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ORAL DEPQCSI TI ON OF ANDREW COCKBURN, PH. D.
produced as a witness at the instance of the
Pat ent Omner and duly sworn, was taken in the
above-styl ed and nunbered cause on
March 27, 2025, from12:02 p.m to 2:06 p.m,
Central Daylight Tinme, before KATERI A
FLOT-DAVIS, CSR, CRR, in and for the State of
Texas, reported by machi ne shorthand, Taken
Renotely Via Zoom pursuant to the Federal
Rul es of Civil Procedure and the provisions
stated on the record herein.
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PROCEEDI NGS

THE COURT REPORTER: On the record
at 12: 02 p. m

(Wtness sworn.)

ANDREW COCKBURN, PH. D.
havi ng been first duly sworn, testified as

foll ows:

EXAM NATI ON
BY MR LEVENTHAL:
Q Good norning, Dr. Cockburn.

MR. LEVENTHAL: Just for the
record, we have el ectronically provided you
Exhi bits 1001, which is the ' 755 Patent;
1003, which is your declaration; 1004, which
Is the Chaudhri reference; 1005, which is
the Martyn reference; and 1006, which is the
Giffin reference.

(Exhi bit No. 1001 Previously

Mar ked. )
(Exhi bit No. 1003 Previously
Mar ked. )
www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 5
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6
(Exhi bit No. 1004 Previously
Mar ked. )
(Exhi bit No. 1005 Previously
Mar ked. )
(Exhi bit No. 1006 Previously
Mar ked. )

Q (BY MR LEVENTHAL) Do you have al
of those available to you, sir?

A | have all five of those avail able
to ne.

Thanks.

Q And have you been able to address
the prograns that are open on your conputer,
so you now have just the viewer for those
files and the Zoom wi ndow open?

A | have Zoom Preview, which is the
application I'musing to view the docunents;
and the Finder is active, but it's only
because | can't kill it. There are no w ndow
shut .

Q And can you pl ease confirmthat
you're not in electronic conmunication with
anyone el se, other than anyone that's on the
Zoom chat .

A Only people on Zoom

www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 6
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.

Q And there is no one in the room

with you currently?
A Correct.
Q | f either of those two things

change, would you please | et ne know?
A I will.
Q Ckay.

So, Dr. Cockburn, first thing,
turning to Exhibit 1003, which is your
declaration, are there any corrections that
you woul d li ke to make before we get started?

A Yes. There's one typo and two
m nor clarifications.
(Pause.)
Do you want ne to give themto you?
Q Sure. Please go ahead.
A kay.

At Paragraph 118, on the last |ine
of Page 97, there is a reference to square
bracket 2018 square bracket, and that should
be square bracket 0218 square bracket.

Should | carry on?

Q |"msorry. Let ne |look real quick

So, 0218. kay. GCot you.

Yeah, please go on

www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 7
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A Paragraph 104. This is a ’
clarification. | just need to find it.

(Wtness review ng exhibit.)

Al right.

On the fourth line, it says "a
nonnovi ng application icon."

That shoul d be, instead of "a
nonnovi ng," it should be "another application
icon."

Q Ckay.

A And on 136, Paragraph 136, it's
essentially the sane clarification. On the --
one, two, three, four, five --
sixth-fromthe-last line, "the nonnovi ng"
should be "the other."

Q "The ot her nonnovi ng"?

No; "the other application icons."

Q Got cha.

Ckay.

Now i f you could, Dr. Cockburn,
turn to Page 37 of your -- actually, it's 38
of your declaration, Paragraph 39.

A ' mthere.

Thanks.

Q So if you recall when we discussed
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9
this in arelated nmatter, you have a

definition -- well, let me -- in -- in
Par agraph 39 you describe your opinion as to a
definition of, "a person of ordinary skill in

the art," correct?
A Yes.
Q And we di scussed, for a rel ated
party in the rel ated proceeding on the
'212 Patent, that there was -- there was a
clause in that case that began wth a comm at
the end of the |ast sentence, that said, "and
addi ti onal years of experience," and went on.
We di scussed in that case that that
was superfluous and nmade nore sense if we
sinply x'ed that out.
Wul d you agree that the sane is
true here, that the definition you' ve given in
Par agr aph 39 nmakes nore sense if we delete the

end of the |ast sentence, which is, "and
addi ti onal years of experience could
substitute for the advanced | evel degree"?
A | think that's fair. W could
term nate the sentence at that final conma.

Q kay.

The next paragraph | would like to

www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 9

Apple Inc. v. Smith Interface Techs., LLC
IPR2024-01088 | Smith EX2007 | Page 10 of 83



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Apple, Inc. vs Andrew Cockburn, Ph.D.

Smith Interface

March 27, 2025

flip you to is Paragraph 63, which begins at
the very bottom of Page 59.

A Ckay. Thanks.

Q And if you could just go ahead and
read Paragraph 63 to yourself, and | have a
f ew questi ons.

A (Wtness review ng exhibit.)

Yes, |'ve read it.

Q So the context of where we are in
your declaration is you're discussing why a
POSI TA woul d be notivated to integrate
portions of Martyn's teachings into other
di scl osures within the Chaudhri reference.

Is that fair?

A It's within the section that
descri bes the reasons to conbine Martyn with
Chaudhri .

Q And in Paragraph 63 -- and this is
primarily in the sentence that spans {ages 59
and 60 -- you identify two categories of
teachings of Martyn that -- that are to be
i ntegrated i nto Chaudhri .

The first is "providing a
contextual shortcut submenu in the formof a

sumary w ndow, " and the second is "doing so

10
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I n response to a press-and-hold user input.”

Is that fair?

A At the end of Paragraph 63,
state: The foll ow ng i ndependent reasons
support the Chaudhri-Martyn conbination,” and
then | provide those two i ndependent
reasons -- or two -- two reasons.

Q | think we may be tal ki ng past each
other alittle bit.

| think you have four reasons, and
we're going to go into them

But before we got to the reasons,
what | want to clarify is that we're on the
sane page as to what teachings you are taking
fromMartyn and putting into Chaudhri.

And so let nme -- | asked a conpound
gquestion. Let me ask it one by one.

A first teaching that you are
stating a POSI TA woul d be notivated to take
fromMartyn is "providing a contextua
shortcut subnenu in the formof a summary
wi ndow of comon application functions."

Correct?

A Yes.

Par agr aph 64 describes providing a

www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 11
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subrmenu of sel ectable options corresponding to

comonl y used applications; and a person of
skill in the art would be notivated to
i ncorporate that into Chaudhri.

Q And the second -- and now, sir, I'm
going to be reading fromthe top two |ines on
Par agraph 60 (sic) when | ask you this
questi on.

The second teaching from Martyn
that you are opining a POSI TA woul d be
notivated to add into Chaudhri is that
provi ding the contextual shortcut submenu is
"...in response to a press-and-hold user
I nput . "

Correct?

A | think | disagree with these --
with the characterization that these are
I ndependent and separate features that |I'm
describing the incorporation of.

What |'m describing is the
rationale to a person of skill in the art for
why they woul d incorporate the teachings of
Martyn into Chaudhri, and that includes a -- a
shortcut, a Snapshot sumrary context nenu, and

it also includes doing so on a press-and-hold
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or long press gesture.

Q That's fair.

It was that last part | wanted to
nmake sure we agreed on, and that -- that's
fine.

Just to make sure we're on the sane
page, the -- I"mjust going to read your
answer back to make sure we're on the sane
page.

So it is your opinion that a POSITA
woul d be notivated to incorporate teachings of
Martyn into Chaudhri that include the Snapshot
summary context nenu, and al so incl ude doing
So on a press-and-hold or |ong press gesture.

A | agree with ny testinony.

Q And then, as you pointed out,
Par agr aph 63 concl udes by you transitioning
and stating now you're going to describe
several independent reasons for why a POSITA

woul d be notivated to do so, correct?

A That's correct.
Q Ckay.
And you wll need to flip a couple

pages, but basically you lay out four reasons

across Paragraphs 64 through 69, correct?

www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 13
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A That's where | present the reasons

to conbine. | revisit themlater in ny
decl aration, also.
Q So in Paragraphs 64 through 65, you
describe a first reason, correct?
A Yes.
Q Ckay.
And that first reason is because a
subnenu of sel ectabl e options was ubi quitous
I n conputer graphical user interfaces by 2011,
correct?
A The reason includes the fact that
those -- that form of contextual nenu was
ubi quitous at the tine.
It is also directly disclosed by
Martyn, and contextual nenus are referred to
by Chaudhri .
Q Those are your other reasons. |'m
j ust goi ng through them one by one.
A Sur e.
Q Yeah.
kay?
What | want to nmake sure we're on
t he sane page on is that Paragraphs 64 and 65

do not address calling -- calling up a subnenu

www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 14
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of selectable options in response to a

particul ar user input.
Correct?

A | think that's not quite correct
because I -- in that section | refer back to
section -- the section of ny background,

i ncludi ng the section on nenus in graphical --
graphi cal users interfaces, and that section
refers to calling up nenus in response to a

| ong press.

Q There's nothing in Paragraphs
64 and 65 that nention "long press" or
"press-and-hold," correct?

A The fourth Iine of Page 61 reads:
"As | explained above at Section V1.B.2, GU
menus date back to at |east the 1970s." And
that Section V1.B.2 describes calling up
context nenus in response to a |ong press.

Q Ckay.

The second reason is Paragraphs 66
and 67, correct?

A Correct.

Q And so the second reason -- and,
again, |I'mjust now quoting fromthe

i ntroduction in Paragraph 66.

www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 15
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The second reason i s that

"...applying Martyn's teaching of contextual
subrmenus woul d predictably inprove Chaudhri's
user interface for 'a menu of applications'
froma usability standpoint.”

Correct?

A That's nore or | ess what the first
sentence says of Paragraph 66.

Q And so the usability you're
di scussing -- discussing here is contextual
subnenus, the advantage of those, not calling
up the contextual submenu used in response to
any particular user input, correct?

A | woul d di sagree with that
characterizati on.

A person of skill in the art would
understand that a user interface for a menu of
applications includes the nmechani sns that are
used to post and access that nenu.

Q You do not -- excuse ne.

Par agraphs 66 and 67 do not address
any particular user input to cause the subnenu
to appear, correct?

A A person of skill in the art

understands that usability addresses issues

www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 16
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I ncl uding the accessibility of particular

functi ons.

There are quotes in Paragraph 67
that refer to such accessibility, and that
I ncl udes nechani sns that are used to access
the functionality of a user interface.

Q But Par agraphs 66 and 67 thensel ves
do not identify any particul ar nechanismfor
accessi ng the subnenu, correct?

A There is no direct nmention of the
mechanismthat is used to access the nenu in
t hose paragraphs, but it does include the
statenment: "Specifically, it would have been
apparent to the POSI TA that providing a
subnmenu of options for invoking conmon
application functions, as Martyn teaches,
woul d all ow the user to acconplish recurring
tasks nore quickly and efficiently.”

Now, accessing that nenu includes
t he mechani sns that are used to access that
menu.

Q And no particular nechanismis
listed or identified in Paragraphs 66 and 67,
correct?

A. This follows on fromthe first

www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 17

Apple Inc. v. Smith Interface Techs., LLC
IPR2024-01088 | Smith EX2007 | Page 18 of 83



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Apple, Inc. vs Andrew Cockburn, Ph.D.
Smith Interface March 27, 2025

18
reason that we just visited, and | think that

broadly includes contenplation of the
mechani sms used to access the nenu
Q kay.
The third reason i s one paragraph,
Par agraph 68, correct?
A Can | just add to ny previous
response first --
(Si mul t aneous speaki ng.)
Q Ckay.
A -- that in the preface to this
expl anation in Paragraph 63, there is a
footnote clarifying the touch-and-hold
gesture. The touch-and-hold gesture is
explicitly had nmentioned in Paragraph 63, and
it is -- there is a footnote there that
further explains the relationship between
t ouch- and- hol d gestures and press-and-hol d
gest ures.
| apol ogi ze for adding sonmething to
your earlier question.
Q No, no problem | appreciate you
expl ai ni ng that.
| think I was going to address that

somewhere in the later questions, but |'ve

www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 18
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highlighted it to nmake sure we cone back to
it, if | don't.

So let me -- | appreciate that
clarification.

Let me reask the question that was
pendi ng, which | think was as sinple as: The
third reason is Paragraph 68, correct?

A Correct.

Q And in the third reason you are
specifically pointing to texts that Martyn
i ncl udes descri bi ng advant ages, correct?

A The third reason presented in
Par agr aph 68 includes nention of extracts from
Martyn.

It also refers to the simlarities
bet ween Chaudhri-and-Martyn's di scl osures from
t he perspective of a person of skill in the
art.

Q Ckay.

|"mgoing to conme back to that
second part, but thank you for explaining
t hat .

The -- so in terns of -- and,
again, Dr. Cockburn, you have with you,

avai l abl e, Exhibit 1005, Martyn; so if you

19
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need to flip back and forth between them

pl ease feel free to.

I n Paragraph 68, the advantage --
the -- Martyn's description of the advantage
that you identify is the advantage of the App
Snapshot contextual subnenu, not any
particul ar nethod, user interface nethod, of
calling up that App Snapshot cont ext ual
submenu, correct?

A | disagree that a person of skil
in the art would read the disclosures of
Martyn so narrowWy as to only consider the
functionality that is yielded by the App
Snapshot itself.

Par agraph 15, for instance, of
Martyn nmakes clear that a function of -- or a
pur pose of the App Snapshot is to ease
navi gati on and reduce the nunber of steps.

And, therefore, a person of skil
in the art would need to consider the
mechani snms that are used in order to present
t he App Snapshot, or Martyn's contextual nenu.

Q Par agr aph 68 does not nention
"press-and-hol d* or "touch-and-hold," correct?

A The preface to this set of reasons

www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 20
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for a person of skill in the art to conbine

Chaudhri and Martyn includes nention of the
pr ess- and- hol d.
So | woul d descri be Paragraph 68 as
bei ng included within the context of that
pref ace.

Q You do not, in Paragraph 68 of your
declaration, identify any passage in Martyn
t hat descri bes an advantage of using a
press-and-hold user input to call up a context
menu as nore advant ageous to using any ot her
avail abl e nethod for doing so, correct?

A The second-to-last |line on Page 63
quotes from Martyn that its nethods "yields
many advantages in ease and speed of
navi gation."

A person of skill in the art,
under standi ng Martyn's intentions, would
absol utely understand that the nechani snms used
to access that nmenu woul d al so need to be easy
and speedy; otherw se, its objectives woul d
not be net.

Q | f you could go ahead and turn to
Martyn

And go to Paragraph 17 for ne,
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pl ease.

A |"'mthere. Thanks.

Q Par agraph 17 describes nultiple
user input methods for -- for calling up the
App Snapshot, correct?

A One of the nethods that Martyn
di scloses is a press-and-hold of the sel ect
function. Oher nmethods are nentioned.

Q And, | apologize, | directed you
specifically to Paragraph 17.

| f you | ook at Paragraph 16, if you
woul d read that to yourself, as well. And I

have a question for you on it.

A Sur e.
|"ve read it.
Q And the final sentence of

Par agraph 16 states: "At this point, the user
may take conventional navigation steps, such
as scrolling, to nove the highlight and using
the avail abl e select function to navigate to
the required highlighted application.”
Did | read that correctly?
A You di d.
Q kay.

And so the first nethod that
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Par agraph 16 and 17, in conbination, disclose

for accessing the App Snhapshot is that the
user woul d take conventional navigation steps
to nove the highlight to an application, and
then: "...should the highlight rest on the

name of an application in the App Launcher for

a certain anount of tinme" -- open paren --
"(say a 1.2 second tineout)" -- close paren --
"the sumary wi ndow' -- open paren -- "(the
"App Snapshot')" -- close paren -- "drops down
fromthe highlight" -- nmenu (sic).
Correct?

A Can you repeat the question
pl ease?

Q Sur e.

So the first nmethod that Martyn
di scloses to call up the App Snapshot is to
t ake conventional navigation nmethods to scrol
a highlight to a app -- to a particular
application, and then pause for 1.2 seconds,
at which point it would be displ ayed.

Correct?

A The first sentence of Paragraph 17

reads: "The innovative sunmary w ndow

functionality can be accessed as foll ows:
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shoul d the highlight rest on the nane of an
application in the App Launcher for a certain
anmopunt of tinme (say a 1.2 second tineout), the

sumary w ndow (the ' App Snapshot') drops down
fromthe highlight bar."

Q And so the first nethod that Martyn
di scl oses is conventional scrolling to nove
the highlight; and then the highlight rests on
an application for a certain amount of tinmne,
at which point, in response to that period of
time passing -- the highlight resting --
Martyn di scl oses displaying the App Snapshot,
correct?

A That is one way that Martyn
descri bes di splaying the App Snapshot.

It al so describes displaying the
App Snapshot in response to a press-and-hold
of the select function, when an application
name i s highlighted.

Q And the text you're referring to,
which | promse youl wll get to, is
chronologically lower in -- it -- it appears
| ater in Paragraph 17, correct?

A It appears in the final sentence of

Par agraph 17, which provi des exanpl es of how

24
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the App Snapshot may be called or fired.

Q And that is -- that is anbng a
multi-itemlist -- I'"'mgoing to go through
each one -- |l abeled "Qher selection processes
that could be used to call the App Snapshot, "
correct?

A There are two sentences at the end
of the paragraph.

The first sentence reads: "O her
sel ecti on processes could be used," and
provides a list of exanples, e.g., voice
activation, softkey selection, et cetera.

And the final sentence then goes on
to provide exanples of the ways in which the
App Snapshot could be called or fired.

Q So the first nmethod that Martyn
di scl oses -- and it does so through
Par agraph 16 and the first sentence of
Paragraph 17 -- is for the user to take
conventi onal navigation steps such as
scrolling to nove the highlight to an
application, and allow that highlight to rest
on the nane of the application for a certain
amount of time, correct?

A | think that term nating sentence
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of Paragraph 16 is stating that conventiona

navi gati on steps may be used to |aunch the App
Snapshot, and it exenplifies conventi onal
navi gati on steps using scrolling.

That's why it says "such as
scrolling."

Q Ckay.

But the words in the first sentence
of Paragraph 17, "should the highlight rest on
the nane of an application,” connotes to a
person of ordinary skill that -- that the
hi ghlight -- that there had been navigation
usi ng conventional nethods to nove that
hi ghlight first, right?

A Your question referred to noving
the highlight. That certainly would be
possi bl e and contenpl ated by Martyn.

| don't think Martyn's disclosure
there would be imted to noving the highlight
to that particular location from sone other
prior location. It could be the first
| ocation at which the highlight is placed.

Q So -- okay.

That's fair enough

So that -- so the first sentence of
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Par agraph 17, the app | auncher -- or excuse
me -- the App Snapshot could occur for two
reasons.

One, because no attenpt to navigate
occurs, a timeout triggers such that the
highlight is at the default place.

And the alternative would be there
I S some navigation and noving of the highlight
foll owed by a pause that causes the tinmeout to
trigger.

Is that fair?

A No. | think | would disagree with

t hat characterization

Q kay.
What did | -- what did | get wong?
A It was a conpound scenari o that
i ncluded, | think, nmention of a default

| ocation and a tinmeout occurring.
| disagree that that is necessarily
di scl osed by Martyn. It excludes other
possibilities, such as the highlight being
pl aced on an icon by a finger, for exanple,
touchi ng the touch screen
Q So what you're saying is -- well,

| et me just pause there for a second and then
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get to that.

Martyn does not discl ose --
descri be any touch screen inputs explicitly,
correct?

A Martyn is substantially agnostic
regardi ng the input nechanisnms, as is clear
from Paragraphs 16 and 17, which refer to a
variety of techniques that could be used to
activate the App Snapshot.

Q Martyn does not describe any touch
screen input explicitly, correct?

A Martyn is substantially agnostic
regardi ng the input techniques that are used.

Q Dr. Cockburn, | asked you that
exact question on Tuesday.

"[Question:] Martyn doesn't
descri be any touch screen inputs explicitly,
correct?"

And you st at ed:

"[Answer:] There is no explicit
mention of 'touch screen.'"

Do you stand by that testinony,
sir?

A | stand by the fact that there is

no explicit nention of touchscreens in Martyn.
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Q Ckay.

So now let's go through the ones at
the bottom of Paragraph 17 that you were
getting to. | want to go through those one by
one.

A If | may, just -- can | just nodify
nmy previ ous answer?

Because | think it -- a nore
accurate representation of ny previous
testinony, if | can recall correctly, was
that: Mrtyn does not include an explicit
mention of "touchscreens,” but it does refer
to nobil e devices and PDAs that a person of

skill in the art at the tinme understood to

i ncl ude touchscreens.

And | did not -- that is your
conpl ete answer, and | did not nmean to suggest
ot herw se.

Let ne -- let me see if | can do it
this way.

In the preceding that you were
deposed in previously related to the
'212 Patent, and in the proceedi ng today

related to the ' 758 Patent, you address the
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sanme prior art reference, Martyn, which is

Exhi bit 1005, in both proceedi ngs, correct?

A | don't know what nunber Martyn was
in the previous proceeding, but it was
certainly in the previous proceedi ng.

Q And testinony you give in either
proceeding as to the disclosure of Martyn, you
woul d stand by that testinony regarding the
di scl osure of Martyn as equally applicable in
t he ot her proceeding, correct?

A The conbi nation that |'m addressing
in each of these proceedings is slightly
di fferent.

In the previous proceeding it was
Qelling (phonetics), if | recall correctly,
in Martyn, and here it is Chaudhri and Martyn.

So the rationale for the
conbination wll vary slightly, but
substantially the analysis is -- is the sane.

Q And that is fair, sir. And |
didn't even want you -- | would agree the
analysis is different.

And | just -- that's why | tried to
limt it to testinony regarding the disclosure

of Martyn. So let nme see if | can ask that
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very precisely and narrowy.

Testinony you give in either the
'212 or '78 (sic) proceeding as to the
di scl osure of Martyn, you would stand by that
testinony as equally applicable in the other
proceedi ng, correct?

MR. DARBY: (bjection to form

THE W TNESS: The question refers
to equal ly applicable.

Because the two references that I'm
combining Martyn with are different, there
will be differences in the analyses. It
seens to be a broad question, and I'm
hesi tant about confirmng that I'mtreating
Martyn in precisely the sane way across the
two conbi nati ons.

MR. LEVENTHAL: Absolutely fair.

Q (BY MR LEVENTHAL) Let ne -- I'm
trying to ask it narrowy, but it's not that
big a deal.

| know you're not trying to run

away fromthat testinony. So | don't want you
to agree with sonething that | haven't worded
perfectly.

So one difference in the '212
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proceeding and the '718 (sic) proceeding is

that in the '718 (sic) use of Martyn you are
pointing to Martyn's di sclosure of a
press-and-hol d of the select function as part
of the conbi nation, whereas in the '212
proceedi ng you are relying on elling, not
Martyn, as describing the nethod of calling up
t he App Snapshot, correct?

MR. DARBY: (bjection to form and
| ack of foundati on.

THE WTNESS: There were -- there
was at | east one error in the question. |
think you referred to the ' 718 proceedi ng.

This is the ' 758 proceeding, | -- |
t hi nk.

MR. LEVENTHAL: You are absolutely
right, sir. And | appreciate you charitably
saying | only had one error

But let nme try again.

Q (BY MR LEVENTHAL) In the current
' 758 proceeding, the deposition we are here to
t oday, your conbination takes the disclosure
of using a press-and-hold of the sel ect
function to call up the App Snapshot as part

of what you are including in your conbination,
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correct?
MR. DARBY: (bjection to form
THE WTNESS: | amrelying on
Martyn's di scl osures of a press-and-hold
action in order to select the App Snapshot.
MR. LEVENTHAL: Ckay.
Q (BY MR LEVENTHAL) Let's get back

to just getting through Paragraph 17.

So if I could direct you to the
sentence -- the second-to-last sentence that
begi ns, "Qther selection processes,"” the first

ot her sel ection process that Martyn di scl oses
I's launching the App Snapshot using voice
activation.

Fair?

A This sentence of Martyn is

provi di ng exanpl es of ways in which the
sel ection process could be acconpli shed.

The first of the list of exanples
I's voice activation.
woul d

Q And so that, for exanple,

substitute froma highlight resting timeout.
The user could first navigate a highlight and
t hen performvoice activation to call up the

App Snapshot.
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Correct?

A | think a person of skill in the
art, reading that particul ar exanple of the
sel ection process, would understand there
woul d be nore than one way to conplete voice
activation of the Snapshot.

Q Can you |ist sone exanples that a
person of ordinary skill in the art would
under st and?

A For exanple, it could be -- it
could be a two-part process, where the user
first says, "Messages. Launch."

On sayi ng "Messages," that woul d
nove a highlight to the particular item And
t hen "Launch" could | aunch the item

Alternatively, a person of skill in
the art could understand that it could be a
one-part process, where the user states,

"Launch nessages," for exanple.
Q That is very hel pful
When you said "Launch," were you

referring to launch the App Snapshot or | aunch

t he app?
A Good -- good point. | was naking
this exanple up as | -- as | go.
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| think you' ve correctly identified

the distinction. "Launch nessages"” woul d
| aunch the Messages app.

"Show Snapshot"” woul d be anot her
way to do it.

So in a two-part process,
"Messages. Show Snapshot,” and in a one-part
process, "Show nessages Snapshot," for
exanpl e.

So a person of skill in the art
m ght contenpl ate how voi ce activation of
t hese functions woul d be acconpli shed.

Q The next thing in the "e.g." list

In that sentence is, "softkey selection.”

What net hods of calling up the App
Snapshot does the reference to "softkey
selection" in Martyn suggest to a person of
skill?

A Again, a person of skill --
ordinary skill would think about this
potential conbination for nore than a nonent,
as | am now bei ng asked to do.

But, for instance, in sone context,
a softkey is a physical key that is not shown

on the display, but corresponds to itens that
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are shown on the display.

One way to launch an App Snapshot
with a softkey would be to press a physi cal
button associated with the displayed
functionality of, in one case, |launching the

app, in another case, show ng "show Snapshot."

Q Ckay.
So that is -- so then there's an
"et cetera.” So we're done with that first
sent ence.

And now, as you pointed out, the
next sentence begins with, "For exanple..."
And then it appears to ne that the
first -- the -- the first part of that -- the
first exanple is, "...the App Snapshot may be
‘called" or '"fired wusing a right scroll
function (if the nobile tel ephone has four-way
scrolling capacity)..."
A prelimnary question: Wat's --
what is four-way scrolling capacity?
A Vertical and horizontal scrolling.
Q And so given the context here, this
Is likely a set of physical buttons or sone
sort of physical control that can

differenti ate between indications fromthe
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user if physical press is up, down, left,
right?
A To a person of skill in the art,
seeing "four-way scrolling capacity,"” | think

t hey woul d understand that that includes the
functionality avail abl e through sonet hi ng
that's often called a D-pad or a four-way
rocker swtch

But it would also include verti cal
and horizontal scrolling on a touch screen
such as that that was commonly known on PDAs
and nobil e devices at the tine.

Q And then -- so the next sentence is
the one that we've now gotten to the exanple
that you are focused on in your conbination,
which is "a press-and-hold of the sel ect
function when an application nanme is
hi ghli ghted..."

Correct?

A Yes.

Q We have now caught up in nmy outline
to where you were 20 m nutes ago,

Dr. Cockburn.
So if you could go back to that

Footnote 3 that you pointed ne to on Page 60
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of your decl arati on.

A |"'mthere. Thanks.

Q In that, you nention that -- the
second sentence states: "Additionally, a
t ouch-and- hol d gesture on a screen is
anal ogous to a press and hold of a physical
button.”

Correct?

A As the full footnote says,
"...touch-and-hold gestures were very wel |
known in 2011."

Q And the reference that you have to
"a press and hold of a physical button," your
reference in Footnote 3 is referencing
Martyn's di scl osure of a press-and-hold of the
select function; is that correct?

A As | said earlier, Martyn is
substantially agnostic regardi ng i nput
devi ces.

Its input devices would include
physi cal swi tches and buttons, and a
press-and-hol d gesture on a physical button
when depl oyed on a touch screen, as was conmnobn
on PDAs and nobile devices at the tine. The
anal ogous interaction for a virtual button to
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a press-and-hold action is a touch-and-hol d
gesture.

Q The disclosure in Martyn says: "A
press and hold of the select function when an
application nanme is highlighted."

And so the press and hold occurs
after the application nanme has been
hi ghl i ghted, correct?

A It says, "when an application nane
Is highlighted," and that includes the
hi ghli ghting, resting on the itemat the
begi nning of the press-and-hold action.

Q Ckay.

So the final exanple is: "using a
ri ght cursor key on a highlighted application
name. "

Correct?

A | see that. Yes.

Q What -- can you pl ease descri be
what that disclosure is describing to a person
of ordinary skill in the art.

A One exanple of a right cursor key
woul d be the right button on a rocker swtch
or D-pad input device that --

(Si nul t aneous speaki ng.)

39
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Q uhm - -

-- | referred to earlier.

Q | apol ogize. | cut you off.
And this one says, "on a
hi ghl i ghted applicati on nane."
So, like the select function,

there's a previous activity that has occurred,
either allowing the highlight to remain on the
original place or navigating the highlight to

the desired application.

Correct?
A Can you repeat the guestion
pl ease?
Q Sur e.
So I'll just -- let ne state ny
prem se and then I'I|l state ny question.
The word is not just "a right
cursor key," it's "a right cursor key on a

hi ghl i ghted application nane."

So that's ny prem se, not a
questi on.

My question is: Because of the
presence of the words "on a highlighted

application nanme," like a press-and-hold of a

select function, the reference to a "right

www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 40
Apple Inc. v. Smith Interface Techs., LLC
IPR2024-01088 | Smith EX2007 | Page 41 of 83



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Apple, Inc. vs Andrew Cockburn, Ph.D.
Smith Interface March 27, 2025

41
cursor key" is done in conjunction with the

user either being satisfied with the default
hi ghl i ghting of a particular application or
havi ng navi gated the highlight to the desired
application and then doing the right cursor
key.

Correct?

A | think that was a comnpound
guestion that enbedded the press-and-hold
select function into the question, if | heard
it correctly.

Could I have a shorter version of
t he question, please?

Q Absol ut el y.

| mentioned press-and-hol d because
| was trying to repeat your testinony from
that and not go away fromit. But | wll ask
it cleanly without nentioning it.

So, because of the presence of the
words, "on a highlighted application nane,"
the reference to a "right cursor key" refers
to a user first either being satisfied with
the default highlighting of a particul ar
application, or navigating the highlight to

the desired application and then perform ng
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the right cursor key input, correct?

A | think a person of skill in the
art reading this clause, the final exanple,
presented by Martyn, woul d understand that one
way to satisfy this condition would be to
first nove the highlight to a particul ar
application nane and then use a right cursor
key, such as the key on the -- the "right" key
on a D-pad or rocker swtch.

Q Now, we've made it to the end of
Par agraph 17, so | want to go back to
Par agraph 68 of your declaration, if we could,
pl ease.

A |"mthere. Thanks.

Q You do not identify in Paragraph 68
any passage in Martyn that describes an
advant age of using any of the disclosed user
I nput nmethods for calling up the App Snhapshot
over any of the other disclosed or
non- di scl osed nethods for calling it up,
correct?

A | disagree with that
characterizati on.

| refer on the second-to-the-Iast

| ine of Page 63, to, "...nmany advantages in

www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 42
Apple Inc. v. Smith Interface Techs., LLC
[PR2024-01088 | Smith EX2007 | Page 43 of 83



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Apple, Inc. vs Andrew Cockburn, Ph.D.
Smith Interface March 27, 2025

43
"ease and speed of navigation"; and that

i ncl udes the disclosures of Martyn.

Q What -- which -- okay.

So what you're saying is what
you' ve pointed to, "...yields nmany advant ages
I n ease and speed of navigation."

Anyt hing el se that you're pointing
to in Martyn that you contend describes an
advant age of one user input mnethod over
anot her ?

A Well, the -- the purpose of Martyn
is to provide the inproved ease and speed of
navi gation through its entire disclosures, and
t hat includes the nechanisns that are used to
access the App Snapshot and the functionality
that is then provided to the user by the App
Snapshot .

Q You're not contending that Martyn
di scl oses that the "press-and-hold of the
sel ected function when an application nane is
hi ghl i ghted user input nethod" is superior or
preferred to any of the other exenplary user

I nput nmethods that it discloses, are you?

A A person of skill in the art would
understand -- certainly understand that there
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are certain benefits and di sadvant ages

associated wth alternative nmeans for
presenting the App Snapshot as discl osed by
Martyn
MR. LEVENTHAL: 1'Il nove on to the
fourth reason, but we've been goi ng about an

hour so this may be a good tine to take a

br eak.

THE W TNESS: Sure.

THE COURT REPORTER: We are off the
record.

(Brief Recess Taken.)

THE COURT REPORTER: Back on the
record.

Q (BY MR- LEVENTHAL) Dr. Cockburn,
If we can, in your declaration, now go to the
fourth reason, which is on Page 64,

Par agr aph 69.

A |"'mthere. Thanks.
Q The fourth reason is just
Paragraph 69. It doesn't span a range of

mul ti pl e paragraphs.
Correct?
A Par agraph 69 is a single paragraph.

| nmean, it needs to be read in context with
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t he background and other material that ’
precedes it.

Q Yeah. Right.

Par agraph 70 changes subj ects.
It's not a continuation of Paragraph 69.

Is that fair?

A That's fair.

Ckay.

And this fourth reason that a
POSI TA woul d have been pronpted to pursue a
conmbi nation with the parts of Martyn that
we' ve discussed is -- you've described it as
"...based on Chaudhri's suggestions to do so."

Correct?

A | see that. Yeah.

Q For this next one, Dr. Cockburn,
you nmay want to turn to Page 127 of Chaudhri,
whi ch has Paragraph 274 on it, which is what
is cited in the next sentence.

A Par agr aph 274 you sai d?

Q Yes, sir.

A ' mthere.

Q Ckay.

Wiy don't you read, if you could,
pl ease, 273 and 274 to yourself, and then ||
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ask questions.
A (Wtness review ng exhibit.)
Ckay.
Q Ckay.

So the second sentence of
Par agraph 69 of your declaration states: "For
exanpl e, Chaudhri teaches the notion of
di spl aying a contextual 'pop-up dial ogue'
subnmenu that 'provides the user with options
for nodifying the sel ectable user interface
object.""
Correct?
A Yes.
Q So when you are referring to the
"cont extual pop-up dialogue” in citing to
Par agraph 274, are you referring to "pop-up
di al ogue 5198" that is displayed in
Figure 5LLL and described in Paragraph 274?
A Par agraph 274 refers to an exanple
as shown in Figure 5LLL. Figure 5 displays a
pop-up di al ogue 5198; so, yes.
Q And what you're saying in

Par agraph 69 is that a POSI TA woul d under st and

t hat pop-up dial ogue 5198 in Chaudhri is -- is
akin to the -- is also a contextual submenu
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and, therefore, akin to Martyn's App Snapshot;

is that correct?
MR. DARBY: bjection to form
THE WTNESS: The exanmple in
Chaudhri shows a pop-up dial ogue that
provi des the user with options for nodifying
the sel ectabl e user interface object.
Chaudhri al so refers, at
Par agraph 317, to a contextual nenu. And
given a person-of-skill-in-the-art's
under st andi ng of the extrenely common nature
of contextual nenus, a person of skill in
the art would be conpelled to seek other
di scl osures associated with the presentation
of contextual nmenus, such as that provided
by Martyn.
Q (BY MR LEVENTHAL) So, in your
opi nion, both Martyn's App Snapshot and
Chaudhri's pop-up dial ogue 5198 are contextua
menus, correct?
A 5198 di scl oses a pop-up di al ogue
t hat provides the user with options for
nodi fying the sel ectable user interface
object. That's howit's described.

A contextual nmenu provides options
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associ ated with a sel ectabl e user interface

object. Contextual nmenus were very
wel | - known.

Chaudhri directly discloses the use
of contextual nenus. So a person of skill in
the art would be notivated to seek other
di scl osures, such as that provided by Martyn,
on contextual nenus.

Q | want to focus -- I'"mgoing to get
to Paragraph 317 in a second, but | want to
focus on Paragraph 274.

In Line 3 of Paragraph 69 of your

decl aration you reference "...a contextual" --
open quote -- "'pop-up dialogue' " -- close
guote -- "subnenu..."
Correct?
A Yes.

Q And t he pop-up dial ogue in
Par agraph 274 is pop-up dial ogue 5198,
correct?

A Pop-up di al ogue 5198 is shown in
Figure 5LLL, and that is the disclosure that
|"m-- one of the disclosures that |'m
pointing to in the second sentence of

Par agr aph 69.
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Q And in Paragraph 69 you are

characterizing "pop-up dial ogue 51998" as a
cont ext ual subnenu, correct?

A A person of skill in the art would
understand that Item 5198 in Figure 5LLL is
carrying context fromthe object on which it
was sel ect ed.

The title in 5198 is: "Wuld you
|i ke to delete Doc 12 or renove Doc 12 from
t he work docunents fol der?"

So there is a context that is being
presented to the user by the dial ogue -- by
t he pop-up di al ogue 5198.

Q I n Paragraph 69 you are
characterizing "pop-up dial ogue 5198" as a
cont ext ual subnenu, correct?

A The pop-up dialogue in Figure 5LLL
di scl osed by Item 5198, carries context and it
IS therefore perfectly reasonable to refer to

it as a contextual pop-up dial ogue.

Q In a contextual subnmenu, correct?
A A cont extual pop-up dial ogue
submenu.

Q And you' ve al so characterized the

App Snapshot in Martyn as a contextua
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submenu, correct?

A | believe | do so. |'ve certainly
referred to it as a contextual nmenu. |
believe | also referred to it as a contextua
subnenu.

Q Ckay.

So let's continue now. |'m going
to focus on the text of Paragraphs 273 and
274 in Martyn (sic).

So the final sentence of
Par agraph 273 refers to a prior figure,

Fi gure 5KKK

Do you see that?

MR. DARBY: (bjection to form

THE WTNESS: | do. |'mjust now

gl anci ng at 5KKK

MR. LEVENTHAL: Sure. Please go

ahead.

THE WTNESS:. (W tness review ng

exhibit.)

MR. LEVENTHAL: M. Darby, what was

the basis of that objection, the form

obj ection?

MR. DARBY: Yeah. | believe you
said, "274 in Martyn." | believe you nmean
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"274 in Chaudhri."

MR. LEVENTHAL: Thank you. |
appreciate that. You are absolutely
correct.

Q (BY MR LEVENTHAL) So,
Dr. Cockburn, obviously -- hopefully you are
obvi ously | ooking there, but we are | ooking at

Chaudhri, not Martyn.

A | under st and.

Q And did you have a chance to | ook
at 5KKK?

A |*' m doing that right now.

"1l just return to Paragraph 274.

Par agraph 273, sorry. |'mthere.
Q kay.

And | wll do ny best to hold up
5KKK into the canera in case you want to | ook
back and forth.

So the final sentence of 573 (sic)
states: "For exanple, in Figure 5KKK each of
the sel ectable user interface objects has an
object nodification target associated with it
(e.g., action icon 5002-37 has a respective
obj ect nodification target 5194."

Do you see that?
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A. | do. Thanks.

Q And so what is being discussed
there is, you ve got one of these dancing
i cons, and then in the upper |eft-hand corner
of that dancing icon there is a small circle,
and that is what is |abeled 5194, correct?

A Yes. | see it.

| should | et you know t hat when

returned to the figures, | used the inmage
capture functionality. So |I captured the
i mmge fromthe docunent you gave to ne, and
have those open on the wi ndow so | can | ook at

the text and the figures at the sanme tine.

Q Ckay.
Thank you.
And -- yeah. |If | was confident

enough to share the screen | could have done
that as well. | appreciate it. GCkay. So
"Il stop holding that up.

Ckay.

So the little circle 5194 in the
upper left-hand corner, that is referred to as

an object nodification target, correct?

A | see that.
Q And if you ook at the -- if you
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| ook at the first sentence of Paragraph 274,

we're going to see a slightly different in the
parenthetical. |Instead of saying, "object

nodi fication target,"” it says, "object
nodi fication region."

Do you see that?

A | see that.
Ckay.
Do you -- is there any difference,
fromyour opinion, that a person of skill in

the art woul d take between the "object

nodi fication target” and the "object

nodi fication region,” or are those just used
synonynously by Chaudhri ?

A A person of skill in the art would
under stand, and Chaudhri el sewhere explicitly
di scl oses, the use of hit regions associated
w th targets.

So a person of skill in the art
woul d understand the target itself, the
di spl ayed object, nmay have a hit region
associated with it that could be different to
t he di spl ayed area
Q Under st ood.

Thank you.
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So nowin the first sentence of

Par agraph 274, it states: "In sone
enbodi nents, when the device detects a request
to activate the object nodification target for
a respective selectable user interface object
(e.g., tap gesture 5196 at a | ocation on the
touch screen 112 that corresponds to a
| ocati on of an object nodification region for
option icon 5002-37), the device displays an
obj ect nodification dialogue. For exanple, in
Figure 5LLL the device displays a pop-up
di al ogue 5198."

Correct?

You read that correctly.

Q kay.

And so what -- what this is
describing is, in order to call up pop-up
di al ogue 5198, a user will nake a tap gesture
on the object nodification region associ ated
with the little circle in the top left-hand
corner, 5194, correct?

A Par agraph 274 states that, "...when

the device detects a request to activate the

object nodification target," and then it

provi des an exanple of the request, which is
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tap gesture 5196 at a | ocation of the touch
screen.
Q So --
(Si mul t aneous speaki ng.)
A So the tap gesture is one exanple

of the nmechani sns used to activate the object
nodi fication target.

Q Got it.

And it's a tap gesture in a region

associated with a little circle in the upper
| ef t- hand corner, correct?

A The exanple is a tap gesture 5196,
which is shown slightly offset fromthe target

itself at 5194.

Q Ckay.
Now t he second -- and you had
mentioned this earlier. | just want to -- if

we could now go to Paragraph 317 in Chaudhri,
which is the other paragraph you reference in
Par agr aph 69 of your declaration.

A "' mthere. Thanks.

Q There is -- | appreciate it's a
| ong paragraph. So if you could go ahead and
read it to yourself.

| believe the relevant part is the
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| ast sentence, but please go ahead and read
t he whol e t hi ng.
A (Wtness review ng exhibit.)
Yes, I've read it. Thanks.
Q And so in Paragraph 69 of your
declaration you cited to this Paragraph 317
for discussing an, open quote, "a contextual
menu, " cl ose quote, correct?
A Correct.
Q The only reference to "a contextua
menu" in Paragraph 317 is in the "e.g.,"
parenthetical in the |ast sentence of that
par agr aph, correct?
A The only explicit nention of
contextual menus in that paragraph is in that
final sentence.
Q And what is being described is that
t hat contextual nenu includes a "' new fol der'
command” that the user clicks on, correct?
A That's not how | read it.
The parenthetical reads, "(e.g., a
click on a '"new folder' command in a file
browser or a contextual nenu...)"
Q What did | say wong?
| apol ogi ze for ny inprecision, but
www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 56

Apple Inc. v. Smith Interface Techs., LLC
IPR2024-01088 | Smith EX2007 | Page 57 of 83



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Apple, Inc. vs Andrew Cockburn, Ph.D.
Smith Interface March 27, 2025

57
what did | say wong?

A | think you referred to the
contextual nenu as being fundanentally rel at ed
to the click on the "new fol der” command.
That's the way | interpreted what you said.

Q So -- appreciate that. Let ne see
if | can say it differently.

Before the parenthetical, Martyn
references the device could receive -- excuse
me -- it could receive "...a third input
corresponding to a command to performa new

fol der creation operation..."

Correct?
A Just correct the question. The
question referred to Martyn again. | think

you neant Chaudhri ?
Q Thank you. | did nean Chaudhri .
A And can you repeat the question

pl ease.

So the last sentence refers to a
first input, a second input, and a third
I nput, and I want to skip -- skip to the third
i nput part of it. And I'mjust going to read

that and then ask you what you believe it
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means.

So it states: "...a third input
corresponding to a command to performa new
fol der creation operation" -- open paren --

"(e.g., aclick on a" -- quote -- new
folder' command in a file browser or a
contextual nenu, et cetera.)"

Did | read that correctly?

You di d.

Ckay.

So one exanple of the inputs that
could be a conmand to performa new fol der
operation is that a file browser includes
sonething that can be clicked on that is a
"new fol der" command, correct?

A Yes.

Q And anot her exanple that is
provided of a third input corresponding to a
command to performa new fol der creation
operation is a click on sonmething in a
contextual nenu that corresponds to a "new
fol der” command, correct?

A This is disclosing that a
contextual menu could be avail abl e somewhere

in the user interface to enable the creation
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of a new fol der.

Q And the click is the click of one
of the options on the contextual nenu, right?

A This discloses to a person of skil
in the art that contextual nenus are avail able
I n Chaudhri. And in this particular exanpl e,
that connec- -- that contextual nmenu wll
support the perfornmance of creating a new nenu
by selecting an iteminside the contextual
menu.

Q Par agraph 317 of Chaudhri does not
i ncl ude any discl osure of how the context ual
menu referenced in that paragraph is -- is
called up in the first instance, correct?

A Par agraph 317 itself contains no
explicit nmention of how the contextual nenu
is -- is posted.

Q So | want to switch over and tal k
about sone of the claimlanguage.

You can -- you can put Chaudhri
asi de.
And the sanme as we did last tine,

Dr. Cockburn, eventually I want to | ook at the
clai ml anguage itself, but you may want to

revi ew Paragraphs 34 through 38 of your
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decl aration, which are on Pages 37 and 38

before we get to that.
A |"'mthere. Thanks.
Q Let me know when you're done
readi ng those.
A (Wtness review ng exhibit.)
| ' m done. Thanks.
Q So if you could, please, nowflip
to Page 5 of your declaration, which has a
claimlisting of daim1l.
A It spans P5.
Ages 5 and 67

Q Yes.

A " mthere.

Q Actual Iy, | apol ogi ze. Let ne
just -- let's go back to your Paragraph 34. |

do have a question on that.

A | took a snapshot of it before --
(Si nul t aneous speaki ng.)

Q Ckay.
G eat .
-- turned to Page 5.
Ckay.
So in Paragraph 34 you state that

the ' 758 Patent includes independent Cains 1,
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63 and 124, correct?

A Yes.

Q And each of those clains outlined
four scenarios regarding a user's touch
contact with an area of a nobile device touch
screen that corresponds to a first
application -- that icon, correct?

A Yes.

Q And now if we coul d pl ease | ook at
Page 5.

So what each of Cdainms 1 -- 1, 63
and 124 are describing is logic that wll
first detect a recited input -- each instance
of a recited user input and then apply the
| ogi c for each of those scenarios to determ ne
if they are net, correct?

A I n Paragraphs 34 to 38 | identify
the four scenarios that are broadly covered by
t he i ndependent cl ai ns.

Q Ckay.

So if we look at Elenent 1.g that
is on Page 5, that describes -- and I'm
starting at the second-to-the-last word of the
first sentence (sic) -- "...detecting a first

singl e-finger touch input that means detecting
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"the first single-" -- "first single-touch

i nput at a location on the touch sensitive
surface that corresponds to a first
application icon of the plurality of"
"icons."

Correct?

A You abbreviated. [It's not an exact
read; but nore or |ess, yes.

Q So what's happening -- and so [1.(¢]
defines the starting point of the |ogic that
is then carried out in the -- in the remaining
el enents that -- the starting point is that
you detect this first single-finger touch
I nput .

So that begi ns when a touch goes
down. And the touch nust be in a particular
| ocation, which is that corresponds to a first
application icon.
Correct?
MR. DARBY: (bjection to form
THE WTNESS: Limtation 1.9
i ncl udes detecting the first single-finger
touch input at a location on the
touch-sensitive surface that corresponds to

a first application icon
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Q (BY MR LEVENTHAL) And then in
[1.h], [1.h] states that: "in response to
detecting the first single-finger touch input,
determ ning a response to the first
si ngl e-finger touch input based on eval uating
the first single-finger touch input against at
| ast one of a plurality of criteria, including
evaluating a duration of the first
singl e-finger touch input against at |east one
of :" -- and then a nunber of options are
recited.
Correct?
You read that correctly.
Q kay.
And so the duration that is being
defined in [1.h] is a period of tine that
begi ns when the touch at a |l ocation on the
touch-sensitive surface that corresponds to a
first application icon is detected, correct?
A | think that slightly msstates the
nmeani ng of the claim
The touch must begin in -- as -- as
disclosed in Limtation 1.g, when the -- the
first single-finger touch input at a | ocation
on the touch-sensitive surface that
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corresponds to a first application icon.

That nust -- that particul ar
limtation nust be net. So the touch nust
begin at that first icon.

And the -- to neet Limtation 1.h,
there nust be "evaluating a duration of the
first finger" -- "first single-finger touch
| nput agai nst at |east one of" -- the
criteria.

Q And the reference to "a duration,”
because it is the duration of the first
single-finger touch criteria, is a period of
time that begins at the beginning of the first
singl e-finger touch, correct?

MR. DARBY: (bjection to form

THE WTNESS: Limtation 1.h

states, "including evaluating a duration of
the first single-finger touch input against
one of the criteria..."

"A duration” includes the duration

fromthe point at which the touch began

Q (BY MR- LEVENTHAL) So it doesn't
just say "a duration."” It says, "a duration
of the first single-finger touch," correct?

A It reads: "...including evaluating
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a duration of the first single-finger

touch..."

Q And the fact that it clarifies the
duration that is being referenced is "of the
first single-finger touch" connotes to a
person of skill that the duration is the
period of tinme that begins when the first
singl e-finger touch begins, correct?

A A duration would include the tine

at which the first single-finger contact

begi ns.
Q Wat el se -- what el se are you
sayi ng?
(No pause for answer.)
"' m not sure what you mean by
"include."

Wat el se are you sayi ng woul d be
meant by that?

MR. DARBY: (bjection to form

THE W TNESS: Your question seemns
to state the duration nust be, and only nust
be, the duration fromthe beginning fromthe
first single-finger touch.

| think that is narrower than the

claimpermts. It says, "...including
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eval uating a duration of the first

singl e-finger touch..."
Q (BY MR LEVENTHAL) And ny question
to you, sir, is conpletely -- (comrunications

br eakup/i naudi bl e) --

THE COURT REPORTER: |'m
actually --

MR, LEVENTHAL: No, | think it was
nme.

THE COURT REPORTER: Ckay. Thank
you.

Q (BY MR. LEVENTHAL) So can you
pl ease -- well, actually, let nme wthdraw that
and let ne -- let ne skip around, because |
think I may know why we're tal ki ng past each
ot her.

The reference to "the first
single-finger touch” is referring to instances
of user touch being evaluated by the |ogic
described in the claim correct?

A As | described in Paragraphs 34 to
38 of ny declaration, the independent clains

are broadly contenplating four different

scenari o0s.
Q And the -- and -- and -- 1'Il|l start
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over.
Mul tiple instances of user touch
that are evaluated and neet the initia
logic -- or the initial criteria defined by
[1.g] and [1.h] are each the "single-finger
touch," correct?
MR. DARBY: (bjection to form
THE W TNESS: Can you repeat the
question, please?
MR. LEVENTHAL: Sure.
Let me -- let ne withdraw that
qguesti on.
Q (BY MR LEVENTHAL) If you go to

Page 6, Elenents 1.i and 1.] recite two

of which are evaluating "the single-finger
touch," correct?

A Both Limtations 1.i and 1.]

si ngl e-finger touch."

Q And those two -- the criteria --

in[1l.i] and [1.j] are mutually excl usive,

such that a single instance of user input

67

different elenents of conditional |ogic, both

i nclude nention of "the duration of the first

the conditional logic criteria that is stated

could not meet both [1.i] and [1.j], correct?
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68
A The focus in ny declaration is on

how the prior art discloses the limtations.
| provided a precise analysis of how that
occurs.

Your question requires
contenpl ati on of a hypothetical that | have
not yet had tine to fully consider

Q In mapping the prior art, did you
map -- did you require that Elenents 1.i and
1.) be net by a single instance of user input?

MR. DARBY: bjection to form

THE WTNESS: As | describe in

Par agraphs 34 to 38, the clains describe a
series of scenarios; and |I've disclosed how
t hose scenarios are each disclosed in the
prior art.

Q  (BY MR LEVENTHAL) And so the four
scenari os, even though the -- the scenarios
[1.1], [1.]J] and [1.k] each refer to "the
duration of the first single-finger touch,"”
are not limted to acting upon a single
i nstance of user input; rather they describe
the logic for acting upon any instance of user
input that it detects, correct?

A. | think Caimb52 of the ' 758 Patent
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assists in understandi ng the scope of the
cl ai ns.

Cl aim52 depends fromdaim1l and
it outlines the scenarios that are highly
conparable wth the scenarios that | outline
I n Paragraphs 34 to 38.

Q Let me ask my question again

The scenarios that you have
outlined in Paragraphs 34 through 38 are |logic
that act upon nultiple instances of user
i nputs. They are not required to all be net
by one instance of user input.

Correct?

A In light of Caim52, in
particular, of the '758 Patent, a person of
skill in the art would understand that the
limtations can be net, as disclosed in ny
decl aration, when each of those four scenarios
are net.

MR. LEVENTHAL: | believe that is

the end of ny outline, but let's take a
five-minute break, if you don't mnd, so |
coul d check nmy notes.

THE W TNESS: Sure.

THE COURT REPORTER:. O f the record

69
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70
at 2:00 p.m

(Brief Recess Taken.)

THE COURT REPORTER: Back on the
record at 2:05 p. m

MR. LEVENTHAL: Dr. Cockburn, |
have no further questions at this tinme. |
t hank you for your tine.

And pass the wtness.

MR. DARBY: No redirect.

THE COURT REPORTER: M. Dar by,
woul d you like a copy of the transcript?

MR. DARBY: Just a rough for ne.

THE COURT REPORTER: Ckay. Thank

you.
(Signature waived.)
(Deposi tion concl uded.)
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UNI TED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFI CE

BEFORE THE PATENT TRI AL AND APPEAL BOARD

APPLE, | NC.,
Petitioner
V.
SM TH | NTERFACE
TECHNOLOG ES, LLC

Pat ent Omner

| PR2024- 01088

Patent 10, 757, 758

REPORTER S CERTI FI CATI ON
DEPGOSI TI ON
OF
ANDREW COCKBURN, PH. D.

MARCH 27, 2025

Short hand Reporter in and for the State of

Texas, hereby certify to the foll ow ng:

|, KATERI A FLOT-DAVIS, Certified
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That the w tness, ANDREW COCKBURN,

PH.D., was duly sworn by the officer and that
the transcript of the oral depositionis a
true record of the testinony given by the

W t ness;

That exam nation and signature of
the witness to the deposition transcript was
wai ved by the w tness and agreenment of the

parties at the tinme of the deposition;

| further certify that I am neither
counsel for, related to, nor enployed by any
of the parties in the action in which this
proceedi ng was taken, and further that | am
not financially or otherwise interested in the
out cone of the action

Certified to by nme this

i .
L/'fpg 3 'i- A,

KATERI A. FLOT-DAVI S, CSR, CRR, #8462
Expires: Septenber 30, 2026
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