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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
BEFORE THE FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 

 
 

 
 
In the Matter of 
 
RAMBUS INC., 
 
 a corporation. 
 

 
 
 

Docket No. 9302 

 
 

UNOPPOSED MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO RESPOND 
TO COMPLAINT COUNSEL’S MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY 

RELATING TO SUBJECT MATTERS AS TO WHICH RAMBUS’S 
PRIVILEGE CLAIMS WERE INVALIDATED ON CRIME-FRAUD 

GROUNDS AND SUBSEQUENTLY WAIVED 
 
 

Respondent Rambus Inc. (“Rambus”) respectfully submits this unopposed motion 

for a brief extension of time to respond to Complaint Counsel’s “Motion to Compel 

Discovery Relating to Subject Matters as to Which Rambus’s Privilege Claims Were 

Invalidated on Crime-Fraud Grounds and Subsequently Waived.”  Complaint Counsel 

served their motion to compel on or about Tuesday, January 7, 2003.  Counsel for 

Rambus requested, and Complaint Counsel agreed, that Rambus’s counsel may file and 

serve a response to the motion on January 21, 2003.  Complaint Counsel requested, and 

Rambus’s counsel agreed, that Complaint Counsel would have ten days thereafter within 

which to file a reply in support of their motion in the event Your Honor would allow a 

reply to be filed. 

Complaint Counsel does not oppose this motion. 
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Accordingly, Rambus requests that this motion be granted. 

DATED:   January ___, 2003 Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
                                                                              
 Gregory P. Stone 

Steven M. Perry 
Peter A. Detre 
Sean P. Gates 
MUNGER, TOLLES & OLSON LLP 
355 South Grand Avenue, 35th Floor 
Los Angeles, California  90071 
(213) 683-9100 
 
A. Douglas Melamed 
IJay Palansky 
Kenneth A. Bamberger 
WILMER, CUTLER & PICKERING 
2445 M Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C.  20037 
(202) 663-6000 
 
Sean C. Cunningham 
John M. Guaragna 
GRAY, CARY, WARE & FREIDENRICH LLP 
401 “B” Street, Suite 2000 
San Diego, California  92101 
(619) 699-2700 
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
BEFORE THE FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 

 
 

 
 
In the Matter of 
 
RAMBUS INC., 
 
 a corporation. 
 

 
 
 

Docket No. 9302 

 

ORDER GRANTING RESPONDENT’S UNOPPOSED MOTION FOR 
EXTENSION OF TIME TO RESPOND TO COMPLAINT COUNSEL’S 

MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY RELATING TO SUBJECT MATTERS 
AS TO WHICH RAMBUS’S PRIVILEGE CLAIMS WERE INVALIDATED 

ON CRIME-FRAUD GROUNDS AND SUBSEQUENTLY WAIVED 
 

Upon consideration of Respondent’s Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to 

Respond to Complaint Counsel’s Motion to Compel Discovery Relating to Subject 

Matters as to Which Rambus’s Privilege Claims Were Invalidated on Crime-Fraud 

Grounds and Subsequently Waived, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Respondent’s 

Unopposed Motion is GRANTED, and that Respondent may file its response to 

Complaint Counsel’s motion on or before January 21, 2003, and that, if it later should be 

determined that a reply may be filed by Complaint Counsel in support of their motion, 

such reply shall be filed no later than January 31, 2003. 

Date:                                                                                                          
 James P. Timony 
 Administrative Law Judge 
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PROOF OF SERVICE BY FACSIMILE/FEDERAL EXPRESS 

I am employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of California.  I am over the age of 18 
and not a party to the within action.  My business address is 355 South Grand Avenue, 35th 
Floor, Los Angeles, California  90071. 

 On January 14, 2003, I served the foregoing document described as:  UNOPPOSED 
MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO RESPOND TO COMPLAINT 
COUNSEL’S MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY RELATING TO SUBJECT 
MATTERS AS TO WHICH RAMBUS’S PRIVILEGE CLAIMS WERE 
INVALIDATED ON CRIME-FRAUD GROUNDS AND SUBSEQUENTLY 
WAIVED; ORDER on the designated parties in this action by having a true copy thereof 
transmitted by facsimile machine to the number listed below.  I caused the facsimile machine to 
print a record of the transmission, a copy of which is attached to this declaration. 

 On January 14, 2003, I also served a copy of the aforementioned document on the 
designated parties in this action by Federal Express overnight courier service.  I am "readily 
familiar" with the firm's practice of collection and processing correspondence for delivery to an 
employee of Federal Express.  Under that practice it would be delivered to an employee of 
Federal Express on that same day at Los Angeles, California with charges to be billed to Munger, 
Tolles & Olson's account for delivery to the office of the addressee on January 15, 2003, in the 
ordinary course of business. 

By Facsimile and FedEx 

M. Sean Royall, Esq. 
Federal Trade Commission 
600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Room H-372 
Washington, D.C.  20580 
Facsimile:  202-326-2884 

By Facsimile and FedEx 

Geoffrey Oliver, Esq. 
Malcolm L. Catt, Esq. 
Federal Trade Commission 
601 New Jersey Avenue 
Washington, D.C.  20001 
Facsimile:  202-326-3496 

By FedEx 

Hon. James P. Timony 
Administrative Law Judge 
Federal Trade Commission 
Room H-112 
600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C.  20580 

 
By Facsimile and FedEx 

Richard B. Dagen, Esq. 
Federal Trade Commission 
601 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Room 6223 
Washington, D.C.  20580 
Facsimile:  202-326-3496 

 

Executed on January 14, 2003, at Los Angeles, California. 

I declare that I am employed in the office of a member of the bar of this court at whose 
direction the service was made. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States that the foregoing is 
true and correct. 

______________________________ 
      Eunice Ikemoto 


