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From ckchung

Jo dskim

CC Gary Swanson, Chid Miller, YoungSik Park, wscho, KC Suh, tnkim, Seung
Lee

BCC

Subject HFP, etc
Date 12/12/2001 9 37 58 PM

Attachments

Met Samsung guys over the lunch HP related update from them

1 Core suppher selection According to them, Samsung didn't/couldn’t agree to
BFO In the meantime, HPD invited Micron and had meehng on Monday The two

core suppliers would be Micron and Infineon It supposed to be announced
lomorrow

2 DDR Prnong Samsung guoted $40 for 256MB DDR to HPD Samsung DDR 1S
not qualified at HPD, anyway Micron pnce at $31 range

Gary 1need your support on Micren
Chnt, you need to check what's SS' pnece at Compan Cur pnce will be $38 57 for
the 2nd half of December

3 Samsung agrees to the gap based DDR prioing
KC 1 was on/off for taking cells over the lunch Other key things to add?

Best Regards,

C K Chung

Memory Sales & Marketing Division

Hynix Semiconductor

Tel 408-232-8303

Mobile 408-315-0558

ckehung@hynix com <maitta ckchung@hynix com>
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From: | Mauer

Sent: Thursday, January 24, 2002 8:39 AM
To: sthorsen

Cc: ' msacier

Subject: scary MeSSage

Maybe wa should close Ihe SOR/DOR price gap by moving in bath directions. SOR 1o $30 and DDR to $32, for exampla.

Rambus exec downplays demise of lour-bank design

By Jack Raberlson <maitlo;jroberts@omp.com=

EBN <hhtp:/feww.ebnews Core

{01/23M2, 04:33:11 PM.EST)

Rambus Inc. on Wednesday said the demise of the four-bank Direcl RORAM is not a problem, becausa prices of lhe
ance-high premium RDRAM mamary <hip have now dropped to parity with the rival DOR devices.

Erank Fax, vice presiden! and general manager of RORAM Solutions Division, Said the four-bank chip was originally
gesigned 1a be a lower cost version lo make Direcl Rambus mose compeldive. “It 15 no lToAger needed now because
RORAM prices have dropped lo lhe compelitive levels where the four-bank varsion was odiginally largeted,” e loid EBN.
He cited PriceWatch listings this week that showed the 800-MHz 128 Magabit RDORAM seliing at $3.44, compared with 2
128-Mbit 266MHz DR at $3.30. '

Bill Lauer

Qffice: 208-368-3802
Mobifa: 208-86TDO 18
bf auengRmicron. Com

RIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL MUQ0057332
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U. S Departma. of Justios

. |1-I uiln" 'l-i

P35 Frmarpinade A, Subry Jrod
Whealsmgion, 5 C.  MLLIG

Wiiliang ), Bacr, Esq.
Arcold & Ponter

555 Twelfth Street, NW
Washingusn, DC 20004

Gary B Spratling, Esq. .

Gibson, Punn & Onatcher 117
e Montgomery Street

San Franeisco, CA 94104
Re:  Micron Techrology. iog
Deac Messrs, Buer and Speatling:

This bztter sets forth the torms and conditions of aa agreenment between the Antitngst Division
of the Unhed States Departinont of Justice and Micror Technology, Inc. {"Micron™), 1t comestion
with possible price fixing or other conduct vialative of Section | of the Sheayan Act, 151,80 § &,
in the dynamic rondons aceess memory {"DRAM™) industry i the Unied States and elsawhere, This
agzecrocat f5 conditional i depends upon Micron satisfying the conditions 3et forth below, Afer
all of these conditions are met, the Division will notify Micron i vriting 1hat the application bas
been pranted. it b forther agreed that disclosures made by cotnse] for Micron in fisthersoce of the
urnesty application will not constitte 2 waivey of the sorney-chiens prividege or the work-peoduct
privilege.

ACREEMENT

b. Represemtatinny: Micron desives to peport ko the Antitrast Division possible price fixing
activity or other condixt viokuive of the Shorman Act in the DRAM industry in the Uniosd Sttes xd
elsewhens [“the anticompetitive actvity being reporied™). Micron represents 1o he Antitst Divison
thar, in cormetion wilth the anticompetitive sctiviy heing repoited, it:

(2} ook provr snd eilective action Lo Sermiinate its past in the anlicompeiitive
achivity bemyg seporied itpon discovery of the activity; and

{b}  did not coerce oy other party 1o Wpumhﬂwwﬁrkyuﬂmnmﬂx
- teader m, oF the originator of, the snticompelitive activity being repoied.

Z 'Wmmmmmmmmmmgmwmmmh '

Antitrust Divicion in conncction with the sciivity being reported, mchuding, but net imnited 10, 1he
fullowiog: . '

1523
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{1} pmvidhgffnﬂnﬂitnnhﬁfaﬁhumhhﬁnmuh&gmm:
anticompetitive activity being reporied;

{b}  providing prospily, and without requirement of suhpoena, all documents or

other items selating 10 the anticompetitive activity being reporied in its
pmmmyww.ﬂhmhuﬁmquuﬁcdbythchnﬁhwl
Drivision, to the extent not adeady produced;

(c) using its best efforts So seire the ongoing, full and trothful coaperation of the
curremt and former directors, officers snd cmployees of Micma, and
encouraging such persons vohmtarily $o provide the Antitnast Division with
any mformation they may have relevant to the anticompetitive activily being

(8}  facilitating the ability of ciment and former divectors, officery and coployecs
fo appear for such inicrviews or testsnomy o tonaccrion with the
anticompetitive activity being reported o3 the Antitrast Division smay require
at the times apd placss deyignated by the Antitrusi Division;

{c) asing ity best efforts to cnsure that current and former directors, offcors and
employees who provide information to the Antitrust Division relevant 1o the
anticompetitive sctivity being reported respand coepletely, candidly ad

~ prwihifially to all questions askad in interviews and gramd fuwy sppearsorcs avd
al trial;

(f)  using iz best efforts o coure that cwrent and fonmer divectors, officers and
crployess who provide information te the Antitrast Division relevant to the
anticompetitive activity beiug reported wake no stiempt eiher faliely w0
protect of Gilsely to implicate sy pevson o eotity; and

(g)  raaking all reasonabls effona, 1o the tsfiction of the Anbitrust Pivision, to
pay cestitrtion & zovy pevson of cdity locaied in the Hiniled States inpured as

a result of the aeticonmetitive activity being repeted, n which Micron was

3 pxticipant.

3. Corporale Lealeacy: Subjoct to verification of Mitron's representations in paragragh
1 sbave, and subject 1o it full, continaing wd conpicte u3 described in paragreph 2
abowe, the Antirast Division sgrecs conditionally w0 scoept Miciow Inte Part B of the Corponate
Lepiency Program, as cxplained in an Anfitnet Division policy starement dated August 10, 1993
{atinched). Purmant to ¢ policy, the Antitrst Division agroes not 1o bring any criouna]
prosecution against Micron for any act or ofiense it ooy have commiltcd poor 10 the date of s
Jetter im cosméction with the snticompetitive activity boing reported,  The commigmentp i this
paragreph are binding only wpon the Amtitryst Division, althotgh, upon request of Micron, the
Anritrust Division witl bring this Agreement b the attention of other proseeuting offices or
administraive agencics, [F the Antitrust Division at any time determines that Micron has violted
this Agreement, this Agreement shall be void, and the Antitrust Division may revoke the conditional

2-
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srceptance of Micron into the Corporate Leniency Program. Should he Antitrust Division revoke
the conditiona)l acceprance of Micres into the Cocporate Leuirncy Program, the Aatitrust Division
may Dhereafier intiate 1 crhmine) proserution agrnst Micron, without limitation. Should such 2
Mhim,mwmmhMprMHwﬂamy
sidements or other information provided by sny Carremt of fornwer dsector, offices or employce of
Micron 1o he ADGIEUSE Division prrmant i this Agreement, mr be wsed 2gaingt Microa in sry such
PIOSCELION.

4 Now-Prosccuiion Protection For Corgorsie Dirretors, Officers And Employecs.
Subject to Micyon's full, continung and complete cooporation, the Astitrust Division agrecs that
m&kmmoﬂkmandnnﬂmufuiumuwtﬂummwﬂmdmm
comsult or work, and have ot consukad of worked since {eaving Micron, for sy other DRAM
Pm@ﬂhwmuﬁﬁuhmimmﬁﬂﬁﬂhmﬁﬁﬁwmmhaﬁﬂﬂblﬂuﬂﬂmhumwﬂuﬁﬁl
the Antitrust Division in its investigation of the sticompetitive activity being reported, shall not be
prosecuied erimimlly by the Antitnsst Division foc any act or offense cacrentitted prioe 30 tbe dats of
this lener in connection with the anbicompetifive activity being reportcd. Such full and trathfiel
cooperation shall include, bot not be limitad ta:

{a} minummmmmmwmmm
docuntents andd recoms, and other materials requested by attorncys sk agonty
of the Unitcd States; | :

()  making himsclf or berself available for interviews in the Unitcd States spon
the request of atorneys and ageoby of the United Statex;

(¢}  rosponding mllymumwmﬂlmiuurmmﬂﬂsmh
tonncetion with (be antfcompetitive aciivity being repocted, withoot Baleely
implicating any person or intestiowlly wittholding any inforsation;

{d) oiberwise vohmtarily providing the Uni t Stales with any materials or

information, 001 requested in (a) - (c} of this mmlth:nrshcmy

(c) whmaﬂ:dmhdomby&[hﬁﬂmmﬁ-hﬁnuﬂindsmd
mwmmhuwmmﬂmxmmm
subject 1o the peaaltics of perjury (33 L3.C. § 1621), naking fafsc statenents
o declarations i grand jury or court proccedings (18 LL.S.C. § 1623),
contempt {18 US.C. §% A01-407) end obstroction of justios {18 US.C. §
1501), in coancction witl the xnticompetitive Mctivity being repocted.

The conpratments in this perageaph are binding onlty upen the Antitrust Divizion, alihough, upas e
request of Microa, the Antwmst Divisios will bring this Agreemend tor the attention of othey

- prostouting offices or administrative agentics. 12 the ¢vemt & curvent or former disector, officer or

¢ of Micron fails to comply fully with histher abligntions hereondes, his Agreement as it
mmmmmlﬂuuhmmwwmy.hm&yum-mmﬁmmm
such individual under this Agreemont may be revokod by the Astitcost Division.  Should any

3-
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hmy,mhwmmmm&mﬂmmmm&uﬂﬂu
proserute stich person crivainally, and vy stutements or other information provided by such persen
1o the Angiwust Division pursiant 10 this Agrecinent mey be uscd agaimst hinvher s nuch prosecution.
5. Emire Agrecostnt: This letter constitutes it eatire agreerment between (be Anltrust
Division and Micron, and sapersedes all prior indersrandinge, if any, whether oral o written, relating
10 the subject omtter heren
&. Antbority And Capacity: The Antitrast-Divisson sod Mitron epresent and seurant each

(o the piher that the pnatonies 1o this Apreewem oo beball of each party hecetn have ol the arthocaity
and capacity recessary to execue this Agreement and to bind ithe respective parties hereto.

The signatories bedow acknowledys scerptance of the foregoing terms and conditions.

Sincerely yours,
| o
, A~ 2
Date- {a,ﬂ%f#ﬂi ’ mes M. Geitfin _
Deputy Assistant Attomey General

- < Anditrust Division

e f*f-'-‘;/-;l:f /Snl

e (/0102

Comsct for Micoyg Techmology, Inc.

@w.'? ng@ oue:  Oclole, 198, 2ev2

Cary R Spiatliog
Counsel for Micron Techmolopy, Inc.

DOLDRAM-0021747
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Corporate Leniency Policy

August 10, 1993

BOJ-DRAM-0021743
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CORPORATF LENTERCR POLICY

The Division haz a8 policy of according lenipncy tO
corporations reporting tﬁnir illegal aantitrust activity at an
edxly stage, if they meet cioitain :nnditiuns._ *Laniency”™ maans
not charging such a firm ecriminally for ths activity being
reportad. {Thﬁ policy alsa iz knowm asgs tha curﬁnrata aunestf-

orf corporate imemnity policy.}

A i B I a
Leniency will be granted to a corporation reporting illegal
activity before an inveatigation has begun, if the following
gix conditiong are mat:
1. At tha time the corporatioce comes forward to report tha -
illuqalh activity, the pDivision has not received information
about tha illegal activity baing raported froa any other
SOULGe?

2. The cnrpgratinn. upon ikz dizcovery of the illegal
activity being reported, took prompt and effective action
to termipate its part in the activiky:

3. The covporation reports tﬁa wrongdoing with candor and
completeness and provides £full, coatinuing anA complate ‘
cooparaticon to the Division thrnuhhnut the invescigation;
4. The confession nt wrongdoing is truly 3 corporate act,
a5 opposed ko 1svlated confassions of individual exccubives

or officials;

DOJ-DRAM-002 1744
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3. HWhere posxible. tha corporation wakes restitution to
tnjuzred partiss; and

5. The corporation did not coexce another party to
participate. in the illegal activity asnd clearly was not the

laadar in, or origipator of, the activity.

Altecnative Reguirewents for lepiency

If a corporation comes forward to report illegal antitrust

activity aﬁﬂ does not meet all six of tha conditions set out in

Part A, above, tThe cogporatlon., whather it come=z foarward befora

. or after an investigation has begun. will be granted leniency

if the following seven conditions are met:

1. The corporation iz the first ocpe¢ Yo cepe forwsrd and
qualify for leniency with regpect to the illegal activity
baing reported;

2. The Division, at the time tha corporation comes in,
dogs not yot have evidences against the company that is
likely to result in a2 sustainsble comviction: ~
3. The corperaktion, upon ity discoverry aof the iliegal
activity being reported, took prompt and effective actlon
to texrminate ite part in the activity:

4. The Corporation reparts the wrongdoing with casdor and
completeness and provides full, continuing and complete -
cooparation that advances the pDivision in its investigation;
3. The confession of wrongdoing is tzuly a corporate act,

as aoppased to isclatad confessions of individual erecutives

or ofEicials;

DOJ-DRAM-0021745
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6. Where poseibla, the corporation makes restitution to

injured parties:.anﬂ

7. Tbha Division determines that granting leniency would

not be unfair to okthers, considering the nature of tha

1llegal activity, tha confeaging ﬁurpn:atinn's rale in it,
and when the corporation comez Forward.

In applying condition 7, tha primary. consideratioss will be
how sarly the corporation comes forward and whatber the
corporation coarced another paxty te paxticipate in the illega)
activity or Cclearly was the leadar in, or originator of. thg
activity. The burden of satisfying condition 7 will bo low if
the corporation comas farward befors the Diviszion has Deqiin an
investigation into the illagal activity. That burden will
increaso the closer the Division comas to having aevidencs that

is likely to result in a sustainsble conviction.

I1f a corporativn qualifies foxr lsmiehcy under Part A,

sbove, all directors, officers, and employees of the
carporaticon who admit thair invelvemenr ipn tha illegal
antitrust activity as part of the CATpOCALE comfessian will
recaive leniency, in the form of not being charged criminaliy
for the illegal activity, {f they admit their wrongdoing with

candar and completeness and continue to assist the Division

throuchout the investigation.

DOY-DRAM-0021746
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1f a corporakion does nﬁt gualify for leniancy ﬂn&ﬂt Patt
A, abova, the directols. officers, and employses Who cume
foyward with the corpozation will ba considersd for Imennitr
from criminal prosecution om the sana bagsiz as i€ they had

approached the Division individuakly.

D. Leniepcy Prucedpifl

1f the staff that receives the request fox leniency
peliaves the corporation gqualifies fox and should be accorded
laniency, it shouwld forward.a favorable recowumendaktlion to tha
oFfica of Oparations, satting forth the reasonxs why léniencr
should be granted. staff shonld not dslay making such a
recommendation until a fact mamo recomsending prosecution of
others is prepared. The pirpctor of Operations will review tha

b

reguest and forward LE to the Aszistant Attorney Ganaral for

fipal decision. 1f the staff recommends agalnst lenliency,
corporate copnsal may wish to seek zn appoiptment with the
pirector of Operationy to make thair views known. cﬁunsal are
not entitled ro ﬁﬂch a meeting as a matter of right, bat the

cpportunity will gencrally be afforded.

Issued Augqust 10, 1992

DONFDRAM-0021 747
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Micron Technology, Inc.,

Page | of 1

MIWIM;MIhﬁ]Iﬂ;IS
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M|M|lﬂlﬁlﬂ| I_-AII-MIMI CREE rapr Toowpars -
Hemiy > News
Micron Technology, Inc., Responds to Recent Article | Corparete Meveq
& Cormact i Chucla? Nuws
Ruluted Line

lnlu,lduh-,ﬂmmhru,minkunfeﬂuwhw.lmtmduﬂ'HHﬂmtﬂEalmm Meds it
mmmmammmms.M. Issue of Bectronics Weekly regansing the pending OMEs: P
LS. mmﬂm-m:mmmmpﬂmh BRAM weiistry_ T

. ... . . ["r. . H’hx.l iﬂ!
Since the wuh,mmmmmuhmmmwmwmhnm :

H:rmfstnqpﬂm&-mﬂh-ﬂmﬁﬂuﬂ'smwmt.uﬂmrﬂn,mmmmm -
uMhHﬁuﬂstﬂmlwyﬂmmelnﬂtmmmm.mamu Conticts
subject 10 prosecution, fines, or dther paraltie. ' ' _ Meska Metatians Cont

thmmm:mmmmmmw.ﬂmmﬁmm“ l - Emm
m-mmmnm-mmmmmﬂmmﬂrﬂmmmm ""

<omplianez, it Hlmn:ﬂuﬂ:sl:nnplﬂﬁm with govemment agencies in invistipations of possibie WA,

WWMMHW&MWp@HmhMWWW

_ ' . w%ﬂmﬁmrwh_ﬂmmﬂﬂgmm
mpAW'S Jong-standivg eommitment to mmmmmwmmﬂm
Comgrehensive complanco Grograms. Micron continues tn cooparats Fully and wctively with the 003 in its
Im Il I‘-. ‘.. . Ll I.. . [} .' N

r

Micron Yechnglogy, Tnc:, I ona of the world's leading providers of advanced semiconductor sohliors. Thepugh its
semiconductor tormponents 2imt memory mudtﬂuhm n Fﬂ:l_nrbdwmm, CORGLTET, Retworking, and

Legel | #:hyacy Potity |{:n-taﬁ £ 2004 Wiz rin Technology, Imc Al
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Case 3:05-.;;;0:3&9243;1&:::_ Document 77-2  Filed 022712007 Page 10t 3

A.  Overview

During Uie period that I Ung Kim:s charged with panicipating in the conspiracy, on &
about April T, 2061 foi0n of about e 13, 2002 {thit “veleviint periad ™, alkthe thajor DRAM
mansiacluzers wero chgaged in a conspiracy o fix, maititain, raise, and sidbilize the prices of
DRAM soldte ceptain OBMs.' Fhe conipanies that participuted in lhe conmpiracy include:
Samsiung Electropics, fiic. {*Samoung”) and its U, subsidiacy Senrsung Somicondisiti Iic.

- nfertherinee oF ihic codspiracy, employses, afficars, and directors of Uicse companics
bad hendreds of peicing discussions with esch otbiof Telating to theif zespective companics’ -
pricingintentions to méjor OEM custaniers. The piicing discissions ampig e competiton:
revolved around the onge- O (wick-d:atonth price nogotiations with the major OEMs. These .
discussions led 1o-both implied and express sgrosments 1o (i, stabilize; and ragintain the price of
DRAM. The conspiracy alsoinvobred-group boycotis of OEM DRAM aucticas, inclsding sn

auction speastred by Compaq.

The conSpiracy had three guals: (1) to coordinaie pricing amang e competilion ta ensurc

0o supphier was 5o-oid of line: that it would lose ynarket share by being foo high or “leave money
on'the tabile™ by bicing 100 low:(2)10 stabilize priccs'and prevent them Fom fellifig 0o low in
downward meskets; and (3) to raise prices when: the opportunity arese. To accomplish these
gocls, in an upward-market; when supplics were tight or'demand was SHONE; compeiiior (atked
- and agreed on whién and by how miuch the price shouid g up, sometimds dissussing thelr mitial
- price for their negotiations as well as.(eeir intended final price innegotiations with the.custamer.

In declining markcts, whic demand was Jow or (bere was dn aversupply in the markel:
competitors discussed ways (o stadilize tbe pricc (0 prevent it from falling Sower sind sgreed-io
raintain certain floor prices. ‘b fla markets, the eompetiors discussed the niced to keep prices
stable and agreed Lo maintain prices in the fote of customer pressuré to redives prices; -~ -

The participarits” priknary modt dF cotmamunication was one-on-one telephone calls, The -
- ¥lephons was used partly 1o-hide the conspiratorial sctivity and partly by necéssity. given the
frequisacy of price negotiahioms. The:number of phont calls varied among the conspiraiors; based
“ontheir posilions andALEr ivolveisent in the conspiracy, Semelower-dovel smesimen bad
- hundreds-of phone.cally with their competitars. High-level execurives had fewer dirsct contacis
with competitors, bot instepd direcied subordinates 1o handle the butk 6f the communicatioris

A The GEMs affecied by this conspitacy are Del} Toc: {“Deil™), Compaq Computer
Corporation {*Compaq”), Hewlett-Packard Company (“Hewlett-Packard™), Applé Computer, Inc.
(“Apgde”™), Intemationat Busioess: Machines Carporetion {“fBM™), and Guloway, Inc. |
{"Gateway™, | R "

;
| E
8
3
g
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Case 3:06-cr-00692-PJH . Document 77-2 ﬁteﬁ-ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂ? ‘Page2 ol 3

with compelitors. Al tines, howeves, some of the higher- Iﬂ:i 'E::I.I:Euh\'l:l ha:i direct mu:n’ang-s or
 conversalions with their coumerparts in which. lhey acknowlcdged or endorsed what thieir
~ subordinetes were dnmg wacmaliy m::hed sgrmnmu mth ﬂae:rmmnspuam

it terms of the day-te-day nnplcmcnhtmn, hl gh-lcv:l :x:cnlw:a a.l -cach: ufih: ﬂRﬁﬂh{ -
pwduc-lm directcd their sales account manegeri-forthe: o OFEMs 1o-cantack apd- Enmdiia[a-: |
pricing with the compelition. These saics mxmagas wotld contact. uumpclﬂmh} ]ﬂ:m as
frequently as once oF twice a week. Throupgh these onvierSitions; the:sakes account Manggers.
exchanged future pncmg inforsvation and epteced itito mp’ll.:ll and explicit pricing :-gl'ﬁu'ﬂtms: |
for the mmng Price nopotiaben vnth r.achuﬂhe h:rgcﬂﬂh!: '

- B. Slmmur]r of Evh:lrmc mgumt l{im

Il Ung K.un was Vice President ufMark-:tmg. M:lmrjr Dmsmtl HLSmnsung Elﬂumn 3
headguarters. Inihet mle, he was responsible:for Creating price. guidélines for. AT DRAMS siles”
workdwide.. He wotked closely with Y.H. Park, \fmi"rtshdcm of Sales, 10 E:tprmgforﬁﬁ |
farger OEM customers. K:mdmlyrcpomd to hig codelendant, "Young BaeRha, Vies. . . .|
Presidont of Sales and Matketing. o ﬁmhmmruunhq coispiracy; Kim had:disgot contact with
* ‘Hynix and Infineon execulives with whom h:m:hﬁd.;g:mnmis mmpmeﬂuummd to-
boycott an auction sponsored by Compaq. | Kim also dirccied subordinates 1o paticipate in; ]hu

conspiracy. Kim directed eales and marl:ctmg sxecilives 1o contact mpmm t:.:umt:': th-:
::-mnpr.tmcm wouk hold or raise prices at different pumts inthe nuusﬂm

1, Mctﬁngs and Cnivm:ﬂnu: with. Cumptlltnr:

Dunng the relevant perred, Kim mmdﬁd mmhng-s and participated mtl:lqihbn: |

conversations with competitars to disouss the pirices: nfDILP.M to be 50}d to cenain OFEMe: Kim

agreed during these meatings and telephone: :unvcrsnunna lo chnrge IJILAM prm:s at- duﬂafn
1:w:ls to be sold (o cortain OEMs.

Hemnth F'tanun was Vice. Pmudmi for Salt.n Ma:kt:tmg and Logistics, fm' Mmmmd
'was resporsiblz for sciting worldwide DRAM prices. - Florian first met TAJ. Kirp. it Scoul, Kerea
on Jime 28, 2001 .47 a *heanch mnrhng mutmg hﬂwm Infineon and Samsung saley’ md o
mm-kcnng nmwu Thmughnutth: nmt._p:mod uf lhe nnmplmy hlgh—i:w:i :xmmm lt th‘:

Smg,md Inﬁnmn exchanged their views o1 ﬂmnurket, m:h.:dmg sl.qip!y, dmd-, nt:w

product developrents, and pricing trends. ﬁ.ﬂtr thiz m;r.nng. Kim mdlﬂunm :x:lrlangui 'L'_ "_' L
.numbmmdmntinuud 10 cohodt’ cach-uihm' 5

Kim aliendsg: meetings and pﬂrl.'ll:lpitt.d i Ielephnm:: conversafions with’ Hmnmh Ftonan
- whicge they reached an agreement 1o fix the price of DRAM. “On'Novemnber 8, 200¥, :tamemng
in Mumich, Gesmany, Kim told Floran that. Samsuugwasgumg to.increase ﬁwpn&enfﬂm

in the near future. - Kim wmﬁr:nllr mentioned 3 target price for the standard DRAM rmodule’

price. 23 beingan uppropriate price target. ‘Florian agreed that sounded like aguod t:rgd!nm .
"Wwpuph this conversation, Kim end Florian reached an agrecment o 1atsc the price Gf'ﬂw
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]'.n ﬁuth:nmcufﬂr:mnapmy,] U. Kim, Y.H. Park, m&
-aﬂMamﬁmgaam&anmﬂmeumhﬁﬂﬂﬂlmthﬂS Kim and unynu,
at #hichH]-munﬁ Smmuﬁgayeﬂmtwﬂwﬁcwmmmm component
PriCES. Thﬁ:mnponcm prices were;-in fact, 8 proxy-for sl DRAM components and modules in
_ th:nm‘katplac.: fU.»l{}mp'iaycﬁanaclmmhmﬂmmﬂclmgandwam:mwhnsuggeﬂed

the floor price. - ARer thiz reeting, lower-Jevel Sumsung sales mﬁmulem; executives were:

:toldihatﬂammghldwuclﬂ Ay Ileth Hynix. unprmmg a.nd th l:]tctl to. nmrular
_thcmarh:l to: :ruuﬂ: th:t H'jln!x wuﬁhidmgb}* the nm:m. )

| 2;' Tht blm'ﬂnh:r :HI.I{IBI Compag A.m:um

| i anunhﬂ- Eﬂﬂl Htlmieh‘r‘hrmncnlladmm md askndh;m Jﬂmg Was gatng to .

pa'mmpztcmlh:ﬂﬁmpiq auetion.on November 29, 2001  Af-hat time; Campaqwas

 introdiicing an on-tine-auctiofy ey o now purchesing method: for buying DRAM.. Many ofthe
suppliers;dfisliked:the suctions, whichhad akready ben adopted by 5o Mﬁl‘onjrutemﬁ becabse

- -thny&tuvcpnmﬂuwm thmmmrdmlfﬂwﬂm ‘noAny vs participuted in -
.ﬂmmmmﬂwﬂdlmmlbﬂiummmun_ cceniber.t, 2001, Therefors,

~ Fofisnwantedto get Kitn's-assurance that Samsung wonld el pacticipate in the auction. - Kim

--mmFlnhmthHSansungwuﬁnHManHﬂMngmdmhwﬂmm The.

DRAM suppliers:involved i thc corispincy Bgread 10 mtpmlmpiﬁ:m the mmnn :nd thersofter
“successfully: mmimm onDobemiber 1, 2001t the nmjor BEMs. -

3 Dirﬁ:tlng Sobosdinate Emphyus tn FI: Pﬂm

munng e rnlnvampmud, Kim authorizzd, nrdr.rad, mdmnmt&ﬁm the. participation of .
several subordinale etiiployees i the:prica-fixing conspiracy inchidiag the Killowing: Sun Wao
- “Su:mf' Lee, Senior Munager for DRAM Sales for Samstng: Young:Wao Lee, Sentor Sales -

Manaper Tor Smug Bumm:; "fmngho](ang Amiatc,ﬁlm, l}RﬁM Markm A R
Fhomas Quinn; Vice Presidént of - oty

IR l.I.

M mn pﬂr;ods dnnng, I']J: r:l:wﬂ Pﬂ'lbdi Kn:n aﬂmd mtdlnah uﬂplﬂjﬂﬁ to
mntammmpmlm in-order 1o raize or majitain the price. ﬁl‘ERﬁ.M;qﬂ _tumiam OEMs. In
tmﬂwmﬂmﬂn tmpluymcﬁﬂ.mfact, :muclihmcﬁunmpa,ﬂxﬂﬁmmpwuﬂn and
reach agreomends on the- price Jevels their respective companies wu]dndmc {o centain, OEMe,

Fuvthermore, durm,g the relevant period, these subordinale’ cinployces b repilar pricing .
o discussions with tnmpuuu:s and itached: agreemcnis o the prices sl which they would el

I)RAM lo cerain OEMs:. Klm was Iwan: ) Ih:sc nu-mmuml::ltlnn; and th::.g::;mml:s reached
.--mth Smmmg smmm

1640




