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Doc. 185 A

Attorneys for Defendants and Counterclaimants SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS CO., LTD.,
SAMSUNG SEMICONDUCTOR, INC., SAMSUNG AUSTIN SEMICONDUCTOR, LLC,
SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS AMERICA, INC., SAMSUNG TELECOMMUNICATIONS

AMERICA, LLC, SAMSUNG TECHWIN CO., LTD., and SAMSUNG

OPTO-ELECTRONICS AMERICA, INC.

UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

ADVANCED MICRO DEVICES, INC,, et dl., Case No. 3:08-CV-0986-SI

Plaintiffs and Counterdefendants,
V.
SAMSUNG ELECTRONICSCO.,LTD., et d.,

Defendants and Counterclai mants.

[PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING SAMSUNG'S MOTION FOR
PROTECTIVE ORDER
CV-08-0986-SI
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Defendants and Counterclaimants (collectively, “ Samsung”) have moved the Court for a
protective order pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 26(c) forbidding Plaintiffs and
Counterdefendants (collectively, “AMD”) from taking discovery regarding Samsung processors
in connection with U.S. Patent No. 5,545,592 (“the ‘592 patent”). Having considered the
parties arguments, and finding discovery regarding Samsung processors in connection with the
‘592 patent both irrelevant and unduly burdensome, IT ISHEREBY ORDERED that AMD is

prohibited from taking such discovery.

IT1SSO ORDERED.

DATED:

Honorable Susan IlIston
United States District Judge
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