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I, SARRETTA McDONCUGH, declare as follows:

L I am an attorney at Gibson, Dunn & Crtcher, counsel of record for Intel
Corporation and Inte] Kabushiki Kaisha (“Intel””) in this matier. I am licensed to practice law in
the State of California. 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 June 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, counsel 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 ﬁiscd during our telephone
conference on Febmary 4, 2008. One of these issues was Intel’s request that McKinsey produce
all “documents relating to [its work on] ‘Slingshot’ or the filing of hitigation or complaints
against Intel.” A true and correct copy of my email dated Februnary 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 comect copy of this email is included in an e-mail chain

aftached hereto as Exhibit B.
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7. On June 26, 2008, I spoke with Christina Weis, a colleague of Ms, Balk’s at the
law firm of Stroock & Stroock & Lavan LLP, who had taken over representation of McKinsey
from Ms. Balk. During that conversation, Ms. Weis responded to the various outstanding issues
raised in my February 4, 2008 email to Ms. Balk (Exhibit B). Ms. Weis confirmed that
McKinsey had no documents responsive to Intel’s request for any and all communications or
docurnents relating to AMD’s filing of complaints with regulatory agencies or its civil suit
against Intel - referred to by AMD as “Slingshot.” Ms. Weis added that, in fact, AMD had asked
McKinsey to assist on “Slingshot” but McKinsey had affirmatively 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 true and correct copy of thig letter is attached hereto as Exhibit C.

1 declare under penalty of petjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this

\\ _ dayof Juwe 2009 at Los Angeles, California.

Sarretta McDonough ¢

Af73056844.1



EXHIBIT A
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0ABRE (ev, 1/94) Subppent in o Civil Case

Issued by the
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

Advanced Micro Devices, Inc. and AMD

International Sates & Services, Lid., SUBPOENA IN A CIVIL CASE
V. ‘
Intel Comporation end Intel Kebushiki Eaisha Case Number:!  ¢5.441.J7F
United Btates District Court,
District of Delaware

TO: MeKinsey & Company
/o Jean Melino, McKinsey & Company
55 Bast 52" Street
New York N'Y 10055

[ YOU ARE COMMANDED to appear fn the Usited States Disirict court o the place, date, and time specified below to
testify in the above case.

PLACE OF TESTRAONY COURTROOM

DATE AND TIME

[____] YOU ARE COMMANDED to appear et the place, date, and time specified below to testify at the taking of v deposition
in the shove case.

“FLACE OF DEPOSITION DATE AND TIME

{ X ]YOU ARE COMMANDED to produce and permit inspection and copying of the following documents or objects at the
place, date, and time specified below (ist docaments or objects):

See Schedule A attached hereto
PLACE : DATE AND TIME
Keating & Walker
1 Beekman Street, New York, NY 10038 Avgust 7, 2006

YOU ARE COMMANDED to permit inspetiion of the following premises ai the dete and time specified below.

PREMISES DATE AND TIME

Any organizetion not a parly to this suit that §s subpoepaed for the taking of 2 deposition shell desigrate ane or more officers,
directors, or meneging sgents, or other persons who consent to testify on ifs bebalf, and may set forth, for each person designated, the
maters on which the person will testify. Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 30(h)(6).

50T OFFILERS SIGNATURE AND TITLE QRDICATE IF A F FOR PLADYTIFF OR DEFENDANT) DATE

i Aftoraey for Defendants | fune 21, 2006

ISS{ING OFFICER S TAME, ADDRESS-ANT PHONE NUMEER,
Jagon C. Raofield

Howrey, LLP

1299 Pemnsylvania Ave., N.W., Washington, DC 20004
(,2021 283-7267

{Saumﬂedﬁ Feforal Rudes of Civil Procedur, Pars £ & B) oo pext pogo}
VI ection §s pending in district other finn distsicl of issuency, state disicic under crse wumber,
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AOBB (Rev. U24) Subpoena in s Civil Case

PROCF OF SERVICE
DATE PLACE
___SERVED
SERVED ON (FRINT NAME) MANNER CF SERVICE
SERVED BY (PRINT NAME) TITLE
DECLARATION OF SERVER

1 declare under penalty of perjury under fhe laws of the United States of America that the foregoing information contained

in the Proof of Sexvice is true and correct.

Executed on

DATE

BIGNATURE OF SERVER.

ADDREES OF SERVER

Rifle 45, Federal Rules of Civil Procedire, Pans © & [
{c} PROTECTION OF PERSONS SUBTECT TO SUBPOENAS.

{1} A party or en atipmny responsible forthe fssuance and servicaofg
subpaena shall izke reasonabla steps {o avold mposing undue burden oy
expense on A parson ctbjert to that subpoena. The cout an behelf of
which the stibpoeng was issued shall enforee this duty and Impose upon
the party or eficrey i breach of this doly an approprals sencllon which
may include, bt ik not iimited te, loxt eamings and reasonzble altorney's
fag.

{2} (8} A pemon commsnded to prodice and permit inspection and
copying of despnated bocks, papers, doctmeents or langlble things, or
inspeciion of premises nesd not appearinperson at the place of produciion
or iInspection unfess commended o appear for deposition, heedng oridal.

(8) Subjed! to paragraph (d} {2) of this rule, a parson commanded
to producs and permit Inspection und copying may, within 14 deys after
sefvice of subpoena or before the ime specified for compllants if such
{ime 1s toss than 14 days after sevlte, seive upon the pary of allomey
deskinated In the subpoena willien obtiection 1o Inspaction or copying of
any or alf of the designated materals or of e pramises. I obfeciion s
made, the party strving the subpoena shall npt be enfitled to Inspect and
copy mutedsls or inspect the premises except pursuant o an order of the
eourt by which the subpoene was ksusd, Ifobjection hes been mads, the
paily serving the subpoens may, upon nolkce o the person cominanded fo
protuce, move ateny fme foran order to compal e produciion. Suchep
order lo coraply production shall prolect any person wio Is nob g paity oran
officar of & paity from significant expense resulfing from the Inspection snd
copying commatded.

{3} {A) On timaly motlon, the court by which s subpoena was Insired
shail quash or madify the subhcena IFit

() falls fo sllow rearonable Yime for compllance,
I requires B persan whe ks not e parly of en officer of B

party fo lraved to 8 place more than 100 miles from the place whete thet
persen fasides, Is employad or mpulely tranescls business in psrson,
except that, subject to the provisions of lause {¢) (3) (B) (1) of this rals,
such a pereon thay in omer i alond trial ba commanded it fmvet fromany
steh place within the state I which the tlatis held, or

{I) requires discloswie of privileged or oiher protected matisr
and no exeeption or walver 2pplles, of

{¥} subjects a person to undue burden.

{8} If & subpozna

I}  rqolres dscloure of @ frade secet oyothercontidential
tesearch, tevelopment, or commenstal Information, or ‘

(ﬂ% requlres disclosure of an uhratained expert=s opinion of
Infortnation pot describing specific events or eccurences in dispute and
resuffiog froin the expert=s study made not st the sequest of any party, or

(M) requlres @ persen who is nota paty or an offcer of 2
party to Incur substanls! expense 1o trave! more than 100 mizs {o aliand
Urial, the cuut may, to profect a peisen subjest 10 of affedzd by the
subpoeng, quash of modiy the subpoena, o, the parly in who bebalthe
subpoena isissted shows @ substaatial seed for the testmuony or matersl
that cannot be olhenwise met without untdue herdship and assures thatthe
person o whom the subpoena is addressed wil ba ressonably
compensated, the courl May ordar appearance or progducion only upon
sptoified condiflons,

{d} DUTIES IN RESPONDING TO SLUBPOENA.

{7} A person responding fo 8 subpoana to produce dosuments shal
produca them a6 they are kept in the usuel covrss of business or shai
crganize and lebal them to eorespond with the sategories In the demand.

{2) When information subjectto & subpoena e withheld on 2 elalm thet
it s privileged or subect to protecllon as irial praparation nraterials, the
clalm shall be made exprassly and ehalt be supported by & deserlplion of
the pature of the documents, communieations, or things not produced that
Is stfficfent {o enable the demanding party fo contast the claim.
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SCHEDULE A
DEFINITIONS

The following terms shail have the mesnings set forth below whenever used in
any discovery request.

1. The term “AMD” means Advanced Micro Devices, Inc., and AMD
Internafional Sales & Service, Lid., and any parent, subsidiary or affiliate enfities, as well
as the owners, pariners, officers, directors, employees, agents, and other representatives of
Advanced Micro Devices, Inc., and AMD International Sales & Service, Lid.

2. The term “Intel” means Intel Corporation and Inte] Kabushiki Kaisha and any
parent, subsidiary or affiliate entities, as well as the owners, partners, officers, directors,
employees, agents, and other representatives of Intel Corporation and Tntel Kabushsld
Kaisha.

3. Thf: term “McKinsey” means the global parinership McKinsey and Company
and any affiliate entities, as well as the owners, employees, agents, and other
representatives of McKinsey and Company.

4, The term “UMC” means United Microelectronics Corporation and any parent,
subsidiary or affiliate entities, 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
encompaeses every mediury, of information tramsmittal, including, but not limited to, oral,
written, praphic and electronic commmunication.

6. The term “DOCUMENT" is synonym;rus in mesming and equal in scope to the

usape of the term it Fed. R. Civ, P. 34(a), incInding, without limitation, electronic or
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computerized data compilations. A draf} or non-identicel copy constitutes a separate
docwment within the meaning of the term.
INSTRUCTIONS

1. Documents to be produced include documents in your possession, custody, or
control wherever located. .

2 Unles; othérwise specifically stated herein, the time plariod covered by .each of
thess ‘reques‘{s Es".ﬁ‘om January 1, 2000 to the date this subpoena was issned. B

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 docunent reqoests by oumber,

4. To the sxtent that you withhold from prodnction any respopsive document on
the prounds of a claim of privilege or attomey work product, please provide the total
mumber 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 expressly reserves its right to seek a privilege log at a later date,

DOCUMENT REQUESTS

1. All pocuneNTS that reflect COMMUNICATIONS befween AMD and

McKinsey, including, but not limited to, 2]l DOCITMENTS that reflect or concern any
analyses, reports, studies, advice or recommendations relating to AMD, Intel, or
competition in the microprocessor market,

Z. All pocumMEeNTS that reflect analyses, summaries, reports, studies, or other
DOCUMENTS relating to AMD's strategy, petformance, business plans, marleting,

organization, or operations.
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3. All POCUMENTS that reflect analyses, summaries, reports, studies,
communications o1 other DOCUMENTS relating to Intel’s steatepy, performance, business
plens, markefing, organization, or operations.

4. All pocoviENTS that reflect analyses, summaries, reports, studies, or other
writings relating fo AMD regarding any restructuring plans, including, buf not limited to,
AMD’s “Operational Flexibility” plan in 2002,

5. All poCUMENTS that reflect poalyses, summaries, reports, studies, or other
writings relating to AMD joint ventures, partnerships, contracts or business allisnces or
other relationships relating to microprocessor manufacturing, including, but not limited

to, a proposed joint venture or other relationship with UMC.






From: Balk, Heidi I[mailto:hbalkBstroock.com}

Sent: Monday, March 17, 2008 10:30 AM

To: McDonough, Sarretta C.

Subject: RE: BMD v. Intel ~- WMcKinsey Document Production

Saretta,

In an affort to make this gathexring of decuments a bit less burdensome for Mckinsey and in
an effort to assist you, I have compiled the following list that identifies the 15
relevant studies that McKinsey conducted for ZMD, and the identified scopes of each study:




My hope is that upon review of 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,
32 and 31, as an example. I think we will then hzve an eazsier time gathering what you are
looking for.

Please call me with any questiocns.

-Heidi

~~~~~ Original Message———-—-

From: McDonough, Sarretta C. [mailto:SMcDonough@gibsondunn.com]
Sent:; Friday, March 14, 2008 3:37 PM

To: Balk, Heidi

Subject: RE: AMD 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 Message———-=

From: Balk, Heidi [mailtoihbalk@stroock.com]

Sent: Friday, March 14, 2008 12:34 pM

To: McDonough, Sarretta C.

Subject: RE: BRMD v. Intel —- McKinzey Document Production

sorry. 1 will push them.

From: McDonough, Sarretta C. [mailte:SMcDonoughfgibsondunn.com]
Sent: Thu 3/13/2008 6:11 PM

To: Balk, Heidi

Subject: RE: AMD v. Intel -~ McKinsey Document Froduction

Heidi,

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

‘Sarretta

————— Original Message--———-

From: Balk, Heidi [majlto:hbalk@stroock.com]

Sent: Tuesday, March 04, 2008 3:48 AM

Te: McDonough, Sarretta C.

Subject: BRE: AMD v. Intel -- McKinsey Decument Production

Saretta,

Just so you know -~ I believe the partner who had worked on this left McKinsey since the
initial production, so McKinsey is trying to figure out how to best get ycu 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 jast taking longer than anticipated.

anyway, I hopes to be in touch again shortly.
~heid}

————— Original Message——-—-—-
From: McDonouwgh, Sarretta C. [mailto:SMcDonoughBgibsondunn.com]
2



Sent: Wed 2/27/200B 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!

Sarretta

wwwww Original Message——www-

From: Balk, Heidi [mailto:hbalk@stroock.com]}

Sent: Wednesday, February 13, 2008 5:55 PM

To: MeDonough, Sarretta 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 tec get back to
you With some answers the following week.

Heidi

~~~~~ Original Messagew—-—-

From: McDonough, Sarretta C. [mailto:SMcDonough@gibsondunn.com]

Sent: Wed 2/13/2008 6:54 PM

To: Balk, Heidi

Subject: RE: AMD v. Intel -- McKinsey Document Production

Hi Beidi,

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

Thanks}

Sarretta

From: McDonough, Sarretta C.

Sent: Monday, February (4, 2008 5:43 PM

To: hbalkBstroock.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 apd specific document issues raised during
our call. I have alsc listed the McKinsey employees who likely have documents responsive
ke the subpoena that were not otherwise produced in McKinsey's initial production. The
witness list is not exhaustive, but hopefully will aid your search. FPlease feel free to
email or call me at 213-229-7227 if you have any gquestions or wish to discuss further the
issues raised below.

Thank you again and best regards,

Sarretta
Follow-up Issues



1) Most of the reports in McRinsey's production- appear to be

drafts, preliminary or incomplete. See e.g,, MCK-004283, MCK-004047, and MCK-~004186,
Plaase 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 executives" or "employees" of AMD. See, e.g., MCE~004047~55; MCK~004108B.
Please produce whatever documents, videotapes or recordings that discuss or reflect these
interviews.

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,

-003753 includes a [N

Please produce a copy of that video.

e.g., / - (03 . Please produce any other
documents relating to or the filing of litigation or complaints against Intel.
T} It appears that McKinsey assisted AMD con projects "MAID,*

YRambino, " and "Robusto, " one short

MCK-000296, Flease check on whether there were other initiatives and produce all
documents related to such cother initiatives. Per request number one above, we would also
like the final version of the presentation on "Initiative No. 4.

5

! set includes version 2.0 of the
e MCK-~001647. No other versions appearsin the. productlon set,
Please confirm that this 1s the only version that exists in McKinsey's files.

MoKinsey Witnesses . "

Scott Allen
Scott Arnold
Wzlt Baker
Nathan Brown
Ashley Chaffin
Antonic Capo
Rogs Davisson
Mandeep Singh Dhillen
David Ernst
Hauke Hansen
Stefan Heck

Wen Hseih

Brad Johnson
Apil Kumar

Peter Lee

Lazrs Mellemseter
Rakesh Motweni




Anthony Nichtawitz
Paul Roche
Richard Starling

Sarretta C. McDonough | Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher LLP
333 5. Grand Ave | Los Angeles, California 50071

T: 213.229.7227 | F: 213.229.6227 | smcdonough@gibsondunn.com <mailto:
{ smcdonough@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) aveoiding 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} 1s not intended or written to be
used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (i) aveiding penalties under the Internal
Revenue Code or {ii} promoting, marketing or recommending to another party any transaction
or matter addressed herein.




"MMS <Gibsondunn.net>" made the following annotations.

This messzge 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 dees not explicitly state otherwise} is not intended cr written to be
used, and cannct he used, for the purpose of {i} avoiding penzlties under the Internal
Revenue Code or (ii} promoting, marketing or recommending to another party any transaction
or matter zddressed herein.

This message may contain confidential and privileged infermation. 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 impoesed by the IRS in
Circular 230, we inform you that any tax advice contained in this communication {(including
any attachment thalt 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 transactiecn
or matter addressed herein.

This message may contain confidential and privileged information. If it has been sent to
you in error, please reply tec advise the sender of the errcr and then immediately delete
this message.
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GIBSON, DUNN & CRUTCHER LLP

LAWYERS

A REGISTERED LIMITED LIABILITY PARTNERSH]P
ENCLUDING PROFESSIONAL CORPORATIONS

333 South Grand Avenue Los Angeles, California 50071-3197
(213} 2297000
www.gibsondonn.com

SMeDonough@gibsondunn, com

July 1, 2008

Direct Dial Client No,
{213) 229-7227 ' T 42376-00764
Fax No. '

(213) 229-6227
VIA FACSIMILE

Christina J. Weis, Esq.

Stroock & Stroock & Lavan LLP
180 Maiden Lane

New York, NY 10038-4982

Re:  AMDv. Intel: McKinsey Document Production
Dear Christina;

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 1o 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 pracfice not to retain either hardcopies or electronic copies of docurnents belonging
to former employees. McKinsey confirmed that it did not retain the hardcopy or electronic
documents (including harddrives) of former 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 beiieves that the customer survey reports were
either internal reports done by AMD or were not retained by AMD employees.

Asto thef _ o - ferenced at MCK-
003753, McKinsey has asked all of its employees who may have information about the video
end — 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 to confirm that these vendor(s) have no

105 ANGELES NEW YORK WASHINGTON, D.C. SAN FRANCISCO TALO ALTO LONDON
PARIS MUNICH BRUSSELS DUBAI CORANGE COUNTY CENTURY CITY DALLAS DENVER



GIBSON, DUNN & CRUTCHERLLP

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

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

As to “Initiative No. 47 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 AMI)’s terminology.

McKinsey confirms that it did not work on AMD’s “Slingshot” initiative, and mdeed
that it declined to work on this initiative, because of potential Jegal CONCEINS.

Lastly, Suoock is in the process of rev1ewmg the last set of ma‘tenals from McKmsey and
should have McKinsey's supplemental production compieted within the next week or so.

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

U

Sarretta C. McDonough

st regards,

SCM/sap

100475228_1.DCC



GIBSON, DUNN & CRUTCHER LLP

A Registered Limiled Liability Partnership ]

inciuding Professional Corporations .
333 South Grand Avenue TELEPHONE: (213)229-7000

Los Angeles, California 90071-3197 FACSIMILE: (213) 229.7520
FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION INFORMATION July 1,2008
TOG:  Mr/Ms.: Christina J. Weis, Esqg.

Company: Stroock & Stroock & Lavan LLP

City, State: New York, NY

Facsimile No.: (212) 806-6006

Main Telephone: _(212) 806-5558 - S

FROM: _Sarretta C. McDonough Room:  LA-5347 Direct Dial:  (213) 229-7227

Our File Number: T 4237600764 Fax: (213)229-6227 Email: SMcDonough@gibsondunn.com

TOTAL NUMBER OF PAGES, INCLUDING COVER LETTER: 3

& If you do not receive afl the pages transmitted, please contact the facsimile opei-ator immediately 2t telephone number
(213) 229-7180.

Fax Operator: - Sally

- The written message is for the exclusive use of the addressee and contains confidential, privileged and non-disclosable information, If
the recipient of this message is not the addressee, or a person responsible for delivering the message to the addressee, such recipient is
prohibited from reading or using this message in any way. Ifyou have received this message by mistake, please call us immediately
and destroy the facsimile message.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS/MESSAGE:

Docomentd
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