in-the part in which the
principal action was to be heard, So, in ordering disclosure of documents n
Scotland to assist a party to an English patent action, the Inner- House of the
Court of Session noted that it-might not serve the ends of justice to do what
would -not be. done by. the court in which the main proceedings were. in
train.*¢ o [ e L & BRI

cases it is possible for evidence to be taken in England.for use in foreign
procoedings, This may. occur with or without the involvement of the anthor-
ities of thig country,.. .. -. - ST Sl

: 3 the assistance, of the English. court. | The A
objection in English law fo the taking of evidence vired for use in foreign
proceedings without the infervention or pérmission.of an English court or
official agericy. Such ention will be required if measures of compuision

Taking, evidence without the assistance

power to'adhiriister
aking evidence in “éivil
eign country,*” ‘and a foreign
general power to administer oaths
presents. B

cer has

in accordance with the law of the country

Taking evidence by order of the High Court. The High Court may order the
taking of evidence in England at the request of a foreign court or tribunal
under the Eviderice (Proceedings in Other Jurisdictions) Act 1975.4° There is
no inherent jurisdiction; the only powers available. to the courts in this.context

“' Re Application of Bayer'AG, 146 F.3d.188 (3d Cir., 1998)..
2 Re Request for Assistance from Ministry of Legal Affairs: of Trinidad and, Tobago;. 848 F-2d
1151 (11th Cir. 1988).. L v ERET N vt
42 Re’ Application..of. Sarrio : SA. for ‘Assistance . before. Foreign - Tribunal,. [1996]. LE.Pr. 564
(S:DN.Y. 1995) (but point reserved on appeal: 119 E 3d 143 (24 Cir. 1997)); Four Pillars
Enterprises Co v Avery Dennison. Corp, 308 E3d. 1075; 1079-80- (9th- Cir.. 2002).. (also
inconclusive), . : e Lo

4 National Broadcasting Co v Bear Stearns & Co; 165 F.3d 184 (2d Cir. 1999 See Smit (1997)
- 8 Am. Rev. Int. Arb. 153.....; e :
“S ibid, e -

%€ Union Carbide Corp v BP .Chemicals Ltd; 1995 SL.T. 972 ;
%7 Oaths and Evidence (Overseas Authorities:and Countries). Act 1963; 5.1,
“2 Consular Relations: Act 1968, s.10(1), i L o
“® For procedure.see CPR; 11.34.16-34.21...-
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