IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY

MOSAID TECHNOLOGIES
INCORPORATED,

Plaintiff,
V.

SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS CO., LTD,,
SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS AMERICA, INC,,
SAMSUNG SEMICONDUCTOR, INC., and
SAMSUNG AUSTIN SEMICONDUCTOR,
L.P.,

Defendants.

INFINEON TECHNOLOGIES NORTH
AMERICA CORP.,

Plaintiff,
V.
MOSAID TECHNOLOGIES, INC.,

Defendant.

MOSATD TECHNOLOGIES
INCORPORATED,

Counterclaimant,
V.

INFINEON TECHNOLOGIES NORTH
AMERICA CORP,,

INFINEON TECHNOLOGIES AG,

INFINEON TECHNOLOGIES HOLDING
NORTH AMERICA CORP., and

TNFINEONW TECHNOLOGIES RICHMOND
LP,
Counterdefendants.

Civil Action No. 01-4340 (WIM/RIH)
District of New Jersey

RECEIVED
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M
K
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Civil Action No. 03-4698 (WIM/RIH)
District of New Jersey

Transferred lor Pre-trial Purposes from

Northern District of California
Civil Action No. 02-5722 (JF/RS)




This matter having come before the Court by way of letters from counscl for the
Samsung defendants dated July 22, 2004 and July 23, 2004, and a Ictter from counsel for
MOSAID Technologies, Inc. (“MOSAID™) dated July 22, 2004, and the Courl having heard the
argnments of counsel during a teleconference on July 29, 2004, and for the reasons stated on the
record:

IT IS ON THIS 6"'%&@@ of August, 2004

ORDERED that MOSATD’s request to modify the discovery schedule is granted. The
affirmative cxpert reports of MOSAILD and the Samsung and Infineon parties shall now be served
thirty days after Judge Martini rulcs on any appeal taken from the Court’s rulings on sanctions
against the Samsung defendants; all other existing scheduling dates in these consolidated cascs
being hereby vacated; and 1t 15 further

ORDERED that the Samsung defendants’ request, that MOSALID be directed to identify
by Tuly 30, 2004 the DRAM:s it contends are representative and the assumptions that it contends
cannot be challenged by Samsung, is denied; and it is further

ORDERED that the Court shall defer ruling on the Samsung defendants’ request that
MOSAID identify immediately which patent ¢laims it is asserting until after the appeal from the

Court’s rulings on sanctions against the Samsung defendants has been taken to Judge Martini.
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Honorable Ronald J. Hedges, U.5.M.J.




