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I, Brett Arnold, declare:

1. Tam an associate in the law firm of Quinn Emanuel Urquhart & Sullivan, LLP,
counsel for Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., Samsung Electronics America, Inc. and Samsung
Telecommunications America, LLC (collectively, “Samsung™). I have personal knowledge of
the facts set forth in this declaration and, if called upon as a witness, I could and would testify as
follows.

2. On September 20, 2011, during preliminary injunction discovery, counsel for the
parties conducted a meet and confer in which Samsung offered a compromise that would allow
Mr. Sherman to see CAD files, inventor notebooks, the deposition transcript of Christopher
Stringer (who was the only design inventor to have been deposed by that time), and Apple's
presentations showing that certain design features are functional. Apple rejected this
compromise.

3. On January 5, 2012, lead trial counsel met and conferred. I am informed that at
the meeting, counsel for Samsung indicated that it would like to show Mr. Sherman several
additional categories of design documents. Counsel for Apple indicated that it would consider
the categories that Samsung would provide. On January 10, 2012, counsel for Apple indicated
without explanation that Apple would limit Mr. Sherman's access to the categories identified in
Magistrate Judge Grewal's order. I immediately inquired as to Apple's reasons for this decision.
As of the time of filing, counsel for Apple had not responded.

4. On January 5, 2012, Apple stated in a letter that it had "thousands" of models and
parts relating to its products that it would make available for inspection.

5. On December 24, 2011, Apple confirmed in a letter from its counsel to counsel for
Samsung that it was running a number of basic design search terms through its designers' emails
and files, and was beginning to produce the results on a rolling basis. By agreement between the
parties, these documents were due to be produced prior to the depositions of Apple's designers
back in October 2011. Even now, the parties continue to negotiate over the terms and delimiters

Apple is using on many of these design search terms.
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23
24 I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed in

25 || Redwood Shores, California on January 10, 2012.

26
27 /s/ Brett Arnold
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1 GENERAL ORDER ATTESTATION
2 I, Victoria Maroulis, am the ECF user whose ID and password are being used to file the
3 || foregoing document. I hereby attest pursuant to General Order 45.X.B. that concurrence in the

4 || electronic filing of this document has been obtained from Brett Arnold.

6 /s/ Victoria Maroulis
7
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