


2

1) Pro se plaintiff, Matthew Robert Young, is a State prisoner confined in the Oregon

Department of Corrections, Snake River Correctional Institution, located at 777 Stanton Blvd., in

Ontario, OR 97914. Pro se plaintiffherein invokes his Constitutional Rights as a Citizen of the

United States ofAmerica, to bring this civil action, action in rem, in quasi rem, in personam, as

an action in personam as allowed pursuant to FRCP Rule B, C, D, and E and further as provided

by Title 28 USC § 2201 allowing for the creation ofa remedy in a case of an actual controversy

over personal property as provided by and allowed under Title 28 USC § 1338, in the form of

personal intellectual property that is a Trade Secret Right ofa conunercially valuable product

created from pro se plaintiffs intellectual property design of an abstract patentable, and

copyrightable invention and works. Pro se plaintiff further claims that these Acts were

committed in violation ofhis clearly established Federally protected Constitutional Rights

Against lawful seizure of his personal property, under the Fourth [4thl, and fourteenth [14tb
]

Amendments to the Constitution of the United States. Pro se plaintiff seeks and demands Five

Billion [$5,000,000,000.00) dollars compensation from Intel corporation for receiving of his

stolen personal property, transporting ofhis personal property in the interstate commerce, the

aiding in actual concealing ofhis personal property, and withholding ofstolen goods from their

rightful owner, even AFTER Intel Corporation had been made aware with full knowledge, that

pro se plaintiff is the rightful owner, and original inventor of these commercially valuable

products, Therefore pro se plaintiffprays that the United States District Court will Issue a

Judgment Awarding pro se plaintiff the sum demanded above. Pro se plaintiffnotes for the

purpose ofLegal factual contentions that the act of receiving stolen property, as prescribed

pursuant to the laws under 66 Am. Jur. 2d on receiving stolen property that it is not necessary
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that Intel Corporation be in manual possession or touching of the stolen goods, that any

exercising ofcontrol or dominion over them is sufficient to constitute a receiving. For this cause

pro se plaintiff claims unfair competition, theft ofpersonal property, concealment ofpersonal

property, fraud, and monopoly, and unfair trade practice. For this purpose pro se plaintiff further

seeks and prays for injunctive relief, in the form of a United States District Court, restraining

Intel Corporation, and any of its subsidiaries, associates, or Business partners from seeking,

making developing or in any way distributing for profit or otherwise public use, any

technological computerized device, application, tool, or commercialize product that incorporates

or uses in any way the [Core-2 Duo Virtualized Technology].

2) Pro se plaintiff request pursuant to FRCP Rule 54 for Judgment of All Costs, and

Court filing fees, attorney's fees, and all other cost and distributions that may incur herein.

3) This Civil Action is brought in the United States District Court located at:

United States District Court for the District of Oregon
Mark O. Hatfield U.S. Courthouse,

1000 S.W. Third Avenue
Portland, OR 97204

a) This United States District Court has Jurisdiction to hear and decide these matters and

issues in controversy and to award pro se plaintiff the amount and sum sought herein pursuant to

Title 28 U.S.C. § 1332, § 1337, §1338, §1343, § 2201, § 2202 and Title 42 U.S.C § 1983, §

1985, and further under Title U.S.C. § 1986. Pro se plaintiff reserves the right to amend this

jurisdiction pursuant to Title 28 USC § 1653.

b) Pro se plaintiff Matthew Robert Young is [a citizen of Oregon]. The defendant Intel

Corporations is [a citizen ofOregon] [a corporation incorporated under the Laws of Oregon,

with its principle place ofbusiness in Oregon]. The amount in controversy is Five Billion
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Dollars [$ 5,000,000,000.00] without interest and costs which exceeds the sum or value

specified by Title 28 U.S.C. § 1332,

c) Steve Jobs is a [citizen ofCalifornia] and here after the filing of this complaint, will be

omitted as a party, until such time as Intel corporation moves to include him as a third party

defendant, enjoining pro se plaintiff in a cause raising the claim ofFraud, and material

misrepresentation with respect to information not included in the statement ofproperty

purchased or received form Mr. Steve Jobs.

d) The third party defendant Steve Jobs will hereafter be omitted as a party, in that at this

time Mr. Jobs [is not subject to this Court's jurisdiction] and therefore cannot be made a party,

without depriving this Court of subject matter jurisdiction in this cause of action, Because to the

best ofpro se plaintiffs knowledge, Mr. Jobs was [a resident of the state ofCalifornia] when he

defrauded Intel Corporation, about where, and from whom he actually acquired the Designs,

and Schematics from, which Intel Corporation actually then developed the [Core-2 Duo,

Virtual Technology], from.

e) Therefore it is Intel Corporation's position to enjoin pro se plaintiffin a separate

action against Steve Jobs, unless this court allows Intel Corporation to do so in this civil action,

pursuant to LR (Local Rules) 14 (a) - (a), Holding that a defending party, may as a third party

plaintiff, cause to be served with Summons and Complaint, a person who is not a party, (which

here after Steve Jobs, will be omitted as a Party) as a person liable for the plaintiffclaims

against the defendingparty. FRCP 14 (a).

PLAINTIFF

4) Matthew Robert Young is the plaintiffproceeding in pro se, in this civil action, Date
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of birth July 4th 1965, place of birth Albuquerque, New Mexico. Pro se plaintiff is currently

being unlawfully held and restrained ofhis liberty and freedom in the Snake River Correctional

Institution, which is located at 777 Stanton Blvd., Ontario, OR 97914, which subject matter is

currently being brought on a separate civil action in this United States District Court, Civil No.

08-1138-PK.

DEFENDANTS

5) Intel Corporation is the liable Defendant in this civil action, and is a Corporation

within the jurisdiction of this United States District Court, and for the purpose of this civil action

to be held liable of the laws cited and raised here. Intel Corporation is considered a citizen for

the purpose of this civil action, and made subject to liability pursuant to Title 28 USC

§1332©(1), and Title 42 USC §1985, § 1986, and is located at 2111 N.E. 25th Ave., Hillsboro,

OR 97124.

6) Steve Jobs is the third party defendant, and is in fact liable to Intel Corporation, he is

Located in California.

QUESTIONS OF THE CHARACTER OF THE CLAIMS AND ADDMISSIBILITY
OF THE NATURE AND WEIGHT OF SUPPORTING EVIDENCE

7) Pro se plaintiff intends to bring into focus the central characteristics ofpro se

plaintiff's claims as they are supported by such evidence that when viewed under the Uniform

Administration of the Laws of the United States, do establish themselves as factual contentions,

and further brings them within the scope of these applicable Laws, as to the sufficiency of the

substance of their subject matter, as the required elements needed to establish his compliant as an

appropriate pleading within the scope, and Design ofTitle 28 USC § 2201, providing that any

court of the United States, upon the filing of an appropriate pleading may declare the rights of
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the parties and other legal relations ofany interested party seeking such declaration.

a) Pro se plaintiffs factual contentions are such that, at an evidentiary hearing pro se

plaintiffwill prove that there exist absolutely no opposing genuine issues ofany material facts to

even remotely challenge the truthfulness of their probative value.

b) Pro se plaintiffmake this declaration: [THAT], Ifanyone in the world today can

come before this Court, at an evidentiary hearing, andpresent to this Court a creditable

challenge, (which would be during an Evidentiary Hearing Held Before this Court, wherein

All ofthe parties areprovided time chance and the opportunity to present to this court the

actual applications for these commercially valuable products), which are known as the [Core-2

Duo Micro Processor, and Virtual Technology], allegedly invented by Intel Corporation,

then pro se plaintiff agrees to be HELD liable for the Ten Thousand Dollar [$10,000.00] civil

fine fees. Butfirst here is pro se plaintiffs standing upon factual contention as required in part

by FRCP Rule 11, which pertains to [the proprietary information, the actual trade secrets] of

the true application of the [Core-2 Duo micro processor, and Virtual Technology], ofwhich

Intel Corporation only knows the potential Applications ofthese Technology products, as Intel

Corporation was provided by Mr. Steve Jobs, and not it true Technological Trade Secret

Designs that will make these commercially valuable Technology products work, and perfonn to

their fullest ability, and capacities.

c) Pro se plaintiff is the only person in the world at present who knows how to make both

the [Core-2 Duo micro processor, and the Virtual Technology] work, and pro se plaintiffcan

in fact come before this U S District Court and prove it by a factual DEMONSTRATION.

8) Pro se plaintiff further brings this civil action under the federal jurisdiction of this U S
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District Court pursuant to the Federal Rules of Evidence Rules 104 (a)(b) & (e), Rules 106,

201 (b) on kinds of facts, (d) when mandatory (e) opportunity to be heard and (I) time for

taking notice; Rule 301, 302, 401, 402 and 404 FRCP Rules B, C, D and E.

a) It is pro se plaintiffs intent to further bring into focus here, the central ideal of the

characteristic of pro se plaintiff argument substantiating his claims, as they are supported by such

evidence that under the unifonn administration of the Laws governing, do establish his claims as

factual contentions that are the subject matter, ofthe type ofsubstance that is required in order to

establish this complaint as an appropriate pleading that declare the Rights under the Laws that

mandates other legal relations..

b) Pro se plaintiff declares here that this action is a JUST cause, and not for harassment

purposes, further Pro se plaintiffmakes in his declaration a request for this United States District

Court to HOLD a simple exemplary test under seal of this court, for this Court have pro se

plaintiffbrought before It to give a Demonstration for this Court in person, exactly just how the

computer [Technology which Intel Corporation calls Virtual Technology the Micro

Processor which Intel Corporation calls core 2 - DUO}, works and to seal this proprietary

information which pro se plaintiffwill Demonstrate for this Court, to be products that were in

fact Developed, Manufactured, and Built from pro se plaintiffs personal intellectual property to

which ONLY pro se plaintiffs Holds the FULL Knowledge of the [proprietary information

trade secret.]

c) pro se plaintiff, further request that this United States District Court Order that Intel

Corporation bring in it's best and brightest engineers, Before this Court under the same sealed

Hearing conditions as pro se plaintiff is Brought, and have anyone of them, or anyone in the

MATTHEW ROBERT YOUNG
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world, who Intel corporation can find who can Demonstrate for this District Court, the Actual

Application of how the [Virtual Technology or Core 2 - DUO] actually works, if they (can)

then as stated above, under the federal laws governing civil actions pro se plaintiff (shall be), if

he fails to Demonstrate his trade secret, be held liable to the defendant(s) for Ten Thousand

Dollars [$10,000.00] and to this requirement pro se plaintiff is two hundred percent (200%) in

agreement with this. HOWEVER when Intel Corporation FAILS to give a Demonstration, pro

se plaintiff DEMANDS just compensation ofFive Billion dollars [$5,000,000,000.00] and any

and all Patents, copyrights, Trademarks, Monies, Money Contrasts, Transactions, Records

and all Documentation, Agreements, Trades, Stocks, Bonds, and any other business

conducted or engaged in concerning the [Core 2 - DUO, and Virtual Technology] and ALL

MONEY PROFITS made received and profited there form, once pro se plaintiff demonstrates

for this United States District Court the fact ofhis Ownership as the Original Inventor of these

Technological commercially valuable products.

QUESTIONS OF LIBALITY

9) In assessing the question of liability pro se plaintiff first turns to the supreme law of

the LORD GOD OF HOST, because these are in fact the very same Laws upon which this Land

ofAmerica, and the United States was founded upon and herein will further serve to clarify

when a person is liable for their actions, and further establishes When they do wrong without

mowing it and when they Knowingly do wrong and continues to do so with little regard for the

fact that the Act or Acts of the wrongful conduct violates the Laws governing them [Note: This

is not a legal argument] but rather it is pro se plaintiffs intent to bring into focus grounds upon

which reliefmay be Granted, and Monetary Damages Awarded, in that this is an extraordinary

MATTHEW ROBERT YOUNG
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civil action created as allowed pursuant to Title 28 USC § 2201.

a) In Romans Ch. 3, v. 19 & 20 THE LORD GOD OF HOST Declares

v. 19 Now we know that what things so ever the law
saith, it saith to them to them who are under the law:
that every mouth may be stopped and all the world may
become guilty before God.

v. 20 Therefore by the deeds ofthe law there shall no
flesh be justified in His sight: for by the law is the
knowledge ofsin.

b) So it follows that liability is upon to those who are under the Law and who have

knowledge of it.

c) Intel Corporation is liable to pro se plaintiffbecause as a citizens ofthe United

States, resident citizens of the State of Oregon, Intel Corporation operates and conduct it's

Business Transactions and affairs under the Laws enacted by the House ofCongress of the

United States, the Constitution of the State ofOregon, and the Oregon Administrative Rules, and

Statutory Laws of the State ofOregon

d) Intel Corporation, in order to be incorporated, and to operate and conduct any

Business Transaction or Affairs must first be Licensed, and Insured to do so, with Knowledge

and understanding ofthe Laws governing Corporations and their Liabilities.

e) Pro se plaintiffhas in fact communicated and established himself to Intel Corporation

as the rightful owner and the original creator, inventor of the [Core-2 Duo Micro Processor},

and [Virtual Technology] that Intel Corporation has in fact been marketing and selling for

monetary financial profit on the commerce and trade interstate commercial world market, with

full knowledge and understanding that the technological products, merchandise goods, or

property in controversy does in fact belong to pro se plaintiff, without pro se plaintiffs

MATTHEW ROBERT YOUNG
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permission, authorization or consent to do so, and without ever once paying pro se plaintiff any

monies, and or sharing any of the profits with pro se plaintiff, or offering pro se plaintiff any

form ofjust Compensation Stocks, Bonds, Shares, etc.

STATEMENTS OF CLAIMS CAUSE OF ACTION

CLAIM I

10) In March or April of2003, pro se plaintiff, sent a copy of the Designs and

Schematics, ofhis intellectual property, a patentable invention, and copyrightable work, to wit; a

Hacker proof, Virus proofComputer, with Multiphase Microprocessors, which pro se plaintiff

calls [LANCELOT], for it impervious ability to being Hacked into and its ability to fight off

Viruses, to Steve Jobs, at Apple Computer, in California, but did not send Mr. Jobs, the

proprietary information, which is the Trade Secret. See Attached Exhibits Marked PRO SE PL.

EX. ----:\__

a) Pro se plaintiff requested that Mr. Jobs, Help and Assistance him in developing and

Marketing, his intellectual property patentable invention, or buy it from pro se plaintiff for Two

Hundred and Fifty Million Dollars [$ 250,000,000.001, and that upon receiving a contractual

signed agreement, then pro se plaintiffwould agree to sent to Mr. Jobs, the Proprietary

Information, the Trade Secrets on how to make this computer Technology work.

b) Steve Jobs, never replied to pro se plaintiff.

CLAIM II

11) In the latter part of that same year, 2003, Steve Jobs, took pro se plaintiff's

intellectualproperty patentable inventions, to Intel Corporation. The exact nature and extent of

the Agreement between Mr. Jobs, and Intel Corporation is not known to pro se plaintiff at this

MATTHEW ROBERT YOUNG
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time.

a) It remains however a fact that Mr. Steve Jobs, Defrauded Intel Corporation, by not

totally Disclosing to, and Informing Intel Corporation just where exactly he got it, and from

whom he actually did get the Designs and Schematics for the Dual-Corel Core-2 Duo

Microprocessor, and Virtual Technology.

CLAIM III

12) In June of2006, Intel Corporation's senior vice president Mr. Pat Gelsinger, is

seen being photographed in the Oregonian News Paper, Holding in his left hand, a computer

mother board, which Intel Corporation later termed Virtual Technology. With the help of

EMC Corporation's VMware Inc. unit, who Intel Corporation paid Two Hundred Eighteen

Million Dollars,[$ 218,000,000.00] to HELP Intel Corporation, to try figure out pro se

plaintiffs proprietary information, Trade Secrets, See Attached Exhibit Marked PRO SE PL.

a) Pro se plaintiff can in fact come Before this U S District Court, and prove conclusively

that the computer mother board, which Mr. Gelsinger, is holding in his hand, in the News Paper

is in fact a product created and manufactured from pro se plaintiffs intellectualproperty

Design, patentable invention, of [LANCELOT] the Hacker proof, Virus Proofcomputer. See

Attached Exhibits Marked PRO SE PL. EX. \---''---

b) Intel corporation has publicly Announced that Intel Corporation rolled out the first

dual-core microprocessor in the latter part of2005, and in that same Public Announcement,

stated that Intel Corporation is seeking HELP from universities and programmers, to HELP

Intel Corporation [SOLVE the multithreading] problems that Intel cooks up. See Attached
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Exhibit Marked PRO SE PL. EX. 3 .This is in fact an explicit PLEA from Intel

Corporation albeit an implicit PLEA by Intel Corporation for anyone to HELP Intel

Corporation try to figure out how to make this Technology work.

CLAIM IV

13) after learning that that computer microchips Grossed over Two Hundred and Forty

Six Billion Dollars [$ 246,000,000,000.00] world wide in 2006, pro se plaintiff In February

2007, sent to Intel Corporation a letter of acknowledgment and ownership of the [Core-2 Duo

Processor and Virtual Technology], in which pro se plaintiffmade certain demands, and

placing certain restrictions, and obligations on any Letters, Response, Reply, Communiques, or

interacting Missives, to which Intel Corporation did in fact, in large part complied with, which

in turn was an Act by Intel Corporation establishing that Intel Corporation's does in fact

Acknowledge that pro se plaintiff is the Rightful owner of, and original inventor and creator of

the [Dual core / Core-2 Duo Microprocessor, and the Virtual Technology].

a) In his Communique to Intel Corporation, Pro se plaintiff addressed Intel

Corporation in this manner;

Dear Intel Corporation;

Does this look familiar? Well it should. It is the Hacker
Proof, Virus Proof Computer, that I invented, which I
Call [LANCELOT]. I showed it to Steve Jobs, at Apple
Computer, and asked him for Two Hundred and Fifty
Million Dollars, he took it to you at Intel, and you built it
but you do not know how to turn it on.

So here is what you are going to do. You are going to
Agree to pay me Seventy Percent (70 %) every thing that
You Gross Offofit, and then I will tell you how to turn
It on and make it do what I Designed it to do.

MATTHEW ROBERT YOUNG
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Agreementto manufacturebuild, andMarketfor me,my
ComputerChip Microprocessor,[TRADWAY].
PleasenotethattheSAME Conditionsapplyhere,30days,with
Yoursignaturein Blueink onBondedpaper.

e) Intel CorporationRespondedjustaspro seplaintiff Requested,within Three(3)

weeks,on Bondedpaper,with theSignaturein Blueink. SeeAttachedExhibit MarkedPRO

SEPL. EX. 5

1) Againpro seplaintiff RequestthatthisU.S.District Courtpayspecialattentionto the

fact thatAGAINIntel Corporationdid not ChallengeorDenythatpro seplaintiff is theRightful

ownerof this Technology.

CLAIM V

a) Accordingto variousNewsPaperPublications,Intel CorporationhasMadeover

Fifty Billion Dollars [$ 50,000,000,000.00]profit off ofpro seplaintiff s intellectualproperty

patentableinvention,which Intel Corporationcalls [Core2, Duo Processor]alone,andpro se

plaintiff cannot evenguesshowmuchIntel Corporationhasmadeoff ofpro seplaintiffs

intellectualpropertypatentableinvention,which Intel Corporationcalls [Virtual Technology]

b) But HEREIS A FACTUAL CONTENTION,AND ISSUEAT LAW, AT

COMMON LAW, Intel CorporationwouldNOT HAVE thisMoney,Profits, Stocks,Bonds,

andpositionastheMain supplier,andprincipalproviderof theWorldsComputerMicrochips,

HAD SteveJobsNOT providedIntel Corporation,acopyofpro seplaintiffs Intellectual

PropertyDesigns,andSchematicsfrom whichIntel CorporationthenmanufacturedtheDual

CoreMultiphaseMicrochip Processor.

c) Evenafterpro seplaintiff hasCONCLUSIVELY PROVENto Intel Corporation
MATIHEW ROBERTYOUNG
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thathe is in fact theRightful Owner,andtheOriginal Inventorof this Technology,Intel

Corporationcontinuesto violatepro seplaintiffs Constitutional,andCommonLaw Rightsto

enjoytheFruitsofhis labor, Intel Corporationin its unfair tradepractice,continuesevenafter

becomingawarethatpro seplaintiff is therightful owner,andoriginal inventorof this

technology,knowinglyconceal,withhold, transferin interstatecommerce,sell on theworld

commercialmarketfor thesolepurposeof illegally profiting from pro seplaintiffs personal

intellectualpropertypatentableinventions,andcopyrightableworkswithoutpro seplaintiff's

approval,authorization,consent,andagainstpro seplaintiffs wantsanddesires,withoutbeing

Gratefulor showinganyconsiderationto thefact thathadit notbeenfor pro seplaintiff's

intellectualproperlypatentableinventiondesignsandschematics,Intel Corporationwould

NOTbethe Worldleaderin computermicrochipsToday,AMD (AdvancedMicro Devices),or

Micron Technologycouldhavejust aseasilyhavebeenthe WorldLeaderin manufacturing

computermicrochipprocessorswith pro seplaintiff's intellectualpropertypatentableinventions.

SeeAttachedExhibit MarkedPROSE PL. EX. 1 +I0

RELIEFSOUGHT

THERFORE Pursuantto theUnitedStatesCodeAmendmentscitedabovein this civil

action,with emphasisat Title 28 USC § 1343(a) (1) (2) (3),and(4), § 1338, and§ 2201;This

United StatesDistrict CourthastheAuthority andneededJurisdictionto RenderJudgments,and

IssueOrdersdirectedat andto thepartiesherein this civil action,andto ORDERthatan

ExtraordinaryHearingbeHeld, andConductedwhereinthepartiesmustperformunderseal

recordof this U SDistrict CourtaDemonstrationof theActual TradeSecretstheProprietary

Informationpertainingto theCommerciallyValuableProductscalledDual Core,Core2 Duo
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Micro Processor,andtheComputerTechnologycalledVirtual Technology.

MATTHEW ROBERTYOUNG, TheClamantPlaintiffproceedingin pro se,

DEMANDS JustCompensationAwardsin theSumandAmountofFive Billion Dollars,

[$ 5,000,000,000.00]for theunauthorizeduseandprofitsmadefrom pro seplaintiff's

intellectualpersonalpropertypatentableinvention,andcopyrightableworks.

Pro seplaintiff furtherDEMANDS CompensatoryAwardsofALL of thePatents,

Copyrights,Trademarks,ProceedsMonies,Stocks,Bonds,Securities,andContracts,

Agreements,and anyandALL BusinessDEALS madegeneratedandor agreedto in regardsto

theCommerciallyValuableProductscalledCore2 Duo, andVirtual Technology.

Proseplaintiff Requestthatthis UnitedStatesCourt IssueandInjunctionprohibiting

Intel Corporationits subsidiaries',Businesspartners,Associates,andor anypersonor Citizen

within this CourtsJurisdictionto OrderWorld wide from manufacturing,building,marketing,

sellingor otherwisepertainingto theTechnologystatedandmentionedin this civil action.

MATTHEW }l61fERTYOUNG
Proseplaintiff

Executedonthis12...dayof f)feed£,lai3

�~�~�-

I declareunderthepenaltyof perjurythattheforegoingis trueandcorrectto the

bestof my knowledge.

SignedandDatedthis !.2 Dayof D«l"�~ PI •2.Lio .2
II _ A-J.J-.t'I _.-
�I�~�~MATTHEW �~ RTYOUNG

MATIHEW ROBERT YOUNG
Plaintiff In pro Ie

SID No. 6242666
777StantonBlvd

Ontario,OR97914



r------.·-- -

�~�-�\ 't\. \

....
C
Z-CD-�~
o

f'.

,t'···.
.. V ..... I..::;

___E
i
;

:rl
"

�~�-�- \

f.-.
�~�\
,l:(\
>-'-

\

--'- "'--'" _._---'
.. ,--.
:;t· ".' �~�.�:�,�:�}�.�=�:�.�~�:�.�-�? �.�~�'

/" '.

�~�-

1

-_._---



�~�~�m�.�'�:�'�:�:�"�j�.�.�L�~

.:.........\

4,.-:- .'.\,.

..�~�~
�I�~�~

�i�;�~�~�r�[�~�l�I�'�.

,..;' �'�~�~�'�D�"�" o:.a"'flJo...

.�~ �.�'�~

r.'· _
I •

A .tIl::.

-",

'-':"1,' 9.llfllIilI
�~�'�'�f�~�'

.'.
""}·I .. I

·1

�~�"�, "I /"
'I " .

":'.

�~ ..,.

t;'

1:­
I:

,"

-' .:>'

, �,�~

�~�'�'�'�~�.�" ......
• ' :"' I , •

.;: . �.�,�;�.�:�:�.�>�~�~ ';:. J '" ,\'

�f�;�·�'�:�-�"�'�1�:�'�;�'�;�i�~�1�i�"�J ..�~ �"�"�"�.�~ ..
• • l>.. ""'_'" > • • \

" •.•;".\. ""......�,�-�,�l�.�:�"�'�~�.�,�\�\�. "'\II.•�\�~
�'�~ . .' �~�.�. , .; �1�:�f�'�,�~�0�'�o .,.'. �r�~�;�J�~�' �~�\�~

J I .. �"�'�~�'�1�~ "11"
v ';.'1'.' J'li \'" .1,. �~�~�h�,

'. , •.•..�~�,�~�. 'l,,: �"�'�,�~�,�:�f�l�\�.�,
" ···.. �·�:�~�~�,�.�,�\�I�,�·�'�I�~�· H'I

• . �"�:�·�(�,�,�:�.�\�<�I�~�"�'�r�l�~�. I �:�~ I �~ i).1.0
'" ·r·.... ' •.. > ", J "R,I.

I '>"'1:""" �~ " 'III \,. '. �"�I�'�~�' \ I ,. �~ �~.. ... ' ' ..,' :' �~
, " : . .j.,;;; " '1' r·

l• ·f ' . . . �~ d �~�;�"
.,.;( ;; �.�,�.�~ .. ",( '\ i\:

�~ .

.: �"�,�~�:�,

'r' i. /I...tl
\ i.", ; H

'.' �.�<�~�:�\�. !/;' �<�'�;�'�:�"�,�~�~�-�.�:�: ;...., ..
'., ",,: �~ .. ,. �=�:�:�·�=�-�~�:�:�"�;�'�-�"�-�+�f�l i

" I
", '- ... " �~�.�:�.�: �~ ;:...�~ .. �~ �,�:�:�~�~�:

'f' l '''0:._"/. �~�'�*�.�~�. �~ ' ..,' ',"

1$......, .........\r.'J'. 'C. ..4_..._•.
. �~�-�:�:�_�.�-�"�" �~

•�~

T
I

: �~

..�~..

t/lII!/;IlijIJ

�~�'�i�i�N
�m�~

Bil �}�f�.�~�l.

; I �~ '; �~�. ! '

1""1" I"01: 'i,l' I
jili,1 !.:i:li·
�~

�~�'�l�~�'
Ji;. �!�:�.�.�~�;�.

"

",

.-

. ',)

')

••.'.

l1li 1

•

";.-.1;
I, .:.. '": ::':':I':I"'i.1: " :-1;.:;,.. �~�.�!�}

�~ • u •• "\j.•.. ,O •••! .• , .•. ·;f'.· ..:..II·ro;.·l ••

III,,· .
"' •"�~ i"
, ,
l!··i .

�!�~�;�_�:�.�-�;�;�:
�.�~�~�. �'�;�;�~�~�;�l�L�~�~�.�;�:�.�;�:

;':w" �~ '. ,.I.

ORIGINAL
P\\O �~�E Pl. �~�. 2.



.oual-eore ·processo.r

introduce"quad-core"chips with basic hardware�c�h�a�l�l�~ �b�e�h�i�n�~ !

four microprocessors.In time, the .�:�B�t�"�i�J�I�t�i�-�c�o�r�e�~�~�~�5�.�a .ULre.fi' �~
companyhopeSto put dozensor on odier �c�o�m�~�:�~�!�~�.�l�l�M�9�i t
�p�e�r�l�l�l�~�p�s �h�~�d�r�e�d�s of �m�i�c�r�o�p�r�o�c�~�- �~�S�.�A�s�"�"�'�e�~�c�o�~�a�g�e�m�E�m�t �:�~
sors on chips. Computers With edriesaay,Intel highlighted the :\<
suchpowermightbeableto drive �w�o�~�k of Pixar Animation Studios, �1�~
andsteeracar,for example,orper- which has developed computer ilu'
form other taskswell beyondthe software.�~�t takes adyantageof G:..,\
scopeoftoday'steclmology. the �~�d�i�t�i�o�~ �c�o�m�p�~�t�i�n�g power . oj

. , . ha' multi-core chips prOVIde to pro- wal
, . But It s not �~�m�g .to ppen ducemoredetailedanimation. Will

. ContInued from Page D1 �~�g�h�.�t away.IntelsaId�~�1�l�S �w�e�e�~ that, . , '
.'. " 11 will moveconservativelyto Ultra- ..:Intel rntroducednew develop- �w�~

, �~�" tie,'as much as a decadebehind duce eight-core chips - andbe- �I�~�e�n�t tools for__�p�.�m�~�~�~�~�L m"a
�.�J�=�~ .. ,' , hardwaredevelopment yond- �b�~�a�.�.�!�1�~�!�l�u�~�.�!�p�p�~�t�e�.�r�s cm:(t �w�'�e�s�~�.�l�!�Y .....�!�O�~�L�~�.�J�l�!�U�.�d lLwilL. �~�:�l�e�~ ..

�'�~�'�l�I�:�.�" \' r , etusethem. :war, With �_�u�r�u�v�e�r�s�l�t�i�~�s to teach JU8l1
,'!II,.., �~�n�t�e�l rolled outIts first dual-core L.-__-;_. ,. . multi-coreprogramnnng.' It· 'also l:asb

�~�c�r�o�p�;�o�o�c�e�s�s�o�r�s Iau:last year,and �M�~�t�t�-�c�o�r�e �c�h�i�~ must �~�e pro- aDnO!lllced·aromoBonalCOntestscar,
Saidthis week.that1t plansto up- grammed to coordinatetheirwork" 00.f'piglle';;- , �e�v�e�l�o�p�e�~ ,.interest, say)
dat? �t�h�e�~ With �~ new �~�n�e�r�g�y�- andaccessto computermemory, prcimising,$5,OOOp �~�~�i�·�t�t�I�i�l�t�q�:�:�- wi]"l
savmg chip architectureill the so the work of each processor grammm:s: who"s6lve" 'tt- I
�~�d quarterof20?6.By theendof doesn'tconflict with the work of '.:thrElailfug''problems"'that' fufel ., (;:'}'
this .year,Intel �s�~�d�, t;tearly three- ,an0tlll;lr, �I�n�~�e�l�, Cli1l!l &UCp'.·,pro-!.�.�;�.�i�~�~�:�l�.�]�i�h�;�" .,,<.. .. _.... , .. " ., .. �~:�.�·�a�:�~�~�~�;�7�~�~�~�7�:�~�:�.�' �!�~�~�h�i�~�~�~�~�:�p�~�~�~�'�·�:�'�:�0�o�.�:�.�,�~�.�l�l�:�~�~�~�,�'�J�~�~�f�~�~�'�~�~�R�t�;�)�'�i�,

. tiology. , ;.' ..'.. "."" multi..th....<iili"'o', ... �¥�>�~�,�,�<�'�-�;�,�·�,�·�:�.�i�~ �,�.�~ , d··'i
'; .,.,." I" �~�:�-�~�~�~�~�I�· �(�~�~�.�'�~�;�-�.�: �~�, t, �~ .., -" . . �~ '!'il,

, . �S�p�~�~�e iJ;l200,7,Intel plansto �,�\�.�W�l�!�!�e�r�W�;�~�,�;�,�:�~ �&�~�~�m�,�~�4�-�~ �'�<�l�~�!�y �~�a�n�d to ,ijle �s�~�~�~ ,

�;�'�<�'�;�:�~�/�~�J .';' .' �~�;�S�~�'�;�;�?�~�:�.�"�'�{�\�;�~�?�'�·�: �j�:�i�:�'�,�i�~�t�i�·�·�<�·�i�l�· �~�'�.�~ ..�:�~�;�~�\�'�;�.�:�' �-�~�:�~�:�j�'�;�'�t�'�;�'�~�~ �:�"�~�'�=�'�/�.�:�,�,�;�:�;�,�~�:�'�.�: ...�;�~�~ �"�'�;�~�~�:�:�:�'�I�\�.�i�~�~�;�1�0 •.�~ �~�' I
. . alt & 4'6.1..«1 CZiit.ti C La. '.' ." . . �.�.�.�.�.�.�.�_�~.. ..... -' --- ..-.. . ... . PRO'SE PL, �E�~�, '3
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The Associated PreSI

.
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'URCE: Intel

'fwo-brain chip Chl·ps.· fl··
Intel's dual-core processors • �~�:�-
have two digital engines on one. ..' I t �.�1�~�~�1�1 1
piece of silicon, enabling faster . " <:' . n eJ,..Wm re y
multiple-computing tasks. .' .,:,L·· .

�~�.�:�' �~�f�:�~�~�~�;�~
�S�l�n�g�l�~�~�o�,�e processor --

l.:-,.�.�:�.�~
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Intel Corporation
2111N. E. 25thAve.
JF3-147
Hillsboro,OR97124

�(�!�~�l�· �~�"�-�d�·. eap...",a
, .:.

.March2;-2007
�i�_�~ " �-�,�~ -_.. _-

Mr. MatthewYoung
SID No: 6242666
777StantonBlvd.
Ontario,OR97914

.. �~�.�,�_�.�.�.�- ..- - ; ...... -_.-- .._...... �~ ....

Re:
OurRef.:

�~�" �~�'

�'�I�.�:�:�~

DearMr. Young:

Young- Lancelot
2007-001728

Wehavereceivedthematerialsyouprovidedto usin connectionwith theabove­
. referencedmatter. After considerationandreviewofthesubmitteddocmnents,Intel has
. determinednotto pursuethis-matter. .

Thank youfor your interestin Intel Corporation.andfor bringingthisoppertunity
to ourattention. .

GOlde

....•.
", .t·',

""•..

�~�:�"�'�~ :'.' �~�.
. 'r." .'...

Sincerely,

GwenaIds
OutsideSubmissionsCoordinator
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:\rector of emerging technolo- (ersapopularprogramthathelps�,�s�l�o�w�c�u�s�t�o�m�e�r�l�i�.�d�o�p�t�i�.�o�n�o�f�v�i�~�~�·�;�' . \ ..gies in·synlaiifec·"Corp:'s-5ecu.- usersof Apple Inco'sMacintosh' alization until it introduces':Chip giant Intel Corp., in �~�!�!�Y�-�:�'�i�~�i�f�.�s�:�e�-�J�n�¥�t�:�~�$�Y�.�:�a�i�A�n�t�,�e�c�.�i�s systemrunMicrosoft Windows. more�~�p�h�i�s�t�i�c�a�t�e�d products. ;.igteeiilg to invest $218.5 mil- worjdngWithInf#.9!!Y!®JI),i?;a- Microsoftcausedfurtherconster- Though WtualizationcolildioninEMCCorp.'sVMwarelnc. �t�i�9�:�i�:�l�.�-�'�9�,�a�~�¢�.�:�g�,�· �J�)�f�9�~�u�~�t�S�" @.d be-. nationlastmonthby informing helpsellmore Microsoftoperat­mit; providedevidencethat a' lieves such'malicious code reportersand analystsit was ing systems,it could also shiftlit technologycalledvirtualiza- �,�c�o�.�u�i�d�~�~�. �d�.�.�e�i�~�<�;�t�e�4�:�' '.' ••.' aboutto relaxtherestrictions- morecontroloverthebasicfunc- 'ion is spawningnew alliances, . Microsoft, which has cited andthenreversingthatdecision tionsofPCsfromthecompanytomd posing challengesto Mi- VMwareasanemergingcompet- shortlybeforeit wasduetobean- computermakers,siridNeilMac­�~�o�s�o�f�t Corp. itor, addedlanguageto the li- nounced.A draft announcement Donrld, ananalystwith marketThedeal,announcedyester-' �c�e�~�i�n�g�a�g�r�e�e�m�e�n�t�s�f�o�r�t�w�o�c�o�n�- explainedthe proposedpoliCy researcherGartnerInc.. .lay,comesasVMwareisprepar- sumerversionsof its Windows changeasaresponsetocustomer . 1 spokesmanfor Microsoftngfor acloselywatchedinitial Vista operating system that "feedback"-butso did a subse- tiedinedto commentonits re" .mblicoffering.It alsocoincides barsusersfromusingvirtualiza- quentMicrosoft statementsay- centflip-flop or the �t�r�i�t�i�c�i�s�m�~.vith.�.�!�.�.�$�.�.�!�.�o�w�i�n�i�l�e�[�a�t�e�~�Q�J�J�,�t tion. More costly versionsof ing it wasdroppingthecharlge. of its, licensingpolicy, stating,.vhether�y�i�J�1�l�!�a�l�i�z�~�1�j�Q�.�n�.�.�!�W�l�p�s ..91:,. . WindowsVistaweren'tcovered Competitorsandsomeana- oily thatit �c�~�h�a�s reassessedth'Ei . .lurts computersecur,itx.-and,l" by theprohibition. lysts are skeptical about Mi- W'iIlli:ows virtualizationpolicy .:'-vneffier Microsoft is misusing., Thepolicy ir.ked�c�O�r�n�p�~�t�i�t�o�r�s�, crosoftstatementsthat it was Illd decided,tbatwe'Wil!J!liIi!lL. J.,.:lJftwlife 'lke"rise's�·�t�u�"�·�S�i�0�~�"�"�T�I�:�s�;�.�"�'�m�c�i�o�l�l�i�n�g �·�·�i�1�I�V�l�w�a�1�'�e�-�l�U�'�I�d�·�P�a�:�r�a�l�J�.�e�~�-�'�r�n�(�i�l�1�v�a�t�~�d "'oy':"srturfty"t'"diF-'"4,aiil f!he �'�;�o�r�l�g�i�i�i�i�l�l�'�'�'�p�'�O�-�U�~�'�~ .�~�- -,'ipread. K Inc.,aunitofSWsoftInc. thatof- cerns.Theysuggestit hopesto �~�o�u�n�c�e�d last fall/! .. Intel, of Santa.Clara, Calif.tV :\:)laid its 'venture-capitalarmwillI �.�,�-�-�"�-�'�~�" �~ - .••.... -, �.�-�.�-�-�~ ......""" .....- .�.�v�'�~�-�' �>�-�;�"�-�'�"�'�~�-�i�(�r�'�l�l�'�'�'�'�-�'�'�'�'�' ._.,. ........�-�.�~�-�;�~�,�,�~�/lay$23 asharefor astakerepre·.; �~�A r' e Dt 'EV ,;enting2.5%of VMware'scom-, rt'U �~�.�.�. , ... • ,... �~non sharesafter the �o�f�f�e�r�i�n�g�.�~
lle companies,already part-'
lers, said'they will broaden'
'lork on joint marketing·and:. /'
echnologydevelopment.An In-;
elexecutivewill becomeadirec-..
orofVMware,aPaloAlto, Calif., ..
ompanythat expectsto raise'
;741.4million from theoffering.i

Virtualizationusessoftware;
hat emulatesthe featuresof ai
omputer,making it easierto:
un multipleoperatingsystems.
nd applicationprogramson a .
ingle machine.That benefits;
ompaniesby using a greater:
,ortion of servers'computing.
apacity,reducingthe needtel .'
l.ly additionalsystems.

�T�h�e�p�F�o�g�n�I�D�1�b�e�t�w�e�e�n�1�M�.�Q�P�~ .
rapng,sY-sj;!ml-....�!�!�\�~ ..hard­
�r�a�r�e�:�-�:�-�c�;�.�~�~�s�.�l�:�~�~�m�~�£�m�.�1�'�U�!�:�,�-�;
�a�n�b�e�u�s�.�e�d�t�(�t�w�t�i�t�i�°�R�~�C�H�9 '
irusesaridothermaliciouspro- '.
�f�a�i�i�:�i�r�c�a�n�'�t�-�~�a�i�t�i�i�c�k�" 'sen:Sitive
�a�r�t�s�o�{�?�.�~�Y�~�~�l�n�t�l�;�!�f�J�J�!�9�.�y�g�J�1�.�·
:..�p�!�~�i�i�S�"�.�t�o�.�J�<�e�e�.�p�.�_�c�O�l�l�.�a�l�>�.�O�I�.�~�t�U�l�.�gntn �M�i�c�r�o�s�Q�f�t�"�,�~�s�<�} Y@.:qt.s_.tp.
�!�!�r�'�c�o�h�t�"�~�t�e�r makersbuild in ..�p�~ M-_ �.�!�P�:�1�L�,�~�,�,�~ .•_< ..._..._...._.
�r�h�e�u�.�.�!�!�,�.�£�l�l�.�l�l�~�j �§�~�~�l�l�£�t�y �.�~�c�a�p�P�l�h�·�l�·
�,�,�-�~�p�~�~�e .. -S9ftw.We, ;
�n�c�a�p�s�u�l�a�t�~�.�a�l�Q�!�!�&�. �;�w�i�t�p�_�.�~�. J :
�:�n�p�p�e�d�-�d�o�~ �o�p�'�e�r�~�!�l�~�,�~�~�;�, �.�~�;rrtrbYlrvinliafnl"acmnel that,
)uld guardagainst�d�a�r�i�g�e�r�o�q�~ . (:
iliware. .., : \

"Wefirmly believethatvirtu-i," t
lizationis akey technologyto'r
)Iving awholebunchof �p�r�o�b�~ ...l l
�~�m�s�,�" saidSteveGrobman,an \.:
ltel.directorofbusiness-client
:chiteeture. . ,

.But onecon£emis �w�.�h�m�~�r I
�3�:�~�~�~�~ �S�.�Q�.�.�u�J�~�~�!�~�"�Y�!�t�t�1�L�l�M�i�~�;�I ..: j
on �~�.�9�1�~�~�~�r�~ ..t!l.at.PQots.uP�l�>�,�e�~Ire'a�c�0�!�!�1�p�.�1�\�t�~�.�r�~�~�.�9�p�e�r�a�t�~ �s�y�.�~�:
iftCfOsecretlypeif6i'Jri mis- i
�t�i�e�t�~�:�~�~�. �?�l�.�i�~�,�~�~�!�;�:�i�~�d�r�i�~�~ di-I

....- _ .. - ,.----.I

By DON CLARK

Intel to Invest in Virtualization Leader'
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L-others7.9!'

Note: Figures don't add up to lOre;due to rounding
Source: Gartner

�O�r�a�~�l�e�V�p�g�r�a�d�e Is GivingPause
SomePosstble�U�s�e�r�s�~ placeoutdatedfile-man- makeIt eaSIerto pull together

,: Lion's Share agementsystems.In the "unstructured"data ltke Web
SeeNoNeedtoJump' Shareof world-wide relational-database 19905, they investedin content�~�d �v�i�~�e�o files.

i marketin 2006 more databasesoftware OracleIS trying to whetcom-FromOldDatabase! to supportnewprograms panies'appetitefor new .soft-
i for taskslike trackingcus- ware throughdiscounts,withthe

tomers and managing expectationthatcustomerswill
Web sites. . paybigfeesforcontinuingtechni-

Early in this. decade, calsupport.DavidHauser,'chief
purchasesslowed in a technologyofficer of GotVMail
tough economy. 1WW, CommunicationsLLC,atelecom
companies'areagajnbuy- companyin Weston.Mass.,has
�~ to takeadvantage:JlL.latelYnegotiateddiscountsof
security improvemeni:s, 50%onOraclesoftwarewith the
'andtointeractwith''11!W- help of Mira ConsultingInc.

�.�n�e�-�~�g�e�n�c�e�" �S�l�\�f�t�~ Still,Mr.Hauserdoesn'texpectto
�1�'�T�.�!�f�$�.�l�l�i�i�t�.�h�e�l�u�a�.�.�t�r�l�i�~ moveto llgfor atleasttwoyears.
healtl!.2f.thgjrJ:lusine.§.5... "ThelargefeaturesetshaveaI­

"'-oracleisn'tofferingde- readybeenaccoJJ;lplished,"he
tailsof llg until itslaunch says."Now it's smallthings.I'm
in New York tomorrow, not going to upgradejust for

must-haveadditions,heseeslit- butpeoplebriefedontheproduet that." .
tIe needto movequickly. sayit will includeimprovedsecu.- AndOracleincreasinglyfaces

Mr. Showers'sviewisechoed. rityreaturesandbettercapabili- competitionfrom lower-costda­
by other corporatetech man- tiestor making senseof content tabasealternativesfrom rivals
agers,highlighting maturation suchasvideofiles andWebcon- likeMicrosoft.ArindamSen,lead
in the database industry. tent.TheRedwoodShores,Calif., databaseadministra,toratAmeri-.
Whereas database releases companyalso,hasn'trevealedits can.Power ConversionCorp"
wel'e onceS€tln asrevolution-. pricingplans.An Oracli!'spokes", �'�p�m�o�(�S�c�h�i�1�c�l�d�e�t�'�~�c�"�S�A�:�'�o�f t
aryandtypicallysparkedabuy- womandeclinedto comment. Rueil-Malmaison,France,says
ing frenzy, the new oneoffers �~�~�·�t�e�c�h thievesincreas- heoftengetsphonecallsfroIilOr­
relatively incrementalchange. �~�y usetheInternetandother aclesalespeopletrying to per­
Thelukewarmreceptionechoes meanstosneakintocorporatec!.a:...suadehim to switch from Mi-
aphenomenontakingplaceelse- tabase,s,oracle'ana�o�t�h�~�r�s !J,aye crosoft'sSQLServersoftware.
where in software:Microsoft E"eenunderEressuretogivecolll:; SQLServercostslessthanOr­
Corp.'slatestWindowsoperat- parnesabetterwaytocontrolac- acle'ssoftware,butOracle'sdata­
ing system,called Vista, re- cess,saysToQyWeiss,chiefexeeu:base software is considered
ceivedfar lessfanfarewhenit �t�i�v�e�o�f�A�p�p�n�c�a�~�t�y�I�n�e�.�.�- heavier-duty,moreappropriate
wasreleasedfor consumersthis �a�"�N�e�;�"�r�y�6�"�f�I�(�a�a�t�a�b�a�§�j�l�:�S�.�e�.�~ for big companies.In recent '
yearthan,say,Windows95 did. �f�u�n�r�:�-�A�"�P�P�!�i�~�~�t�i�Q�!�t�~�.�~�9�I�D�.�t�.�Y�. has years,though, "Microsoft has

Still, expectedchangesin llg fm:M lli, andMr. WeissSaYSit caughtup with Oracle"in soft- .
illustrate an evolution in how �l�s�'�J�;�f�f�.�~�,�r�e secure,inpart�b�~�~ ware reliability and perform­
corporatetechbuyersusesoft- featUrestliiit let companiesbet- ance,Mr. Senargues.Sohe is
ware,saysBhavishSood,anana- teraudittheactivity insidetheil:. sticking with Microsoft, which
lys'tatGartnerInc.In the1980s, 'databases-ana putmoregpecific he sayssaveshim $700,000to
databasesoftwareboomedas reStrICtiOnS�o�n�~�'�e�a�c�h user.The $800,000ayearcomparedwith '.
companiesscrambledto re- -hewverswnis'"alsoexpectedto Ol<l.cle.

ByVAummVAM

OracleCorp.plansto unveil
a newversionof its coresoft
ware tomorrow for the firs\
time in four years.But custom,
erslike Mark ShowershavealJ

,
i.l. �~�~�:�~�i�. decidedto sit out thj

Oracleis launchinga·versioh
of its "databasemanagemen·,r
systeni"software,dubbedveri
sion11g,thatletscompaniesrei
trieve andmakesense ofthehl
digital data.But Mr. �S�h�o�w�e�r�~
chiefinformationofficeratagri1

!. cultural giant MonsantoCo.1
sayshis companyis likely to
takeat leasttwo or threeyears,
to startmovingfrom theprevi:J
ous version, 109-doublethe

·· ..timeMonSiillto I!rnce took. t,
That'sbecauseit typical!}'

takesatleastseveralmonthsfor
acompanytofully shift to anew
versionofOracle'sdatabasesoft­
ware-thelargerthecompany;
the longerit takes-andlately,
Oraclehasmadeseveralsmall,
incrementalchangesin newre­
leasesratherthana few large,
importantonesthatwouldcom­
pelacompanytoquicklyswitch...

St. Louis-basedMonsanto
employs17,500peopleandhas
annualrevenueof $7.3 billion:
"For a companylike Monsanto,
thesenewreleasesareabit likej
turning the battleship," Mr.!
Showerssays. Without many'

h,,,,_.., . ....... . .'. :
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CV '08-149 6- BR
CERTIFICATEOF SERVICE

CASENAME: �~�E�W �~�, YOW\JG- v. �-�.�.�.�.�.�.�.�L�J�<�-�.�l�-�.�.�l�I�o�l�:�!�l�o�l�U�.�-�F�"�"�-�'�'�-�'�'�'�'�'�-�-�L�.�~ _

CASENUMBER: (ifknown) _

COMESNOW, �f�v�\�a�-�\�\�b�~�W t, �>�6�u�o�~ ,andcertifiesthefollowing:

ThatI amincarceratedby theOregonDepartmentof Correctionsat 7ZZst4ofoaBlvd,
eo,\-af\O >, �~�-�"�'�4 _

Thatonthe�~�d�a�y ofJJocenbec ,�2�~ I personallyplacedin the
CorrectionalInstitution'smailingserviceA TRUE COpyof thefollowing:

Reepe.S\-\-0\ �\�t�,�r�O�:�I�\�l�~�) 0\ �S�~�\�\�I�\�C �~ & �~�U�M�b�o�\�\�~�L�i�a �t�Q�~�\�Q�\�.�l�\�\ 'tJ\\haH:JdrJ

�E�X�~�&�.�i�c�r�J aJrl?",d -"teo-adA �~�e�s�s�e�a wlme.\-otheu., So, I:l\shld: �~�r�k�J
�~�L M. F.Ll..f �~ ,

I placedtheabovein a securelyenclosed,postageprepaidenvelope,to theperson(s)
namedat theplacesaddressedbelow:

�i�l�~�Z�J �:�-�-�Q�\�U�~�7�/�_�=�_�;�;�.�4�.�L�.�_�_�_ _
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