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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SAN JOSE DIVISION

HYNIX SEMICONDUCTOR INC.; CASE NO. CV-00-20905 RMW
HYNIX SEMICONDUCTOR AMERICA
INC.; HYNIX SEMICONDUCTOR U K. NOTICE OF DECISION OF THE
LTD.; and HYNIX SEMICONDUCTOR FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION IN IN
DEUTSCHLAND GMBH, THE MATTER OF RAMBUS INC.
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Rambus Inc. (“Rambus”) submits this Notice to advise the Court that on February
23, 2004, the United States Federal Trade Commission, Office of the Administrative Law Judges,
issued its decision in In the Matter of Rambus Inc. A copy of the opinion of the Chief
Administrative Law Judge is attached hereto as Exhibit A.

In short, Chief Administrative Law Judge Stephen J. McGuire found that “A
review of the three violations alleged in the Complaint shows that although Respondent is in
possession of monopoly power in the relevant markets, Complaint Counsel have failed to
demonstrate that Respondent engaged in a pattern of exclusionary, anticompetitive conduct which
subverted an open standards process, or that Respondent utilized such conduct to capture an
unlawful monopoly in the technology-related markets. Analyzing the challenged conduct under
established principles of economics and antitrust law and utilizing the preponderance of evidence
standard, Complaint Counsel have not proven the elements necessary to support a finding of
liability.” Exh. A at 329. Because Complaint Counsel failed to sustain its burden of establishing

liability, the Complaint against Rambus was dismissed. Id. at 334.

DATED: March [ ,2004 MUNGER, TOLLES & OLSON LLP
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Rambus Inc.
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