IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

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

Civil Action No. 05-441 JJF

Plaintiffs,
VS.
INTEL CORPORATION, a Delaware

corporation, and INTEL KABUSHIKI

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
;
KAISHA, a Japanese corporation, )
)
)

Defendants.

JOINT PROPOSED AGENDA FOR APRIL 20, 2006 INITIAL, CONFERENCE

In response to the Court’s March 22, 2006 Order, Plaintiffs ADVANCED MICRO
DEVICES, INC. and AMD INTERNATIONAL SALES & SERVICE, LTD. (hereafter, jointly,
“AMD”) and Defendants INTEL CORPORATION and INTEL KABUSHIKI KAISHA
(hereafter, jointly, “Intel”) have conferred and, by and through their undersigned attorneys,
jointly offer the following proposed agenda items for the April 20, 2006 Initial Conference for

the Court’s consideration:
1. Initial Rule 26 Disclosures. AMD and Intel have made Initial Disclosures to one
another concerning individuals with knowledge and types of documents and agree that no further

Rule 26 disclosure should be required.

2. MDL Coordination. The parties propose raising with the Court the issue of

coordinated discovery with the MDL class cases and any other areas in which the Court expects
coordination.

3. State-Federal Coordination. AMD and Intel together with state and federal

class counsel representatives have been discussing a joint proposal for coordinated discovery in

the matters before this Court and the Santa Clara Superior Court (before whom the California
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purported class actions have been consolidated) and any other related state class actions that may

be filed in the future. The parties propose exploring with the Court whether these discussions

should proceed and what form the Court believes a proposed order should take.

4. Discovery.

a)

b)

d)

Document Requests. AMD and Intel have served and provided written

responses to document requests and have begun collecting responsive
materials. When combined with documents produced by third parties, the
total production may amount to hundreds of millions of pages.

Document Custodian Stipulation. Subject to the Court’s approval, AMD

and Intel have negotiated a stipulation governing document custodians
from whose files documents will be produced and various other document
production protocols. State and federal class counsel have indicated their
preliminary consent to the stipulation subject to their review of its final
wording. The stipulation is subject to that consent, to Court approval and
to reaching agreement on native production.

Native Inspection Stipulation. The parties are currently attempting to

negotiate the terms of a stipulation concerning the initial inspection of
documents in native format. State and federal class counsel have indicated
their intent to consent to a stipulation, should Inte] and AMD be able to
reach an agreement satisfactory to them as well.

Third Party Document Subpoenas. AMD has subpoenaed a number of

third parties. AMD and Intel propose to discuss establishing dates for
service by Intel and class plaintiffs of third party document subpoenas and

other issues relating to third party discovery.

5. Discovery Disputes. The parties request the Court’s direction on the appropriate

procedure for resolving any discovery disputes that arise, including the advisability of appointing

a Discovery Master in this and the MDL class actions.
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6. Protective Order. In consultation with state and federal class counsel

representatives, AMD and Intel are attempting to negotiate a mutually acceptable protective
order. The parties will be in a position to report either reaching an agreement or present the
Court with a limited set of issues to be resolved.

7. NDA (Non-Disclosure Agreement) Stipulation and Order. AMD has proposed

a stipulation concerning pre-deposition interviews of former employees of the parties and non-
parties in whose favor NDAs run. The parties will be prepared to report on the status of those
discussions.

8. Expert Discovery Stipulation. For purposes of facilitating the development of

expert testimony, the parties have agreed to a written stipulation governing the scope of expert
discovery. After the appointment of interim lead class counsel, the parties expect to be able to
submit that stipulation to the Court for its approval.

9. Case Management Order. The parties propose exploring with the Court the
development of a comprehensive Case Management Order and will seek the Court’s guidance on

the areas that the Court believes should be covered by such an order.
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/s/ Richard L. Horwitz

Jesse A. Finkelstein (#1090)
finkelstein@rlf.com

Frederick L. Cottrell, IIT (#2555)
cottrell@rlf.com

Chad M. Shandler (#3796)
shandler@rlf.com

Steven J. Fineman (#4025)
fineman@rlf.com

Richards, Layton & Finger

One Rodney Square

P. O. Box 551

Wilmington, DE 19899

(302) 651-7500

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Advanced Micro

Devices, Inc. and AMD International Sales &

Service, Ltd.
OF COUNSEL:

Charles P. Diamond, Esq.
cdiamond@omm.com

Linda J. Smith, Esq.
Ismith@omm.com

Mark A Samuels, Esq.
msamuels@omm.com

O’Melveny & Myers LLP

1999 Avenue of the Stars, 7th Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90067

(310) 246-6800

Dated: April 7, 2006
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Richard L. Horwitz (#2246)
rhorwitz@potteranderson.com

W. Harding Drane, Jr. (#1023)
wdrane@potteranderson.com

Potter Anderson & Corroon LLP

Hercules Plaza, Sixth Floor

1313 North Market Street

P. 0. Box 551

Wilmington, DE 19859-9051

(302) 984-6000

Attorneys for Intel Corporation and Intel

Kabushiki Kaisha

OF COUNSEL.

Robert E. Cooper

Daniel S. Floyd

Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher LLP
333 South Grand Avenue

Los Angeles, CA 500071
(213) 229-7000

Peter E. Molli

Darren B. Bernhard

Howrey LLP

1299 Pennsylvania Avenue
N.W. Washington, DC 20004
(202) 783-0800



