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J, SARRElT A McDONOUGH, declare as follows: 

I. J aro an attorney at Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher, counsel ofrecord for Intel 

Corporation and Intel Kabushild Kaisha ("Intel") in this matter. I am licensed to practice law in 

the State ofCaIifornia. I have personal knowledge of the matters stated in this declaration and, if 

called as a witness, could and would testify competently to them. 

2. Attached as Exhibit A is a true and correct copy of the subpoena Intel served on 

McKinsey & Company on or about Juoe 21,2006 ("McKinsey subpoena"). 

3. I have been working On behalf on Intel with respect to the McKinsey subpoena 

and have been responsible for negotiating the scope of McKinsey' s document production in this 

matter. 

4. On February 4, 2008, I spoke with Heidi Balk, couosel for McKinsey, regarding 

McKinsey's document production in response to the McKinsey subpoena. 

5. On February 4, 2008, I sent an e-mail to Ms. Balk containing a list of follow-up 

issues related to McKinsey's' document production, which had been raised during our telephone 

conference on February 4, 2008. One of these issues was Intel's request that McKinsey produce 

all "documents relating to [its work onl 'Slingshot' or the filing oflitigation or complaints 

against InteL" A true and correct copy of my email dated February 4, 2008 is included in an e­

mail chain attached hereto as Exhibit B. 

6. On March 17,2008, Ms. Balk sent me an email identifying the projects McKinsey 

has worked on for AMD. A true and correct copy offhls email is included in an e-mail chain 

attached hereto as Exhibit B. 

Al73056B44.l 



7. On June 26, 2008, I spoke with Christina Weis, a colleague of Ms. Balk's at the 

law fum of Stroock & Stroock & Lavan LLP, who had taken oVer representation of McKillsey 

from Ms. Balk. During that conversation, Ms. Weis responded to the various outstanding issues 

rrused in my February 4,2008 email to Ms. Balk (Exhibit B). Ms. Weis confirmed that 

McKillsey had no documents responsive to Intel's request for any and all communications Or 

documents relating to AMD's filing of complrunts with regulatory agencies or its civil suit 

against 1ntel- referred to by AMD as "Slingshot." Ms. Weis added that, in fact, AMD had asked 

McKillsey to assist on "Slingshot" but Md3nsey had affumatively declined AMD's request due 

to legal concerns. 

8. On July 1,2008, I sent Ms. Weis a letter confirming our June 26, 2008 

conversation. A 1rne and correct copy of this letter is attached hereto as Exhibit C. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Execu1ed this 

.1L... day of T \J VVL , 2009 at Los Angeles, California. 

2 
A/73056844.1 



EXHIBIT A·· 



Case 1:05-md·01717-JJF Document 172-7 Filed 06/23/2006 Page 11 of 58 

Issued by the 

UNI1ED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
sOUTHERNDISTRlCT OF NEWYORJ( 

Advanced Micro Devices,lnc. and AMD 
International Sales & Services, Ltd. 

v. 
Intel Corporation and Intel Kabusbild Kaisha 

TO: McKinsey & Company 
clo Jean Molino, McKinsey & Company 
55 East 52"' Street 
NewYork,NY 10055. 

SUBPOENA IN A CIVIL CASE 

Case Number,l 05-441-JJF 
United Slates Dis1rict Cour!, 
District of Delaware 

o YOU ARE :C~~ED~ ~ppear in the Uolted Smres i;istriot coUrt at the pl.c., date, and time specified below to 
te~t.ify in the above case. 

PLACE OF T1lSTlMONY COURTROOM 

PATE AND TIME 

YOU ARE COMMANDED to appear at1he place, date, and time speoified below to testify .t1h. tIlcing of a depo,ition 
in the above case. 

PLACE OF DEPOSmON DATB AND TIME 

x YOU ARE COMMANDED to produce and permit inspection and copying of the following documents or objects atthe 
place, date, and time specified below (list documents or objeots): 

See Schedule A attached hereto 

PLACE DA'TE AND TIME 
Kesting & WWker 
I Beekman SIm: NewYDIk, NY 100lH A t 7, 2006 

YOU ARE COMMANDED to permit inspection of the following premisllS at the date and time specified below. 

PREMISES 

Any organization not a party to this suit that is subpoenaed for the taking ofa deposition sbaIl designate one or more officers, 
directors, ormFlIlagmg agentst or other persons who consent to testi.fy on its behalf) and may l;1et fbrth, for each person designated, the 

!DB1\ors on "q,;ch the pernon willles1TIy. Federal Rn\es of Civil Frocedure, 30(b)(6). 

lSSUIl'lG OFFICEit'S SlGNATURll AND TITLE (lNDlCATE IF 

ISSUIl'lO OFFI 
Jason C. Raofj,1d 
Howrey,LLP 

PHONE NUMllEit 

1299 FeIllJS)'lvania Ave., N.W., Washington, DC ~0004 
. (02) 283-7267 

FOItPLAlNTIFF OR DBFENDANT) DATE 

Attome for Defendants June 21, 2006 

IlER~Otlls: pending in &strict oIlIer !Imn dlsltic:l. OfmBI\Cb.!i1Atc disJric:l. under ttr.Sc n\l.tnber, 
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AOHB (Rev, I194) SUbpoena mil Chou case 

PROOF OF SERVICE 
p[.ACE 

S8.RVED 
SERVED ON (PRlNTNAMIi) MANNER OF SERVICE. 

SERVED BY [PruNTNAME) TITLE 

DE.CLARATION OF SERVER 

Ideel"", undorpenalty ofpe1jul)'underfue laws of1he United SIBle. of America1h.t1he furegoinginfonnation contained 
in the Proof of Service is true and correct 

Executed on 
DATIl 

Rule 451 Federal Rules of Civil Procedure., Parts C & D: 

(c) PROTECIlON OF PERSONS SUBlECI TO SUBPOENAS. 

(1)A party oren aliomeyresplmslble forthefssui:mce stld service ofEl 
subpoena shi:lll ta'ke reasonable step!:! to avoId Impo5lng undue humen or 
expense on a. parson subjed to that subpoena. Ihe court on behalf of 
whIch the G:ubpoona was i!>Sued shall enforce this duty and Impose Upon 
tha party or attorney Itt breach ofthls duty an appropriate sandlan which 
may include. but Is not nmited to, lost eamfngs and raasonable atttJmeY'1> 
fee. 

(2) (A) A penial'! commanded to prodUce Bnd permIt Inspection and 
copying of desIgnated boo);&, papBrs, documents or tanglbll;l things, or 
Inspecllon ofpremlses need notappe-arinpersonstthe place of pro dud Ion 
or Inspection unless commanded to appearfordeposlllon, hear\n9 ortrtal. 

(S) Subject to para9raph (d) (2) oflhls rule. a palSon conunanded 
to produce and permit inspe.ctlon and copying may, wlthln 14 deys after 
service or subpoena or before the time speolfiad for compllanca If such 
tIme Is loss than 14 days after servIce, serve upon \h~ party or attomey 
deslgnated In the subpoena wrltton DblecUon to Inspection or copying of 
any or all of the deslsnated matenals or of the prarmses. If objection "Is 
made, the patty servIng the subpoena shell notbe entltled to lnspect and 
copy matectels or Inspect the premises excapipurouant to an order of the 
courtbywhlcb the subpoena was h;suad, If obJection has been made, the 
party servIng the subpDena may, upon noUce to the peTSOn wmmandad lo 
protiuce, move at any time-for an tlrdartotompelthe productlon. Such an 
order to complyproduotlon shall proleetany person who Is nota party oran 
officer of a party from stgnlffcant expense resulting from the lnspecHon and 
ropying o(Jmmal1t1ed. 

(3) (A) On flmaly moUon, the court by whtch 8 subpoena was lssued 
shalt quash or modify the s:ubpoenalfit 

~~ falls to alloW realiOnalJte time for almpTial1C6, 
1"1 reqUIres Ii peJSQ11 who I ... not e pa.rty Dr an officer of e 

SIGNA'I1JRE OF satVER. 

ADDRESS OF SERVER 

party to traVel to a plare more than 100 m1!as from the place where that 
pefSQt) resIdes, fs employed or regularly trammels business in parstm, 
except that. subject to the provls!ons of clause: (c) (3) (a) {Il~ of this ruls, 
such a person may tn orrJarto attend tdat be t<Ommanded to 1mve.lfromany 
such place wlthJn ills state 1Il whlcb the trial Is held, or 

(In) mqulres disclosure ufprMlegad or other protected malter 
and no exception orwalver applies, or 

{Iv} subjects B pen;ol"llo IJndUe burden. 

(a.) If a subpoena 

(1) requires disclosure of alta de seaetorothercmmdenUal 
researcl1. development, or COfllmarolat Information, or 

(U) requires disclosure or an unmlalned expert=s opinion or 
information not describIng spaclnG events or occurrences in dispute and 
resulttqg from the exper!;;;s study made: notal the request of any party, or 

(I1i) reqUlres a person Who is not a party or an offICer of a 
party to !nCUfflubstanUal expense to travel more than 100 rol1a!;; to attend 
trial, the ctJurt may, to protect iii person subJet:t to or affeded by the 
subpoena, quasb Of rncdifyihe subpoena, or. if the partymwb!.l behalf the 
subpasna Is Issued shows a substantIal need for the lesUffio.ny ormat.erlal 
that c::anflotbe o\herwisemetwlthoutundua hardship Bnd aSSUres lha.tlhe 
person to whom the liubpoem'l Is addressed wal be reesonably 
compensated, the courlll'Tay order app.earam;e or production only upon 
spa.clflad CIlndiflons. 

(d) DUTIl'S IN RESPONDING TO SUBPOENA. 

(1) A pernon responding to B subpoena to produre documents shall 
prnduca them as they BfE kept In the usual COur.;G of business or shall 
orgalllz::e and label them to t;Orrespond witb the categortes In ille demand, 

{2.) When Information sUbJectto a subpQena Is wilnheltf on a claim lhat 
i~ I!:I: prilllleged or subject to protec1Jon as tna1 praparallon materlaJs, the 
claim shall be made expressly and shall be supported by a d~r1ptiOh of 
the Mime oflne documents. communlcaUons, ot things. notprodLioed that 
Is 5ufficientto enable the demandlng P9rty to contestlhll clalm. 
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The following terms sball have the meanings set furth below whenever used in 

any ili.covery request. 

1. The term "AM])" means Advanced Micro Devices, Inc., and AM]) 

International Sales & Service, Ltd., and any parent, subsidiary or affiliate entities, as well 

as the owners, partners, officers) directors, employees:r agents, and other represeritBtives of 

AdVanced Micro Devices, Inc., and AM]) International Sales & Service, Ltd. 

2. The term "Intef' rneaos Intel Corporation and Intel Kabushild Kaisha and any 

parent, subsidiary or affiliate entities, as well as the owners, psrtners, officers, directors, 

employees, agents, and other representatives of Intel Corporation and IntelK8busblki 

Kalsh .. 

3. The term "McKinsey" means the global parmer.hip McKinsey and Company 

and any affiliate entities, as well as the owners, employees, agents, and other 

representatives of McKinsey and Company. 

4. The term "lIMC" means United Microelectronics Corporation and any parent, 

subsiiliary or affiliate entitles, as well as the owners, partners, officers, directors, 

employees, agents, and other representatives of United Microelectronics Corporation. 

5. The term "COMMUNICATION" means the transmittal of information and 

encompasses every medium of information transmittal, incluiling, but not limited to, oral, 

written, graphic and electronic communication. 

6. The term "DOCl1I\lENT" is synonymous in meaning and equal in scope to the 

usage of the term in Fed. R. Clv. P. 34(8), including, witboutlimitation, electronic or 
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computerized data compilations. A draft or non-identical copy coDBtitutes a separate 

document within the meaning of the term. 

INSTRUCTIONS 

I. Documents to be produced include documents in your possession, custody, or 

control wherever located. 

2. Uruess otherwise specifically stated herein, the time period covered by.each of 

these request. is from Januery 1,2000 to the date this subpoena was issued. 

3. Documents must be produced as they are kept in the usual course of business, 

or must be organized end labeled to correspond to the document requests by number. 

4. To the extent that you withhold from production any responsive document on 

the grounds of a claim of privilege or attorney work prodUct, please provide the total 

number of responsive documents withheld from production. You are not required to 

provide at the time of production a privilege log or other description of the nature of any 

such documents. Intel ex.pressly reserves its right to seek a privilege log at a later date. 

DOCUMENT REQUESTS 

I. All DOCUMENTS that reflect COMMlINlCATIONS between AMD and 

McKinsey, including, but not limited to, all DOCUMENTS that reflect or concern any 

analyses, reports, studies, advice or reco=endations relating to AMD, Intel, or 

competition in the microprocessor market 

2. All DOCUMENTS that reflect analyses, su=aries, reports, studies, Or other 

DOCUMENTS relating to AMD'g strategy, performance, business plans, marketing, 

organization, or operations. 
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3. All DOCUMENTS that reflect analyses, s1lIIlIilllrles, reports, studies, 

co=umcations or other DOCUMENTS relating to Intel's strategy, performance, business 

plans, marketing, organization, or operations. 

4. All DOCUMENTS that reflect analyses, sommaries, reports, studies, or other 

writings relating to AMI) regarding any restructuring plans, including, but nat limited to, 

AMI)'s "Operational Flexibility" pian in 2002. 

5. All DOCUMENTS that reflect analyses, summaries, reports, studies, or ather 

writings relatiog to AMI) joint ventures, partnerships, contracts or business alliances or 

other relationships relating to microprocessor manufacturing, including, but not limited 

to, a proposed joint ventore or other relationship with UMC. 
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From: Balk, Heidi [mailto:hbalk@stroock.com} 
Sent: Monday, March 17, 2008 10:30 AM 
To: McDonough, Sarretta C. 
Subj ect: RE: AMD v. Intel ~- t'<1cKinsey Document Production 

Saretta, 

In an effort to make this gathering of documents a bit less bu,r:densome for Hckinsey and in 
an effort to assist you, I have compiled the following list that identifies the 15 
relevant studies that McKinsey conducted for AMD, and the identified scope of each study: 



My hope is that upon review at this list, you can further narrow the requests, or more 
specifically identify them - i.e., tell us you are looking for x reports for studies 36, 
39 and 31, as an example. I think we will then have an easier time gathering what you are 
looking for. 
Please call me with any questions. 

-Heidi 

-----Original Message-----
From; McDonough, Sarretta C. [mailto:SMcDonough@gibsondunn.com) 
Sent: Friday, March 14, 2008 3:37 PM 
To; Balkl Heidi 
Subject; RE! AND v. Intel McKinsey Document Production 

I'd appreciate having the scope of work docs, that way we can help narrow OUr focus. If 
we could get those by next week, that would great. 

-----Original 11essage-----
From: Balk, Heidi [mailto!hbalk@stroock.com] 
Sent: Friday, !1arch 14, 2008 12:34 PM 
To: McDonough, Sarretta C. 
Subject: RE! AND v. Intel McKinsey Document Production 

sorry. i will push them. 

-----Original Message-----
From: McDonough, Sarretta C. [mailto:SMcDonough@gibsondunn.com) 
Sent: Thu 3/13/2008 6:1, PM 
To: Balk, Heidi 
Subject: RE: AMD v. Intel -- McKinsey Document Production 

Heidi, 

Any update -- we're starting to run up against depositions soon. 

Thanks, 

Sarretta 

-----Original Message-----
From; Balk, Heidi [mailto:hbalk@stroock.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 04, 2008 3:~8 AM 
To; McDonough r Sarretta C. 
Subject: RE: AMD v. Intel -- MCKinsey Document Production 

Saretta, 
Just so you know -- I believe the partner \,'ho had worked on this left McKinsey since the 
initial production, so McKinsey is trying to figure out how to best get you the documents 
you have requested. I think thats been the source of the delay, but now they are working 
to get things together so hope to have some responses soon. Just so you know -- we arent 
ignoring you; its just taking longer than anticipated. 

anyway! I hope to be in touch again shortly. 
-heidi 

-----Original Message-----
From: McDonough, Sarretta C. [mail to: SMcDonough@gibsondunn.com] 
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Sent: Wed 2/27/2008 3:19 PM 
To: Balk, Heidi 
Cc: Liversidge, Samuel G. 
Subject: RE: AMD v. Intel -- McKinsey Document Production 

Hi Heidi, 

Just checking in with you. Let me know if you've heard anything back from McKinsey. 

Thanks! 

Barretta 

-----Original Message-----
Froro: Balk, Heidi (mailto:hbalk@stroock.coro) 
Sent: Wednesday, February 13, 2008 5:55 PM 
To: MCDonough, Barretta C. 
Subject: RE: AMD v. Intel -- McKinsey Document Production 

Saretta, 

Sorry_ I havent heard back yet, but I will surely follow up tomorrow. 
FYI, I am out of the office all of next week so hopefully I will be able to get back to 
you with some answers the following week. 

Heidi 

-----Original Message-----
From: McDonough, Barretta C. [rnailto:SMcDonough@gibsondunn.com] 
Sent: Wed 2/13/2008 6:54 PM 
To! Balk, Heidi 
Subject: RE: AMD v. Intel -- McKinsey Document Production 

Hi Heidi, 

Thought I would just send a quick email to see where things stood. Let me know if you 
have an update for us. 

Thanks! 

Sarrett a 

From: McDonough, Barretta C. 
Sent: Monday, February 04, 2008 5:43 PM 
To: hbalk@stroock.com 
Subject: AMD v. Intel -- McKinsey Document Production 

Heidi, 

It was a pleasure speaking with you earlier today. 

As promised, I have listed below the general and specific document issues raised during 
our call. I have also listed the McKinsey employees who likely have documents responsive 
to the subpoena that were not otherwise produced in McKinsey's initial production. The 
witness list is not eXhaustive, but hopefully will aid your search. Please feel free to 
email or call me at 213-229-7227 if you have any questions or wish to discuss further the 
issues raised below. 

Thank you again and best regards, 

Barretta 
Follo~-up Issues 
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1) Most of the reports i.n McKinsey's production· appear to be 
drafts, preliminary or incomplete. See e~g., MCK-004283, MCK-004047, and MCK-004l86. 
Please produce the final and all other versions of these reports, to the extent such 
documents exist. 

2) Several reports cite to interviews with or quote statements 
from "senior e:x.:ecutj.ves" or "employees" of AMD. 
Please produce whatever documents, videotapes or 
interviews. 

See, e.g., I1CK-004047-55; I1CK-004l0B. 
recordings that discuss or reflect these 

3) Please produce all internal communications within McKinsey 
related to any work conducted on behalf of AMD. 

4) Please produce all communications between McKinsey and AMD, 
including retention letters/scope of work correspondence. 

03753 includes a_ 
produce a copy of that vid~o~ 

on were 
documents related to such other initiatives. Per request 
like the final version of the presentation on IIInitiative 

e. g., 
and produce all 

number one above, we would 
No. 4.1f 

also 

set includes version 2.0 of the ~ . 
MCK-OOl647. No other versions appearl~n the.production s~t. 

the only version that exists in McKinsey's files. 

McKinsey Witnesses 

scott Allen 
Scott Arnold 
Walt Baker 
Nathan Brown 
Ashley Chaffin 
An tonio Capo 
Ross Dav:i.sson 
Mandeep Singh Dhillon 
David Ernst 
Hauke Hansen 
Stefan Heck 
Wen Hseih 
B~ad Johnson 
Anil Kumar 
Peter Lee 
Lars Mel.lemse.ter 
Rakesh Motwani 



Anthony Nichtawitz 
Paul Roche 
Richard Starling 

Sarretta C. McDonough I Gibson, DUnn & Crutcher LLP 

333 S. Grand Ave I Los Angeles, California 90071 

T: 213.229.7227 I F; 213.229.6227 I smcdonough@gibsondunn.com <mailto: 
Ismcdonough@gibsondunn.com> 

======================================================================== 
====== 

This message may contain confidential and privileged information. If it has been sent to 
you in error, please reply to advise the sender of the error and then immediately delete 
this message. 
======================================================================== 

======================================================================== 
===========-================================== 
IRS Circular 230 Disclosure: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS in 
Circular 230, we inform you that any tax advice contained in this communication (inCluding 
any attachment that does not explicitly state otherwise) is not intended or written to be 
used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (i) avoiding penalties under the Internal 
Revenue Code or (ii) promoting, marketing or recommending to another party any transaction 
Or matter addressed herein. 
============================~========================================== 

============================================== 

======================================================================== 
====== 

This message may contain confidential and privileged infor.mation. If it has been sent to 
you in error, please reply to advise the sender of the error and then immediately delete 
this message. 
===========================================================~============ 

====== 

======================================================================== 
============================================== 
IRS Circular 230 Disclosure; To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS in 
Circular 230, we inform you that any tax advice contained in this communication (including 
any attachment that does not explicitly state otherwise) is not intended or written to be 
used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (i) avoiding penalties under the Internal 
Revenue Code or (ii) promoting, marketing or recommending to another party any transaction 
or matter addressed herein. 
======================================================================== 
============================================== 
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"11MS <Gibsondunn.net>1T made the following annotations. 

This message may contain confidential and privileged information. If it has been sent to 
you in error, please reply to advise the sender of the error and then immediately delete 
this message. 
==================================================================-===== 

=====~================================================================= 

============================================== 
IRS Circular 230 Disclosure: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS in 
Circular 230 1 we· inform you that any tax advice contained in this communication (including 
any attachment that does not explicitly state otherwise) is not intended or written to be 
used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (i) avoiding penalties under the Internal 
Revenue Code or (ii) promoting, marketing or recommending to another party any transaction 
or matter addressed herein. 
==================================================================-===== 
============================================== 

~====================================================================== 

=.==== 

This message may contain confidential and privileged information. If it has been sent to 
you in error, please reply to advise the sender of the error and then immediately delete 
this message. 
======================================================================== 

======================================================================== 
============================================== 
IRS Circular 230 Disclosure: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS in 
Circular 230{ we inform you that any tax advice contained in this communication (including 
any attachment that does not explicitly state otherwise) is not intended or written to be 
used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (i) avoiding penalties under the Internal 
Revenue Code or (ii) promoting, marketing or recommending to another party any transaction 
or matter addressed herein. 
======================================================================== 
============================================== 

============================================================================== 
This message may contain confidential and privileged information. If it has been sent to 
you in error, please reply to advise the sender of the error and then irmnediately delete 
this message. 
============================================================================== 
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GIBSON. DUNN &CRUTCHERLLP 

Direct Dial 
(213) 229-7227 
Fax No. 
(213) 229-6227 

VIAFACSlMILE 

Christina J. Weis, Esq. 

LAWYERS 
A REGISTERED UMIT.ED UA.BIl-JTY PARTNERSHIP 

[NCWDING FFlOFE-SS)ONAt CORPORATIONS 

333 South Grand A~enue Los Angeles~ California 90071-3197 
(213) 229·7000 

www.gt"bsol1dunn.com 

SMcDonough@gibsondunn.com 

July 1,2008 

Stroock & Stroock & Lavan LLP 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038-4982 

Re: AMD v. Intel: McKinsey Document Production 

Dear Christina: 

OientNo. 
T 42376-00764 

Thank you for following-up on the outstanding issues listed in my February 4, 2008 
email to Heidi Balk. This letter serves to confirm our conversation last Thursday regarding 
McKinsey's answers to these pending items. 

McKinsey confirms that no other current McKinsey employees worked on AMD matters 
other than those identified in my February 4, 2008 email. As for former employees, it is 
McKinsey's practice not to retain either hardcopies or electronic copies of documents belonging 
to former employees. McKinsey confirmed that it did not retain the hardcopy or electronic 
documents (including harddrives) offormer employees not on the list but who otherwise worked 
on AMD matters. 

McKinsey has searched for and was unable to locate the customer surveys cited as 
support in several McKinsey reports. McKinsey believes that the customer survey reports were 
either internal reports done by AMD or were not retained by AMD employees. 

~w d~L 
003753, McKinsey may about the video 
and - based on their responses - has concluded that this reference served only as a placeholder 
and that no such video ever existed. You agreed to ask McKinsey to contact the third party 
companies it routinely works with on multimedia/videos w confinn that these vendor(s) have no 

LOS ,ANGELES NEW YORK WASHINGTON, D.C. SAN FRANCISCO rALo ALTO LONDON 
l"ARtS MUNICI{ BRUSS'El..S DUJI,AI ORANGE COUNTY CENTURY cITY DALLA.S DENVER 



GIBSON, DUNN &CRUTCHERLLP 

Christina J. Weis, Esq. 
July 1,2008 
Page 2 

record of such a video or give us the names ofthese vendors so that we may follow-up with them 
directly. 

As to "Initiative No.4" at MCK-000296, McKinsey confirmed that it has no records of 
reports on "Initiatives" other than Initiative No.4. Further, McKinsey believes that "Initiative 
No.4" was AMD's terminology. 

McKinsey confirms that it did not work on AMD's "Slingshot" initiative, and indeed, 
that it declined to work on this initiative.because of potential legal concerns. 

Lastly, Stroock is in the process of reviewing the last set ~f lIlatenals from McKihseylllld 
should have McKinsey's supplemental production completed within the next week or so. 

Thanks again for your assistance. If any of the above is inaccurate, please let me know. 

VVl\~ 
Sarretta C. McDonough 

SCM/sap 
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