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[, Philip M Young, am a general partner at U8, Venture Pariners, a high-technology venture
investing company, and am a director of nominal defendan Zoran Corporation {"Zoran™ or the
“Company”™). 1 make this declaration hased on my own personal knowledge and, if called 10 do so,

could and would competently so testify in court

1 [ am a non-management. independent director at Zoran, and am not a defendantin this
litigation.
2. On September 11, 2007 the Honorable US, District Judge Charles Legge (Ret

conducted an all-day, in-person, mediation session with the parties to this action. Accompamed by
Company counsel, | actively participated in the mediation session on behalf of Zoran. Since that nme |
have remain msolved in the settlement process on behalt of the Company,

3. [ have reviewed the Court’s April 7. 2008 Order that dented prehiminary approval for a
proposed scttlement of this litigation and have discussed the Order with Company counsel

4 More recently, Treviewed and authorized execution of the Stpulation of Settlement that
is now pending before the Court for approval {the “New Settlement™). [ did so because | believe that
settlement of this hugation based on the terms set forth in the New Settlement is in the best interest of

the Company and 155 sharcholders

LA

This 15 particularly true because this htigation has been mamtained at a substanual cost
to the Company in terms of both legal fees and costs as well as diversion of management and board
tme from the business of the Company and 1 do not believe that continued. protracted and costly
litigation 15 1 the best interest of the Company given the consideration avanlable to the Company in the
New Settlement The New Settlement alse provides substantially more consideration to the Company
than the proposed settlement discussed in the Court’s Apnil 7. 2008 Cirder.

| dectare under penalty of perjury under the law of the Unied States of Amenca that the

foresoing is true and correct. Fxecuted this 27th day of May. 2008 in Menlo Park. Cahifornia
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