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October 15,2008 

Frederick L. Cottrell, 111, Esquire 
Richards Layton & Finger 
One Rodney Square 
920 N. King Street 
Wilmington, DE 19801 

Richard L. Horwitz, Esquire 
Potter Anderson & Corroon LLP 
13 13 North Market Street 
P.O. Box 95 1 
Wilmington, DE 1980 1 

James L. Holzman, Esquire 
Prickett Jones & Elliott, P.A. 
13 10 King Street 
P.O. Box 1328 
Wilmington, DE 19899 

Re: Advanced Micro Devices, Inc. et al. v. Intel Corporation, et al., 
C.A. NO. 05-441-JJ.F; 
In re Intel Corporation Microprocessor Antitrust Litigation, 
MDL NO. 05-171 7-JJF; 
Phil Paul et al. v. Intel Corporation, C.A. No. 05-485-JJF - DM 18 

Dear Counsel: 

I have concluded my review of the letter briefing submitted by the parties in connection with 
the Motion for a Protective Orcler (DM 18) filed by Advanced Micro Devices and AMD 
International Sales & Services, Ltd. ("AMD"). Based on that review, it appears there may be some 
confusion about the specific infonnation Intel Corporation ("Intel") hopes to secure through the 
30(b)(6) deposition of AMD, and, indeed, it may be the case that Intel's own understanding of the 
information it wishes to pursue has changed. In order to resolve any ambiguity about what specific 
information Intel seeks, Intel is invited to restate the Deposition Topic of the 30(b)(6) deposition 
notice at issue should Intel wish to tlo so. 

Intel should advise with respect to same not later than close of business, Monday, October 
20, 2008. If Intel elects to restate tlhe Deposition Topic(s), I would expect that the parties will meet 
and confer before the matter is submitted to me for resolution. DM 18 is therefore removed from 
the agenda for tomorrow's teleconkrence. 
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