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THE REPORTER. M nane is Mary Ann Payonk, and

ny California license nunber is 13431. | wll now swear
the w tness.
DR JEFFREY J. RODRI GUEZ,

call ed as a wtness, having been duly

sworn, was exam ned and testified as

fol |l ows:

EXAM NATI ON

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Good norning, Dr. Rodriguez. How are you?

A "' mwel | .

Q |'"'m Steve Schreiner and |I'm here on behal f of
the patent owner, Miultifold, and I'll be asking you a
series of questions relating to your expert testinony in
this case.

Does that nmeke sense?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. Can you pl ease state your nanme for the
record.

A My nane is Jeffrey Rodriguez.

Q And can you pl ease close all applications and
docunents on your conputer except for the Zoom
application that | assune you have open for the
deposi tion.

A | would prefer to remain with ny Adobe Acrobat
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application open to facilitate being able to refer
t hrough the rel evant docunents. | can tell you which
docunents | have open on ny deskt op.

Q Ckay, I'mfine with you havi ng Adobe open, but
just please close those docunents out. |'Ill introduce
docunents as we go through the deposition, and when |
I ntroduce docunents, I'll give you tine to just go ahead
and open them up.

Does that seemfair?

A kay. If | need to access a docunent, 1'1]|
| et you know whi ch docunents |' m openi ng.

Q Let's try it this way. |f you need to | ook at
a docunent, let nme know and then we'll decide whether to
Introduce it at that tinme. Ckay?

A Ckay.

Q Thank you.

Do you have any paper copies of any of the
exhi bits or docunents pertaining to this |IPR?

A Yes.

Q kay. Are they within reach?

Are they at your desk there?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. Are they clean copies or narked-up
copi es?

A They are clean copies of the docunents.
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Q And let's go ahead and set those to the side
for the nonent. Just like the electronic docunents, you
know, we'll address those as | introduce those in the
deposition, okay?

A kay.

Q Thank you.

Is there any reason you can't give truthful,
conpl ete, and accurate testinony today?

A No.

Q kay. Are you under the influence of any
si ckness or nedication that would inpair your ability to
gi ve conpl ete and accurate testinony today?

A No.

Q Approxi mately how many tines have you been
deposed in connection with expert nmatters?

A | don't recall the nunber. Mre than a dozen.

Q Do you think nore than 20 tines?

A | don't recall.

Q And what type of nmatters have you been deposed
I n connection wth?

A |' ve been deposed a nunber of tines in ny
capacity as an expert witness in patent |litigation
cases.

Q So does that include District Court cases and
Inter Partes Reviews or IPRs |Iike this?
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A It does.

Q By the way, today I'Il try to nake ny
questions clear. |If any of nmy questions are unclear,
just et me knowand I'Il try to rephrase them

Does that seemfair?

A kay.

Q G eat.

Do you recall that the priority date that's
assunmed for the '842 patent at issue here is in
Sept enber of 20117

A No.

Q Do you recall generally that there's a
priority date associated with the '842 patent that you
assuned for purposes of your anal ysis?

A Yes.

ATTORNEY SCHREINER: Let's do this. Let's go
ahead and introduce Exhibit 1001, which is US Patent
Nunber 8,836,842 titled Capture Mbode Qutward Faci ng
Modes. Lead inventor is naned Sirpal, S-I1-RP-A-L. And
you can go ahead and either access your paper copy,

Dr. Rodriguez, or pull it up on Adobe, whatever is nore
confortable for you.

THE W TNESS: Ckay.

(Exhi bit No. 1001, previously marked, was

referenced and i ndexed.)
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BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Do you see on the first page there's a section
that says Related US Application Data and it refers to a
provi sional application dated Septenber 27, 20117

A Yes.

Q s that what you assuned as the priority date
for purposes of your expert analysis?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A | don't recall.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q But you do recall that there was a priority
date that you assuned associated with your anal ysis.
Correct?

A Yes.

Q kay. So just generally, when | ask you
guestions today regardi ng your expert analysis, you
shoul d assune that the tinme franme is that, as of that
priority date.

Do you understand that?

A Can you say that again?

Q Sur e.

When | ask you questions today about your
expert analysis, you should be assum ng or treat the
time franme as of the priority date of the '842 patent.

Does that nmeke sense?
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ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A VWhich priority date are you referring to?

Q The priority date of the '842 patent.

A "Il have to consult ny declaration to see
which priority date | used in ny anal ysis.

Q Okay. W can just hold off on that for a
nmoment .

How many tinmes have you been an expert for
Mot or ol a?

A | don't recall.

Q More than five tines?

A | don't think so, but | don't recall.

Q kay.

ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:  John, you can take that
exhibit down. It's alittle hard for ne to see
Dr. Rodriguez.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Have you been an expert for Mdtorola in
connection with both District Court patent matters and
| PRs in the past?

A | -- without looking at ny CV, | wouldn't be
able to recite which matters | was involved with
Mot orola or Motorola Mbility.

Q Have you been an expert for any Mdtorola
entities in the past for District Court matters?

Bl ueBear Reporting LLC Multifold Exhibit 2011
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A | don't recall specifically wthout consulting
my CV.

Q So you don't recall whether you've appeared on
behal f of Mtorola in connection with a patent
litigation matter in the past?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A That's correct. | don't recall whether |
appeared in a deposition or in court on behalf of
Mot orola or one of Mdtorola's entities.

| know | have done work for either -- for
Mot orol a and/or Motorola Mbility in the past, | just
don't recall specifically whether it was a District
Court matter or another matter, prelitigation matter.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Have you been an expert for Google in the
past ?

A Yes, | believe so.

Q Has that been in connection with both District
Court matters and | PRs?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
A Wt hout consulting my CV, | wouldn't be able
to recall which venue that was.
ATTORNEY SCHREI NER: Let's go ahead and
I ntroduce Exhibit 1014. That's Dr. Rodriguez's CV.
(Exhi bit No. 1014, previously nmarked, was
Bl ueBear Reporting LLC Multifold Exhibit 2011
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12

referenced and i ndexed.)
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Are you pulling that up on Adobe,
Dr. Rodriguez?

A Yes.

ATTORNEY SCHREI NER. Ckay. And, John, you can
go ahead and take that down, the exhibit. Thank you.
We don't need to put themup unless | ask for them
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q So, Dr. Rodriguez, let's go back to those
several questions that we were discussing.

So starting with Mtorola, have you
appeared -- have you acted as an expert in connection
with litigation matters for Mdtorola in the past?

A Well, | did work for Motorola Mbility in
connection with several IPRs within the past year.

| believe | have done work for one of the
Motorola entities in the past as well, but |I don't see
it listed in ny CVin connection with this matter
because that prior involvenent nust have been nore than
about five years in the past.

Q kay. Have you acted as an expert on behal f
of a patent owner in the past?

Let's start with the past five years.

A | know that | have acted as an expert w tness
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on behalf of patent owners in the past, | just don't
recall specifically which matters those were.

Q Can you identify a litigation matter where you
acted on behalf of a patent owner?

A Let me review ny current CV. There are
multiple matters in ny CV that are |isted.

The first one appears to be Intellectual Tech
LLC versus Zebra Technol ogi es Corporation where
Intell ectual Tech LLC is the plaintiff.
Q | see.
And that's on page 2 of your CV?
A Yes.
Q kay. |Is that an ongoing litigation?
s that what that is?

A Yes.

Q Any ot her representations of patent owners in
District Court matters?

A Yes.

Q And what woul d those be?

A The next one appears to be an | TC matter where
the client was Nokia Technol ogi es and Noki a Cor porati on.
They were the Conpl ai nant.

Q That's on page 5 of your CV?

A Yes.

Q Have you represented a patent owner in
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connection with an | PR proceedi ng?

A | don't recall. W could reviewthe rest of
the list in ny CV.

Q Pl ease do.

A The matters that | nentioned appear to be the
only matters within about five years where | worked on
behal f of the patent owner. Prior to that, we'd have
to -- 1'd have to offline consult other records.

Q It appears on your CV on pages 5 through 7 you
list a series of IPRs you worked on as an expert, right?

A Yes.

Q And are those all for petitioner's side?

A The ones within the last five years appear to
be on behal f of the petitioner.

Q Do you recall working on any I PRs as an expert
on behalf of a patent owner in the |last five years?

A Wthin the last five years, you asked?

Q Correct, yes.

A No, | -- not within the last five years.

Q Pl ease refer to page 24 of your decl arati on.
You've got a |ist of patents that you've been invol ved
in. And |let ne know when you're there at page 24.

A | don't believe | list any patent nmatters on
page 24 of ny declaration.

Q ["'msorry, what | was referring to is the
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15

pat ent applications where you were naned as an i nventor
on the top of page 24.
Do you see that?
A | don't believe that that is |isted on page 24
of mny decl arati on.
Q Oh, I"'msorry. Not your declaration, your CV.
Your CV, Exhibit 1014.
A Yes, | see that.
Q These are pretty interesting.
Can you descri be what the invention involving
“Moni toring of Autonom c Nervous System Activities
Through Sweat Pore Activation," what does that invention
I nvol ve?
A This was a research project that | was
I nvolved with recently where we were investigating
possi bl e techniques to nonitor basically soldiers to
determne their level of stress in a noninvasive nanner.
And one nethod that we were exploring was to
determ ne sweat pore activation. Wen one i s nervous,
hi ghly stressed, sweat pores becone activated. And
there was an interest for mlitary applications to
figure out if there's a way to get an early warning of
stress of soldiers before putting them back into conbat,
for exanple.

So we inplenented -- we designed and
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16

| npl emented an i magi ng system where we used, for
exanple, thermal imaging to capture digital inmges of
skin surfaces on individuals and then inplenented
software algorithns to | ocate individual sweat pores to
determ ne the degree of sweat pore activation.

Q That's pretty interesting.

And then if there's a high | evel of sweat pore
activation, that's an indicator of high stress?
Is that the general idea?

A Correct. W were hoping to be able to have an
early warning system before, you know, there was visible
sweat pore activation that was apparent to the naked
eye. W determned that with thermal imaging systens we
coul d nmake this determ nation even quicker.

Q And how wel | did that work at predicting
stress levels in an early fashion?

A Unfortunately, the project lost its funding
source partway through. So, you know, after we were
able to get kind of a proof of concept inplenented, we
weren't able to do further testing on | arge sets of
i ndi vi dual s.

But initially, we were able to sense sweat
pore activation and generate automati c counts of sweat
pore activity.

Q And so was the testing, was that perforned on
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17

sol diers who were actually engaged, or what was your,
| i ke, test popul ation?

A Qur test populations early on, before we got
t he go-ahead for |arger studies, our test popul ation was
graduat e students and under graduate students that
vol unt eer ed.

Q Got it.

How woul d you -- would you inpose stressors in
order to use them as test objects?

A Yes, that was the idea. | think early on, |
think they had themjust doing a few m nutes of exercise
prior to being inmged.

Q And there's a -- still on page 24 of your CV,
there's a second patent application entitled "I nmaging
Human Respiratory Gas Patterns to Determ ne Vol une Rate
and Carbon Di oxi de Concentration.”

What was that invention about?

A This project was a research project that we
undert ook soon after the COVID pandemi c. The idea was
to be able to detect whether individuals had el evat ed
| evel of carbon di oxide.

There was sone concern at that tine that
weari ng masks, facemasks for prolonged period of tine
woul d lead to a buil dup of carbon di oxi de gases within

the body, so this was a nethod that we explored to
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18

automatically neasure the proportion of carbon dioxide
I n exhal ed gases.

So we used an inmagi hg systemto capture
| mges, and then the plan was to do -- well, we had a
nunber of aspects to it. One was to do stereo inaging
systemwth nultiple caneras to recover a
t hr ee- di nensi onal nodel of the exhal ed gas cloud and
then to use sonme other sensing nethods to determ ne
whi ch portion of that gas cloud was corresponding to
carbon di oxide and then proceed with quantitative
measurenments.

Q How woul d you use imging data to determ ne a
proportion of carbon dioxide in exhaled air?

A Well, the goal was to | ook at different
wavel engths in the i nage capture system That was an
area that was kind of the realmof -- well, of
col | eagues that were experts on the different
wavel engths of light that were correlated with different
types of gases.

But the idea was that different gases woul d
respond to different wavel engths differently, and that
was one of the keys to be able to sense that.

Q And how wel|l did that invention performin
predicting or determining | evels of carbon dioxide in

exhal ed air?
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19

A This was a project that really didn't get off
the ground very much. W designed the system cane up
Wi th a procedure, did sone sinulated experinents but
were not able to get the funding to purchase the very
expensi ve i magi ng equi pnent that would be needed. So
unfortunately, we didn't to test it on |arge
popul ati ons.

Q Got cha.

And what was expected to be the application of
this invention? | know you nentioned peopl e wearing
masks and high |evels of CO2 buil ding up.

What did you guys -- what did you as the
I nventor foresee as the application for this?

A Well, the -- dealing with effects of COVID was
a primary application, but it's been a few years. M
under st andi ng was there were ot her applications, other
applications where individuals m ght have, due to sone
di sorder, m ght have el evated | evels of carbon dioxide
I n their exhal ed gases.

Q Goi ng back to just your general background as
an expert, have you ever been disqualified as an expert
I n connection with alitigation matter or IP matter?

A No.

Q Has a court ever |imted or restricted your

testinony in connection with a litigation matter or |IPR
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matter?

A No.

Q Ckay. And who hired you for this engagenent
as an expert in this | PR?

A In this IPR, | was retained by both Orick and
Paul Hastings on behalf of Mdtorola Mbility.

Q Is it correct that you're acting as an expert
on behalf of both Mdtorola and Google? O is it just
Mot or ol a?

A Mot orol a and Google, yes. | msspoke, |
bel i eve.

Q And how nuch are you bei ng conpensated to be
an expert in connection with this | PR?

A Honestly, | don't recall. [|'Il have to
consult ny billing records.

Q Yeah, | didn't see it in your declaration.

What's your normal rate for matters such as
t his?

A It changes fromyear to year, and | was first
engaged in this natter a year ago so | woul d expect ny
billing rate woul d have been sonewhere between 550 and
600 an hour, probably.

Q Does your billing rate change when you're
gi ving deposition testinony?

A No, | use a flat rate.
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Q kay. And how nmuch tine did you spend
preparing for today's deposition?

A | don't recall.

Q Did you review sone docunents in connection
wWith preparing for this deposition?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. What docunents did you review?

A | reviewed at | east ny declaration, the patent
at issue, the Chin reference, and the Witehorn
reference. Those are the primary docunents. There may
have been others as well.

Q Ckay. And when did you review those docunents
to prepare for this deposition?

A Wthin about the | ast couple of weeks, two or
t hree weeks, perhaps.

Q And you did that across nultiple days?

A Yes.

Q Wul d you estimate that you spent nore than 8
hours preparing for this deposition?

A Yes.

Q More than 20 hours?

A Possibly. | don't recall a specific nunber.

Q Wuld it be fair to say sonewhere between 8
and 20 hours?

A | don't -- | don't recall the exact nunmber. |
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haven't added up the tine.

Q kay. Who did you neet with to prepare for
this deposition?

A | met with counsel fromOrick as well as Paul
Hasti ngs.

Q kay. And fromOrick, that'd be M. Mss?

ATTORNEY MOSS: |1'd just caution the witness
not to divulge the contents of any comunications with
counsel .

A Yes, | met wth M. Mbss.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Ckay. Anybody else you net with fromOrick?

A Yes.

Q And who woul d those individuals be?

A | recall neeting with Chris Higgins and Vann
Pi erce.

Q Ckay. Wo did you neet with from Paul
Hastings to prepare for this deposition?

A Honestly, | don't recall their nanmes. | know
that there were one or two attorneys from Paul Hastings
that sat in on sone neetings.

Q And the neetings that you had, were they
| n-person neetings or virtual neetings?

A Virtual neetings.

ATTORNEY SCHREINER: 1'd like to introduce
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Exhi bit 2004. This is a list of challenged clains from
the '842 patent. So, John, if you could share that
t hrough the chat so that Dr. Rodriguez has access to a
copy. And, Dr. Rodriguez, let ne know when you receive
a copy of that so we can just talk about it briefly.

THE W TNESS: kay.

(Exhi bit No. 2004, previously marked, was
referenced and i ndexed.)

ATTORNEY SCHREINER: |'ll represent to you
this is alist of the challenged clains that are
addressed in your declaration, and the limtations are
nunmbered as set forth in your declaration. 1'll be
referring to these limtations periodically so | wanted
to nmake this exhibit available to you so you can refer
toit as well. That nmake sense?

THE W TNESS: VYes.

ATTORNEY SCHREI NER.  And, Geoff, let ne
mention as just a bookkeeping coment, the -- so it has
the limtations as they're nunbered in his declaration
and in the petition. The petition has a |list of the
clainms | think at the end. And, like, Iimtation 1E,
you see for Claim1l, limtation 1E is not nunbered in
that list in the petition at the end but it is
separately set forth in the petition, you know, when
it's anal yzed, both in the petition and in his
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decl arati on.

ATTORNEY MOSS: Okay. So this aligns with the
structure of his declaration, which is the subject of
today's deposition. Correct?

ATTORNEY SCHREI NER: That's correct, yeah.

ATTORNEY MOSS: Ckay. And we'll accept your
representation that these lay out the | anguage of the
limtations. And, you know, if we see it didn't, you
know, anything that's a discrepancy, we'll let you know.

ATTORNEY SCHREI NER: Yes, certainly.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q And let's refer back to the '842 patent that's
Exhi bit 1001.

Do you recogni ze the ' 842 patent,

Dr. Rodriguez?

A Yes.

Q kay. Are you very famliar with the subject
matter disclosed in the '842 patent?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A Yes, I'mfamliar with the subject matter of
the ' 842 patent.

ATTORNEY SCHREI NER. Okay. And let's go ahead
and introduce Exhibit 1004, which is U S. Patent
Publ i cati on Nunmber 2009/0190295 to Chin, CHI-N

(Exhi bit No. 1004, previously nmarked, was
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referenced and i ndexed.)
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Dr. Rodriguez, why don't you go ahead and pull
up the Chin reference. And |let nme know when you have
it.

A kay.

Q Do you recogni ze Exhibit 1004, the Chin
reference?

A Yes.

Q Fair to say that you're pretty famliar wth
Chi n?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A Yes, |I'mfamliar wth the Chin reference.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q kay. Did you study it pretty carefully?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
A Yes, | studied the Chin reference.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
Q Pretty careful ly?
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A | made ny best effort to study the Chin
reference carefully.

(Exhi bit No. 1005, previously marked, was

referenced and i ndexed.)

ATTORNEY SCHREI NER: Ckay. And let's go ahead
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and introduce Exhibit 1005. That's U S. Patent
Publ i cati on Nunber 2005/0078211 to Wi tehorn
WHI-T-HORN. And |l et ne know when you have t hat
docunent avail able, Dr. Rodriguez.

A kay.
Q And do you recogni ze Exhibit 1005, the
Wi t ehorn reference?
A Yes.
Q kay. Did you study the Witehorn reference
careful y?
A Yes. | made ny best effort to study the
Wi tehorn reference carefully.
ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:  And let's go ahead and
I ntroduce Dr. Rodriguez's declaration. That's
Exhi bit 1003.
(Exhi bit No. 1003, previously nmarked, was
referenced and i ndexed.)
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
Q And, Dr. Rodriguez, you can go ahead and pull
that up. And let nme know when you have it avail abl e.
A Ckay.
Q And do you recogni ze Exhibit 1003, Declaration
of Jeffrey J. Rodriguez?
A Yes.
Q And what is this docunent?
Bl ueBear Reporting LLC Multifold Exhibit 2011
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A This is the declaration concerning the '842
patent that | prepared.

Q Ckay. How long would you estimate you spent
preparing this decl aration?

A It was al nost a year ago. | don't renenber
how many hours that was.

Q How many pages is this declaration?

A It appears to be 139 pages.

Q Wul d you expect that you spent nore than 30
hours preparing this declaration?

A Probably, but | don't recall the specific
nunber .

Q Describe for ne the process that you undert ook
to prepare this declaration.

ATTORNEY MOSS: And I'Il just caution the

W tness not to divulge the contents of any
comruni cations wth counsel.

A It's been alnbost a year, but |I'msure |
foll owed ny normal procedures, which is that | review
t he docunents relevant to the case, relevant to the
study |'ve been asked to perform And then | would neet
wi th counsel to discuss the issues at hand and to
di scuss the opinions that |'ve fornul at ed.

And then | would proceed to prepare an initial

draft of ny declaration, even if it's alimted draft.
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Then | would share that with counsel.

Counsel then helps ne draft the declaration so
that it is a full explanation of the opinions that |'ve
formed, in the proper format, etc., and then we go back
and forth with edits. | do extensive editing to nmake
sure that the declaration is conplete and accurate and
represents my opinions.

Q And so who prepared the initial draft of this
decl arati on?

A | believe | did.

Q And w t hout divul ging any comuni cations with
counsel, what attorneys did you work with in preparing
this decl aration?

A It's been alnost a year. | would presune
it's -- it was nostly the sane attorneys that |'d been
interacting with in preparing for this depo.

Q W referred a few mnutes ago to the Chin
reference, Exhibit 1004.

Do you recall that?
Yes.

How did you | earn about the Chin reference?

> O >

It was provided to ne by counsel.
Q Had you seen the Chin reference before it was
provi ded by counsel ?

A | don't recall seeing the Chin reference prior
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to this matter.

Q What about the Whitehorn reference,

Exhi bit 10057?
How di d you | earn about that reference?

A The Whitehorn reference was provided to ne by
counsel .

Q Had you seen the Whitehorn reference prior to
it being provided by counsel ?

A | don't recall seeing the Wiitehorn reference
prior to this matter.

Q Let's | ook at paragraph 50. Well, let ne just
back up here. Yeah, paragraph 51 of your decl aration.

A kay.

Q And is it correct that you define the field
for the POSI TA as involving i mage capture, inmage
processing, imge display, and user interfaces?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A At paragraph 51, | state that the field of art
pertaining to the '842 patent includes inmage capture
usi ng a handhel d conputi ng devi ce.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q And do you go on to describe the PCSI TA and
what experience the POSI TA has?

A Yes.

Q kay. And what's the experience that a POSI TA
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has?

A At | east two years of experience in inmge
capture, inmage processing, inage display, user
interfaces, or a related field.

Q So paragraph 51, you refer to the field
I ncl udi ng usi ng a handhel d conputi ng device, and then
you also refer to inmage capture, inmage processing, inmge
di spl ay, and user interfaces.

s that fair to say?

A In paragraph 51, | state that the field of art
I ncl udes i mage capture using a handhel d conputing device
and that a POSI TA woul d have experience of at |east two
years in imge capture, inage processing, inmage display,
user interfaces, or a related field.

Q I"mjust trying to understand paragraph 51 in
your decl arati on.

So how woul d you characterize the field of the
' 842 patent?
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A In ny opinion, the field of art pertaining to
the '842 patent includes inage capture using a handhel d
conputi ng devi ce.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Does the field include, quote, "inmage capture,
| mage processing, imge display, and user interface --
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and user interfaces"?

A One nonent. Perhaps you could clarify what
you nean by "field." Perhaps your interpretation of the
term"field" is a bit different than m ne.

Q Yeah, |I'mjust asking you your understanding
of what the field is for the '842 patent.

So I'm | ooking at paragraph 51, and you
reference i mage capture using a handhel d conputi ng
device, and you also reference i nage capture, inmage
processing, imge display, and user interfaces.

So how woul d you characterize the field? As
an expert in this case, how would you characterize the
field of the '842 patent?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A As |'ve stated, in ny opinion, the field of
art pertaining to the '842 patent includes inmage capture
usi ng a handhel d conputi ng devi ce.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Does the field include i mage capture, inage
processing, imge display, and user interfaces?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A | stick with the way | expressed ny
under standi ng of the field.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
Q So you're saying the field of the '842 patent
Bl ueBear Reporting LLC Multifold Exhibit 2011
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I ncl udes i mage capture using a handhel d conputing
device. Correct?

A Correct.

Q And then you say a PCSI TA woul d have
experience in, quote, "inmage capture, inmage processing,
| mge di splay, and user interfaces,"” right?

A O arelated field.

Q So if the field includes a handheld conputi ng
devi ce and a POSI TA woul d have experience in inage
capture, inmage processing, inage display, and user
interfaces, are the latter part of the field, in your
Vi ew?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A In ny opinion, the field -- the term"field"
to ne is a broader term
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q kay.

A And so that's why | describe the field of art
for the '842 patent as including inage capture using a
handhel d conputi ng devi ce.

When | analyzed the |evel of skill for a
POSI TA, | had to contenplate the different technol ogies
that a POSITA would require in order to be able to
understand the various aspects of the '842 patent.

To nme, those are simlar but slightly
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different terns, field of art versus the required
experience to be able to practice in that field of art.

Q Ckay. You refer to handhel d conputing device
here. You see that in paragraph 51, right?

A Yes.

Q The ' 842 patent, Exhibit 1001, would you say
it's -- would it be fair to say that it generally
relates to a dual -screen handhel d conputing device?

A The abstract of the '842 patent says that the
patent is directed to presenting a user interface in a
dual - screen devi ce.

Q And if you could | ook at the summary section
of the '842 patent, this is on page 41 at the bottom of
that docunent. But it's colum 1 and it's the summary.

Do you see that?

A Yes.

Q kay. And the first line, it refers to
handhel d conmputi ng devi ce.

s that right?

A That's correct.

Q So the abstract refers to a dual -screen device
and the sunmary refers to a handhel d conputing device?

A That's correct.

Q So does the '842 patent, does it pertain to a
dual - screen handhel d conputi ng devi ce?
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A As the '842 patent explains, the patent
pertains to a user interface in a dual-screen device as
well as a dual nulti-display, nmulti -- a dual
mul ti-di splay handhel d conputi ng devi ce.

Q And so as an expert, would you understand that
that corresponds to a dual -screen handhel d conputi ng
devi ce?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A The patent does nention a dual -screen devi ce,
and it does nention a nulti-display handhel d conputing
devi ce.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Do the figures in the '842 patent depict a
dual - screen handhel d conputi ng device?

A In Figure 1A, we see a device that includes
both a primary screen 104 and a secondary screen 108.
Thus, there are dual screens in that figure.

Q So woul d that be a dual -screen handhel d
conputi ng device?

A | don't recall if that's the wording that the
patent uses to refer to it, but it does have a dual
screen. It can be handheld, and it does perform
conputi ng.

Q So woul d you understand it to be depicting a

dual - screen handhel d conputi ng devi ce?
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ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A As | said, it does depict a device that has
dual screens, can be handhel d, and does perform
conputi ng.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q So your definition of the field in your
declaration is inmage capture using a handhel d conputi ng
device, right?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A Yes. |In paragraph 51, | describe the field of
art as including i mage capture using a handheld
conputi ng devi ce.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q And the ' 842 patent discloses a handhel d
conputing device, right?

A Yes.

Q Okay. And it discloses a handhel d conputi ng
devi ce that has dual screens.

Fair to say?

A Yes.

Q The Chin reference, does the Chin reference
descri be a dual -screen handhel d conputing device?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A Yes. The Chin reference discloses a handheld
conputi ng device that has two screens.
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BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Just for sinplicity of our discourse, is it
fair to refer to that as a dual -screen handhel d
conputi ng device?

A | don't see where Chin refers to it that way,
but in nmy opinion, it is a handheld conputing device
that has two screens.

Q So again, this is just for sinplicity of our
di scour se.

Wuld it be fair for us to refer to that as a
dual - screen handhel d conputi ng devi ce?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q And if it's not fair, tell me why it's not
fair.

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A It's fine for you to use that phrase if you
like, and I'Il understand that you nean a handheld
conputi ng device that has two screens.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q kay. And both the '842 patent and Chin, they
al so have a canera functionality, right? |nmage capture
functionality.

s that correct?

A Yes.
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Q So these are dual -screen handhel d conputing
devices with a canera function?

Is that a fair way to describe it?
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A If you describe it that way, | w |l understand
what you nean.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q kay. Is it better to describe it as a
dual - screen handhel d conputing device wth i mage
capture?

VWi ch parl ance works best for you?
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A | would sinply say it's a handhel d conputi ng
device that includes two screens and includes i nmage
capture capability.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q kay. So in your declaration on page --
excuse ne, in paragraph 50, what did you assune to be
the priority date of the '842 patent for purposes of
your anal ysis?

A For ny analysis, | was asked to assune that
the date of the clained invention is the filing date of
t he provisional.

Q And what is the filing date of the provisional
for the '842 patent?
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A The cover of the '842 patent says the filing
date of the provisional application was Septenber 27,
2011.

Q Ckay. So you assuned -- for purposes of your
anal ysis, you assuned that the date of the invention or
the priority date was Septenber 2011.

s that correct?

A Yes. But ny opinions would be the sane if the
date of the clainmed invention was determ ned to be the
date of the application.

Q Can you descri be, what was your professiona
experience wth dual -screen handhel d conputi ng devi ces
with image capture as of Septenber 20117

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A Prior to Septenber 2011, | had had significant
experience wi th handhel d conputi ng devices, including
devi ces that could performinage capture.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Descri be that experience for ne, if you would,
I f you can.

A Vel |, both personal experience as well as
prof essi onal experience, personally --

Q No, let's start with professional, please.

A Pr of essi onal experience, | regularly attend
pr of essi onal engi neering conferences where new
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technol ogies are presented. | read the current
literature to stay up to speed on current technol ogies
t hat are bei ng devel oped.

In my research activities, we use equi pnent
that involves current technologies. M research area
focuses on i mage processing and i mage anal ysis so | need
to be up to speed on what the current technol ogies are
for image capture, inage capture devices.

Q And so what woul d have been your professional
experience as of Septenber 2011 with dual -screen
handhel d conputi ng devices with i nage capture?

A In ny research | ab, we enpl oy hardware systens
t hat have image capture capability as well as nultiple
screens so that we can display multiple inages at the
sane tine, which is essential for the inmage anal ysis
research that we do.

Q Did that work invol ve handhel d conputi ng
devi ces?

A In nmy research | ab, we generally have had --
not had the need for the equipnent to be handheld sinply
because of the nature of the experinents that we
perform But, of course, | was fully aware that
handhel d systens -- handhel d devi ces were avail abl e.

Usual Il y, the handhel d devices don't have the

sane quality or |level of performance as systens that are
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not confined to a handhel d package, so in context of a
research lab, it's typical to -- it's commopn to use a
nore professional systemthat involves a | arger package
t han could be held in one's hand.

Q So is it fair to say that your research
I nvol ved nore sophisticated technol ogi es than handhel d
conputi ng devices?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A Yes.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q So in your professional work as of
Sept enber 2011, you said you hadn't had any need to use
or apply handhel d conputing devices in that research.

Is that correct?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A If you read the '842 patent as well as the
other references that | discuss in ny declaration, they
expl ain that one of the needs, one of the applications
for handhel d devices is for consuner el ectronics
appl i cations where one may be wal ki ng down the street
and needing to take a snapshot photo.

That's an entirely different application than
what we focused on in our research |ab environnent and
so | didn't need to use handhel d devices in our research
| ab. Instead, we used |larger systens that could, for
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exanpl e, capture inmages at a nuch higher resol ution or
with higher quality electronics to get a better-1|oo0king
captured i nage.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Yeah, understood. That nakes sense.

So your research as of that tinme didn't
I nvol ve the use of handhel d conputing devices.

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A As | said, | was very famliar wth handhel d
conputing devices that were avail able on the market. |
encountered themin the literature | read to keep up to
speed on the field as well as, of course, seeing what
was being marketed to consuners.

In fact, | purchased digital caneras of
various sorts over the years for personal use, so | was
famliar wth handhel d conputi ng devices that could
capture inages.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q But that wasn't part of your professiona
wor k. Correct?

A Part of ny professional work includes being
aware of these technol ogi es because we devel oped the
technol ogies that could lead to the next generation of
such devices. So to devel op the next generation of

technol ogies that mght be utilized in a handhel d
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conputi ng device that captures inmges, we can

I nvestigate those newer technol ogies without using a
handhel d pl atform

It's usually better to not restrict yourself
to a handhel d conmputi ng pl atform when you' re devel opi ng
t he next generation of technol ogi es.

Q Did you conduct research in a | ab?

A Yes, in part.

Q Did the research conducted in your |ab involve
t he use of handhel d conputi ng devi ces?

A Yes.

Q How so, please?

A Fromtinme to tinme, graduate students in ny |ab
woul d use handhel d canera devices to capture digital
| mges when convenient. It wasn't necessarily the --
al ways the case. As | nentioned, we had standal one
canera systens as well.

Q What was your professional experience in
Sept enber 2011 with handhel d conputing devices with dual
screens and i nage capture?

A As | stated, | had lIots of involvenent and
awar eness of handhel d conputi ng devices, devices wth
multiple screens, devices with canera functions as wel|.

Q What woul d be an exanpl e of a dual -screen
handhel d conputi ng device with image capture that you
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were famliar with in 2011?

A | can't recite a specific device that had al
of those features. |'msure | had seen literature
descri bi ng such devi ces, though.

Q Okay. But you can't recall a specific one at
this tinme?

A Not at this tine.

ATTORNEY SCHREI NER: W' ve been going | guess
a bit over an hour. Wuld you like to take a break?

THE W TNESS: Ckay.

ATTORNEY SCHREI NER: Okay. How s 10 minutes
sound?

THE W TNESS: Fi ne.

ATTORNEY SCHREI NER: Okay. CGeoff?

ATTORNEY MOSS: That works.

ATTORNEY SCHREI NER: Ckay, great. Thanks,
gent | enen.

(Recess taken.)

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q So still looking at your -- talking about your
declaration, Exhibit 1003, if | could refer you to
par agr aphs 62 through 66 of your declaration. And just
| et me know when you get there and when you've had a
noment to review those paragraphs, 62 to 66.

A kay.
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Q kay. And so you nention several references
there, right?

A Yes.

Q And why did you include a discussion of those
references in those paragraphs?

A The purpose of this section of nmy declaration
Is to provide sone general technol ogy background.

Q Do those references represent, |ike, the state
of the art?

A Not necessarily.

Q So what do you nean by general technol ogy
backgr ound?

A As | explain in paragraph 61, as of Septenber,
you know, by Septenber 2011, handhel d devi ces had | ong
been known in the art and were in w despread use in
society. Many of these devices had nore than one
screen, could take images in different configurations,
and/ or had different physical states. Various prior art
references descri be these types of drives with sone or
all of these characteristics. And then | proceed to
gi ve a nunber of exanpl es.

Q And how many exanples do you give in
par agraphs 62 to 667

A After nmentioning Chin and Wi tehorn in

paragraph 61, | nention the Aono publication in
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paragraph 62. | nention Lee in paragraph 63. Kimin
par agraph 64. Kawasaki in paragraph 65. And Park in
par agr aph 66.

Q kay. So that's, what, five references?

A It looks like it's five references in addition
to Chin and Wi tehorn.

Q And are these five references, are they in the
field of handhel d conputing devices?

A | believe so.

Q So let's -- I'd like to refer you. In
par agr aph 258 of your declaration, you nake a statenent
that a POSITA, quote, "would have been notivated to turn
off or disable a screen that is not facing the user."

Do you see that in paragraph 258?

A No.

Q kay.

A Whi ch part of the paragraph? Oh, in the first
sentence | say that a PCSITA in or around 2011 would
have been notivated to turn off or disable a screen that
Is not facing the user because doi ng so woul d save
power .

Q And in paragraph 376, you nmake the sane
statenent. |s that correct?

A Yes, it appears so.

Q And so in paragraph 258 where you nake the
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statenent that a POCSI TA, quote, "would have been
notivated to turn off or disable a screen that is not

facing a user," do you cite any references to support
that statenent in paragraph 2587

A | didn't need to cite specific references
because that statenent was very cl ear based on ny
per sonal know edge.

Q But you didn't cite any references. Correct?

A | didn't need -- | didn't cite any references
because it wasn't necessary, since nmy personal
prof essi onal experience allowed nme to explain why that
statenent was accurate.

Q And i n paragraph 376 where you nake that sane
statenent, that a POSI TA, quote, "would have been
notivated to turn off or disable a screen that is not

facing a user,"” did you cite any references in support
of that statenent in paragraph 3767

A | did not cite any references because it was
not necessary because | was able to explain the support
for that statenent based on ny own personal know edge.

Q And the five references that you discussed in
par agraphs 62 to 66, Aono, Lee, Kim Kawasaki, and Park,
did you cite any of those in support of your statenent

regarding turning off or disabling a screen not facing

t he user?

Bl ueBear Reporting LLC Multifold Exhibit 2011

Motorola v. Multifold
IPR2025-00038, Page 46 of 177




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

8/ 8/ 2025

Deposition of Dr. Jeffrey J. Rodriguez Page:

47

A As | said, | did not cite any references when
maki ng that statenent because it wasn't necessary since,
based on ny own personal know edge as an expert
practicing in this field over many years, | was able to
explain the support for that statenent.

Q Did you exam ne those five references to see
I f they disclosed this feature of turning off or
di sabling a screen that is not facing the user?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A Those references m ght disclose that feature.
| don't recall.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Do you recall exam ning themto see whet her
t hey di sclose that feature?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A | recall exam ning those references, but |
don't specifically recall examning themin the context
of that particular feature.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q kay. And just to be clear, you didn't cite
any of those references with regard to that statenent in
ei ther paragraph 258 or 376 of your declaration, right?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
A As | stated, in nmaking that statenent at those

two locations in the declaration | did not cite those
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ref erences because it was not necessary, since ny own
prof essi onal experience allowed ne the ability to
expl ain the support for that statenent based on ny own
per sonal know edge.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Let's turn to paragraph 76 of your decl aration
di scussing the Chin reference.

A kay.

Q That's Chin, GHI-N In Chin, how does --
strike that.

Chin has a first display unit 51 and a second

di splay unit 52, right?

A Yes.

Q How does the user control the first and second
di splay units?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A I n paragraph 76, | quote a statenent fromthe
reference that says: A user can operate electronic
apparatuses of the first panel 10 or the second panel 20
such as the first and second display units 51 and 52 or
the digital canera 40 by using the button unit (i.e.,
pressing a button or buttons thereof).
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q So how does a user control the first and
second di splay units?
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ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A As | -- as the reference states, a user can
operate the first and second display units by using the
button unit.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q kay. And where is the button unit |ocated in
Chi n?

A Chin explains that the connecting unit 30
I ncl udes a button unit.

Q So the button unit is on connecting unit 307

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A The connecting unit 30 includes a button unit.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Ckay. No, | understand you can read the
patent. |'masking you to, you know, put it in your own
words as an expert. So is it your understanding that
the connecting unit 30 -- strike that.

Is it your understanding that the button unit
IS on connecting unit 307
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A It is ny understanding that the connecting

unit 30 does include a button unit.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
Q And is that button unit used to control the

first display unit 51 and second display unit 527
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ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
A Yes. The reference says that the button unit
can be used by the user to operate the first and second
di splay units 51 and 52.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
Q And what is the -- strike that.
What does the connecting unit 30 do?
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
A Wel |, the connecting unit houses the button
unit, for exanple.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
Q Does it do anything el se?
A Connecting unit connects the first panel and
t he second panel .
Q And is it correct that the first panel has the
second di splay 52 and the second panel has the first
di splay 517
A The reference explains that the first display
unit 51 is configured on a first planar surface 21A of
the second flat board unit 21, and the second displ ay
unit 52 is configured on the first generally planar
surface 11A of the first flat board unit 11.
Q Looking at Figure 1 of Chin, is it correct
that the first display unit 51 is on second panel 207
A To be nore precise, the first display unit 51
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I's configured on the second flat board unit 21, and the
second flat board unit 21, in turn, is part of second
panel 20.

Q So is it fair to say the first display unit 51
is part of second panel 207?

A That's not the way the reference describes it
so | wouldn't use that wording. | would stick with the
way the reference describes it.

Q What's the relationship between -- strike
t hat .

"mjust trying to -- it's -- I'"mjust trying
to establish the basics of Figure 1, just so you
under stand where |I' mgoing, just the basics of Figure 1.
It's kind of counter parallel, right, because it refers
to the second panel 20 but then it has the first display
51, and then you' ve got the first panel 10 and it's got
t he second display 52.

Do you see the nonencl ature, the parl ance
that's used there in Figure 17?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q kay. So what is the function of connecting
unit 30 in Figure 1?

A One function, as | stated, is that connection

unit 30 connects the first panel 10 and the second panel
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20.

Q So is connecting unit 30 a physically separate
conponent fromthe first and second panel ?

A | wouldn't characterize it that way.

Q How woul d you characterize it?

A | nstead of being separate, | would
characterize it as connecting the first panel and the
second panel. M understanding is that it is in contact
wth the first panel and the second panel rather than
bei ng separate fromthem

Q Is it fair to say that on one side of
connecting unit 30 it connects to the second panel 20,
and on the other side of connecting unit 30 it connects
to first panel 107

A The connecting unit 30 has nore than two
sides. | would say that one side connects to panel 20
and anot her side connects to panel 10.

Q |"d like to refer you to paragraph 61 of Chin,
Exhi bit 1004. Can you describe for ne in your words
what paragraph 61 of Chin is discussing?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A It is discussing a button unit.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q And which button unit is it discussing?

A Button unit 33A.
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Q And where is button unit 33A | ocated?

A It is depicted in Figure 2.

Q Where is it physically located? And if you
could refer to Figure 1, please, that's second button
unit 33A

A In Figure 1, the button unit 33A is depicted
on a face of the connecting unit.

Q And I'd Ili ke to refer you to the |l ast sentence
of paragraph 61 of Chin where it states, quote, "the
structure of the second button unit 33Ais not limted
to the above structure, and nmay be enbodi ed by using
di fferent conponents such as a touchscreen-type |liquid
crystal display."

Do you see that?

A Yes.

Q What woul d a POSI TA understand that to be
descri bi ng?

A That's describing an alternative way to
| npl enent the second button unit.

Q And the second button unit being part of the
connecting unit 30. Correct?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A The reference explains that one way to
| npl ement the second button unit is as part of
connecting unit 30 but explains also that it could be
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i npl emented in a different way.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
Q And what is that different way?
A By using different conponents, such as a
touchscreen-type liquid crystal display.

Q And the second button unit is depicted as
bei ng part of connecting unit 30 in Figure 1. Correct?
A It's depicted as being on a face of the

connecting unit 30 in Figure 1.
Q On or at paragraph 102 of your declaration
you' ve got a markup of Figure 1 of Chin.
Do you see that?
A Yes.
Q And you've got a red box around a conponent
that is 32A
Do you see that?
A Yes.
Q What is conponent 32A?
A 32A is a first button unit.
Q And what is the first button unit used for?
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
A Button unit 32A allows the controlling unit 70
to receive signals by a user nmanipul ati ng the buttons.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
Q And where is first button unit 32A | ocat ed?
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A It's located on the second face 32 in
Figure 1.

Q And where is the second face 32 on which first
button unit 32A is | ocated?

A Second face 32 is | ocated on the connecting
uni t 30.

Q And if | could refer you to your discussion at
paragraph 114 and t hereabouts.

A kay.

Q You refer to sonmething called the
sel f - phot ogr aphi ng node i n Chin.

Do you recall that?

A Yes.

Q And what is the self-photographi ng node?

A It's a node where the user photographs himor
herself by using the digital canera.

Q Is that shown in Figure 5 of Chin?

A Figure 5 shows the second position of the
devi ce, which could be used for self-photographi ng node.

Q Is Figure 5 in Chin described as an exanpl e of
the device in the sel f-photographi ng node?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A At paragraph 32, Chin describes Figure 5 as a
perspective view of the portable information term nal of
Figure 1 oriented in a second position.
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BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Is Figure 5 of Chin disclosing Chin's device
i n the sel f-photographi ng node?

A As | --

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A As | said, Figure 5 shows the device oriented
I n a second position, which could be used in
sel f - phot ogr aphi ng node.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q And what paragraph were you referring to for
that in Chin?

A For what ?

Q That Figure 5 shows the device in a
configuration where it can be used in the
sel f - phot ogr aphi ng node.

A If you look at Figure 9 of Chin, there's a
flow chart which shows that in order to get to a
sel f - phot ogr aphi ng node, the device first nust determ ne
whether it's in a second position.

So, as | said, if the device is in the second
position, then it's able to be used in
sel f - phot ogr aphi ng node.

Q So in Figure 9 where you're referring --
Figure 9 that you're referring to, there's a step 160.
It says: Display imges on second display unit before
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phot ogr aphi ng.
Do you see that?

A Yes.

Q That's the device operating in the
sel f - phot ogr aphi ng node?

A Yes. That's a step that would occur if the
device is in self-photographi ng node.

Q And which figure show ng the configuration of
Chin woul d correspond to that step?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A |'"'mnot sure there's a specific figure
corresponding just to step S160 in Figure 9.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Goi ng back to your declaration in the area of
paragraph 114, is it correct that the sel f-photographing
node can either be set by the user or automatically set
based on the relative positions of the panels?

A Yes. The device can be configured to allow
the controlling unit to automatically select the node
when the first and second panels are in the second
posi tion.

Q I'"d like to refer you now to paragraph 130 of
your decl aration where you're |ooking at limtation 1E,
whi ch recites, quote, "wherein each image capture node a
di splay on the first or second screen is different.”
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And | et nme know when you're at that portion of
your decl arati on.

A kay.

Q So the claimrefers to a first screen and a
second screen. This is referring to Claiml, right?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
THE W TNESS: What do you nean by "this"?
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Claiml refers to a first screen and a second
screen, right?

A Yes.

Q And what's your understandi ng of the neaning
of this limtation 1E, quote, "wherein each inage
capture node a display on the first screen or second
screen is different"?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A I"'mnot quite sure what you' re asking. The
claimlanguage is pretty clear that it's requiring that
a display on the first or second screen is different,
which to ne sinply neans that sonething different is
bei ng di spl ayed.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Does "different” nean between different inmage

capture nodes?
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
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THE WTNESS: |'mnot sure | understand your
guestion, but we can perhaps discuss it in a context of
what | explain in ny declaration.
ATTORNEY SCHREINER: Let ne try to ask it a
di fferent way.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
Q Is "different” in that limtation referring to
different screens across different inmage capture nodes?
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
THE WTNESS: |'mnot sure what you're neaning
by "across."
ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:  Yeah, let's do what you
sai d.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q So in paragraph 133 for this limtation 1E,
you're referring to Chin in the self-photographi ng node.
Correct?

A Yes.

Q And can that be perforned by the device as
configured and shown in Figure 57

A Can you repeat that?

Q Can the sel f-photographi ng node be perforned
by the device as it's depicted in Figure 5?2 | just want
sonething for us to refer to.

A Yes.
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ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q And so in the self-photographi ng node, you

I ndi cate that second display 52 displays sonething.
VWhat is that?

A What do you nean by "that"?

Q What does -- in the self-photographi ng node,
what does second di splay 52 present?

A I n sel f-phot ographi ng node, the second displ ay
unit 52 can display live, preview, or -- and/or captured
| mages obt ai ned by the canera.

Q And if you could | ook at paragraph 78, which
you cite in Chin, is it correct in paragraph 78 that
Chin states, quote, "the user can performthe
sel f - phot ographi ng function while view ng himor herself
di spl ayed on the second display unit"?

Do you see that?

A Yes.

Q So does that correspond to what you were
referring to in paragraph 133 of your declaration?

A Yes.

Q So in this node, the second display unit 52
can di splay a preview of the user.

Is that fair to say?
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
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A It can be -- the second display in
sel f - phot ogr aphi ng node can be used to display a preview
| mge of the user.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q So in this node, the user's basically taking
what is called in the vernacular a selfie, right?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. I n paragraph 134, you say "when the
device is in the other node."

Do you see that?

A Yes.

Q What is the ot her node?

A The other node is a different node where the
user is taking an i mage where the canera is facing away
fromthe user.

Q And you refer to this in your declaration
sonmewhere as the outward-facing node.

s that right?

A That woul d be an outward-faci ng node.

Q And in paragraph 134, is it correct that
you're indicating that the first display unit 51 would
di splay a preview of the subject of the photograph?

A Yes. In this other node, the first display
unit woul d display the preview inmge, which is different
fromhow the di splay was done in the self-photographing

Bl ueBear Reporting LLC Multifold Exhibit 2011




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

8/ 8/ 2025
Deposition of Dr. Jeffrey J. Rodriguez Page:

62

nmode.

Q And in this other node, the previewis the
preview of the image. Strike that.

In this other node, the preview is a preview
of the subject of the photograph in this outward-facing
node, right?

A Yes.

Q So in your analysis here, is it correct that
you' re conparing the preview on second display unit 52
in the sel f-photographing node to the preview on first
display unit 51 in this outward-facing node?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A Whi ch conparing are you referring to?

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q In your analysis in paragraph 132 to 135.

A I n paragraphs 132 to 135, it explains that the
previ ew i mage appears on different screens dependi ng
upon the inmge capture node.

Q And by "different screens,” you're referring
to the second display 52 in the self-photographi ng node
versus the first display 51 in the other node. Correct?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A I n the sel f-photographi ng node, the preview
| mage appears on the second display unit 52, whereas in

the ot her node, the preview i nage appears on the first
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di splay unit, which would be 51.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q So where you say "different screens," you're
referring to second display unit 51 conpared to first
di splay unit 52. Correct?

A Just to be clear, the -- between the
sel f - phot ographi ng node and the other node, the preview
I mage i s appearing on different screens, first display
unit 51 versus second display unit 52.

Al so, | should point out that within the
sel f - phot ographi ng node, the first display unit and
second display unit have a different display because one
of themis not displaying anything.

Li kewi se, in the other node, the first and
second display units are displaying different things
because one of the screens is not displaying anything.

Q kay. Yeah, we'll discuss that.

In 135 where you refer to it appears on
different screens, in that paragraph, you are referring
to second display unit 52 in the self-photographi ng node
and then first display unit 51 in the other node, right?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A I n paragraph 135 where | say "different
screens,"” | nean first display unit 51 versus second

di splay unit 52.
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BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q And let's take a | ook at page 62 of your
decl aration, which is part of paragraph 135 of your
declaration. There's sone figures that you've prepared.

A | don't see any figures on page 62.

Q My apol ogi es. Page 61.

A kay.

Q So what is the annotated Figure 6,
sel f - phot ogr aphi ng node, what is that illustrating?

A It's illustrating that the preview inmge is
bei ng di spl ayed on the second display unit in selfie
nmode.

Q Second display unit 52. Correct?

A Yes. That's in Figure 5.

Q And then Figure 6, which you have | abel ed as
t he outward-facing node, what is that illustrating?

A That's illustrating that the preview inage in
t he outward-facing node or the other node is being
di spl ayed on the first display unit 51, which is
different fromthe display unit that was used in the
sel f - phot ogr aphi ng node.

Q And why is it different?

A Because the first display unit 51 is different
fromthe second display unit 52.

Q And can you explain for ne, what do you nean
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by the first display unit 51 is different fromthe
di splay unit 527

A Here, they are physically different.

Q Ckay. And in the outward-facing node as
you' ve got it annotated, is it correct that it's show ng
a preview of the subject, which is a -- appears to be a
spotted dog?

A Yes.

Q In the sel f-photographing -- strike that.

For this limtation 1E, are you naking any
sort of inherency argunent, or is your argunent that
Chin expressly discloses this [imtation?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A | don't believe | used the term"inherency" in
ny declaration here. |I'msinply stating that between
sel f - phot ogr aphi ng node and the outward-facing or other
node, the display on the screens is different.

You know, for exanple, we see the difference
of display unit 51 versus display unit 52. W also see
t hat between the two nodes, there's a difference of
what's being displayed in the preview i mage.

In the sel f-photographing node, it's
di splaying a preview inmage that is an inage of the user,
whereas in the outward-facing or other node, the preview

il mage is an image of what the canera sees in the scene,
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| ooki ng away or outward fromthe user.

So there are many ways to | ook at the
differences, but regardl ess, the display on the screens
Is different.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q And let's refer briefly to paragraph 19 of
your decl aration. You discuss your understanding of the
| aw of anticipation. Just |let ne know when you've
gotten there, paragraph 19.

A kay.

Q And you state: | have been advised the patent
claimis, quote, "anticipated' and therefore invalid
when a single prior art docunent describes, or a prior
art docunent -- product includes every elenent recited
either expressly or inherently in the claim

Do you see that?

A Yes.

Q So what we have been discussing i s your
argunents on anticipation by Chin. Correct?

A Correct.

Q So is your argunent that Chin expressly
includes limtation 1E or inherently includes limtation
1E?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A Wien | anal yzed this reference, | |ooked at
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what was expressly disclosed in the reference regarding
the function -- how the device is configured and
functions. And in nmy opinion, a person of ordinary
skill woul d have understood the descriptions and
illustrations in the reference to be disclosing this
claimlimtation.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Just to be clear, you re not naking an

| nherency argunent here.
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A | am not using the word "inherency."
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Let's take a | ook at paragraph 155 of your
decl arati on.

A Ckay.

Q And in the mddle of it, you nake a reference
of Figure 11 of the '842 patent, and you state, quote,
“"the lens 1136 is associated with the first screen 110."

Do you see that?

A Yes.

Q And could we | ook at paragraph 34, lines 40
t hrough 52.

A Whi ch docunent are you referring to now?

Q l"msorry, the '842 patent, colum 39. |'m
sorry, colum 34 starting with, like, line 45. So
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colum 34, line 45 in the '842 patent.

A kay.

Q And it nmakes reference to what you said in
your declaration, right? It says: As shown in
Figure 11, the lens 836 is associated with the first
screen 110.

Do you see that?

A No.

Q Line 34. Sorry, colum 34, line 45 through
46.

A kay.

Q As shown in Figure 11, the lens 1136 is
associated with the first screen 110.

Do you see that?

A Yes.

Q And if you refer to Figure 11 in the '842
patent, is it correct that the lens 1136 is | ocated on
first screen 1107

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A In Figure 11, the lens is shown at the top
| eft corner of the device but is mssing the | abel
"1136" that the specification refers to.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
Q Wul d a PCSI TA understand that to be

indicating that lens 1136 is on first screen 110 in --
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ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection. Apol ogize,
counsel. (Qbjection, form
A A PCSITA, in reading the text of the patent
and | ooking at the figures, would have understood that
the lens is associated wth the first screen 110.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
Q kay. Is it correct that it's |located on the
first screen 1107
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
A The reference says that the lens is associ at ed
wth the first screen 110. It does not say that it has
to be on the first screen 110.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
Q As illustrated in Figure 11, would a PCSI TA
understand that the first -- that the lens 1136 is
| ocated on the first screen 1107
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
A "' m not sure what you nean by "|ocated on."
I nstead, a PCSITA, in reading the patent, would have
understood that the lens is associated with the first
screen 110.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
Q If we look at -- let's look at Figure 1B of
the ' 842 patent.
Do you see Figure 1B?
Bl ueBear Reporting LLC Multifold Exhibit 2011
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A Yes.

Q And is it correct that Figure 1B shows a
primary screen 1047

A Yes.

Q And is it correct that Figure 1B depicts a
| ens 168 that is on primary screen 104?

A It's unclear fromthe figure whether it's on
the screen 104. The specification says that the device
I ncludes a canmera 168 and that the canera is associ ated
with the screen.

Q So you're saying in Figure 1B that the canera
168 m ght not be on the screen 1047?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A "' mnot sure what you nean by "on" in this
case.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q kay. So | have a cell phone here and
there's -- do you see there's canera | enses | ocated on
t he device?

A | do.

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q kay. So in Figure 1B, if the canera lens is
not | ocated on screen 104, where else could it be
| ocat ed?
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A It could be inserted through the screen, for
exanpl e.

Q kay.

A Coul d be beneath. There may be various design
choi ces one coul d nake.

When you say "on the screen,"” to ne, that's
very vague. It has the connotation to ne that you have
a screen and then you sel ect a canera device and you
set -- place or set the canera device on the screen. |In
that case, if you tip the screen, it wll roll right
off, so it doesn't nmake nuch sense to ne.

Q Fai r enough.

ATTORNEY MOSS: Counsel, we've been goi ng
about an hour and 20 mnutes. |Is this a good place to
take a qui ck break?

ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:  Yeah, yeah, certainly.
Dr. Rodriguez, 10 mnutes? 15 mnutes? Wat would be
good?

THE WTNESS: At sone point, I'll -- 1 guess,
yeah, we can do a 10-m nute break now, and then at sone
point I'll need a |unch break.

ATTORNEY SCHREI NER: Okay, sure. So it's,
what, 11:23 your tine, so yeah, maybe after the next
series of questions we'll go about an hour and then

we'll take a lunch break. Does that sound about right?
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THE W TNESS: Ckay, great.
(Recess taken.)
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Let's take a | ook at paragraph 162 of your
declaration, Dr. Rodriguez.

A kay.

Q And just to orient ourselves, this analysis
I nvol ves ground 1, that Chin anticipates C aim6.

s that correct?

A Yes.

Q And so that neans that Chin has to expressly
di scl ose or inherently disclose Cl aimb®é.

Is that fair to say?
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A Yes.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q And for Claim6, aml right that you' re not
maki ng an i nherency argunent?

A What |'marguing with regard to daim6 is
that a POSI TA, having reviewed the docunents, would have
understood fromthe teachings in Chin that the el enents
of Caim6 are disclosed.

Q That's not an inherency argunent, right?

A |'ve not used the term"inherency" in ny
argunent in the declaration for C aim6.
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Q Your position is that Chin expressly discloses
Caim®6, right?

A Yes. The teachings in the Chin reference,
when anal yzed by a person of ordinary skill in the art,
do disclose all the elenents of Claim6, in ny opinion.

Q Let's take a | ook at what you | abel ed as the
outward-facing node in Figure 6 of Chin.

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection to the extent that's
a question. Form
THE WTNESS: And can you direct ne to the --
ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:  Ch, sure.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Looking at Figure 6 of Chin, which you
characterized as being the outward-facing node.

A Can you direct nme to where in the declaration
| characterize Figure 6 as the outward-faci ng node?

Q Sure. |If everybody would just give ne a
noment, | seemto have lost ny realtine.

Do you recall the figures we were | ooking at
bef ore we took the break on page 61 of your declaration?

Page 61, you have Figure 6 of Chin | abeled as
out war d- f aci ng node.

A On page 61 of ny declaration, | have an
annot ated version of Figure 6 called outward-facing node
t hat shows the device being used in an outward-facing
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node to take a picture of a spotted dog.

Q And in that node, is it correct that there's a
previ ew of the subject, the spotted dog, shown on first
di splay unit 517

A Yes.

Q In that node, what does Chin say regarding
what is displayed on the other side on second displ ay
unit 527

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A In Chin at Figure 9 as well as the associ ated
text that discusses Figure 9 it explains that the device
determ nes whether or not it is in self-photographing
node at step S150.

If it is in self-photographing node, then it
di spl ays i nages on the second display unit before
photographing. And if it determnes that it is not in
sel f - phot ographi ng node, then it displays the i mages on
the first display unit before photographing.

So this is very clear that there's a choice
that's being nmade as to where the preview inmage i s being
di splayed. It's either being displayed on a second
di splay unit in self-photographing node or on the first
display unit if it's not in self-photographi ng node.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
Q So if it's not in self-photographi ng node,
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that corresponds to what you refer to as the
outwar d-faci ng node. Correct?

A Yes.

Q And that would be step 170 in Figure 9.
Correct?

A Step 170 is where it displays a preview inmge
when it's in the outward-facing or other node.

Q And it indicates that -- is it fair to say
that Chin, in the figures and in the discussion,

i ndicates that in the self -- let ne rephrase that.

Is it fair to say that Chin discloses, through
the figures and the narrative, that in the
outward-faci ng node there is a preview shown in first
di splay unit 517

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

THE WTNESS: Can you rephrase that question?
| got |ost.

ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:  Sure.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q In the outward-facing node of Chin, is it
correct that Chin discloses that the first display unit
51 provides a preview of the subject of the photograph?

A You' re asking about in the self-photographing
node?

Q No. So we're tal king about the outward-facing
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node of Figure 6.

A Yes, being referenced at paragraph 79,
di scl oses that when the device is in the other node,
t aki ng an outward-facing i mage, the device displays
I mges on a first display unit before a photograph is
taken so that the first display unit can performa
preview function. So that's what | was referring to as
a preview inmge.

Q And what does Chin say regarding the second
di splay unit 52 when the device is in the outward-facing
node?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A In the outward-facing node in Figure 9, the

result of the self-photographing node test at step S150

woul d direct the processing to take the branch | abel ed

no" if we're in outward-facing node, and that woul d
proceed to step S170, where the preview inage is
di spl ayed on the first display unit.

And in this sane flow chart, we see that step
S160 is skipped in that event, that is, the preview
i mage is not going to be displayed on the second displ ay
unit.
In ny opinion, a person of ordinary skill,

when reviewng this Figure 9 and the associ at ed

description, would have understood that the purpose of
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this flow chart is to show the order, the sequence of
steps that are being perfornmed and the way the

sel f - phot ographi ng node test is being applied, nanely,
that the device is going to take either the "no" branch
or the "yes" branch but not both at the sane tineg;

ot herwi se, the flow chart woul d have been presented in a
di fferent way.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q And the "no" branch indicates that a preview s
going to be presented on the first display unit 51.
Correct?

A Yes.

Q It doesn't say anything there about what, if
anything, is displayed on second display unit 52.
Correct?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A To the contrary, the flow chart indicates that
the step S160 where i nages are displayed on the second
display unit is going to be skipped in the event that we
are in an outward-facing node.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Ckay. So let's take the outward-facing node
and thi nk about Figure 6.

Is it correct that in that node, the second

di splay unit 52 could present, for exanple, a
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screensaver ?
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.

A Can you direct me to where in Chin it
di scusses a screensaver?

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q No. |'m asking you would a POSI TA under st and
that in Figure 6 of Chin, the second display unit could
di splay a screensaver?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.

A No. | see nothing in the Chin reference to
suggest i nplenenting a screensaver as an additional
el enment in this device.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Are you saying that a POSITA would -- so are
you saying it would be inpossible for the second displ ay
unit 52 to present a screensaver in the outward-facing
node?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A | did not say that. Wat | said is that
there's nothing in the reference to suggest it.

Further, a person of ordinary skill would have
understood that it wouldn't make sense to devote extra
resources and, you know, nore power draw or nore cost to
| npl ement features that are not necessary for the

device. |If the device is pointed in such a way that one

Bl ueBear Reporting LLC Multifold Exhibit 2011

Motorola v. Multifold
IPR2025-00038, Page 78 of 177




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

8/ 8/ 2025
Deposition of Dr. Jeffrey J. Rodriguez Page:

79

of the screens is not even visible to the user, why
woul d one want to expend resources to inplenent a
screensaver on that screen? Wuldn't nake sense.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q In that node, that second display unit can be
visible to the subject, right? The person whose
phot ograph is being taken by the user.

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A kay.

Q Is that a yes?

A What was the question?

Q The question was in that node, the
outwar d-faci ng node, the second display unit could be
visible to the subject of the photograph.

A You're referring to a subject such as the dog
in the annotated Figure 6. | guess that display unit
woul d be facing the subject, but ny prior statenent
still stands.

Q So what if -- let's take, for exanple, what if
the -- strike that.

Can the outward-facing node, instead of taking
a picture of a dog, can it be used to take a picture of
a person? The user's taking a picture of another
person?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.
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A Yes, it coul d.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
Q And it could be taking a picture of another
person who's close to the canera. Correct?
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.
A Yes.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Coul d the second display unit 52 facing the
subj ect of the photograph have an i mage that says
"Smle!'"™ wth an exclanmation point?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.

A There are many ways one coul d redesign the
device disclosed in the Chin reference, but there's
nothing in the Chin reference that suggests the features
that you're referring to.

So in nmy opinion, a person of ordinary skil
in the art would not have thought that the Chin
reference intended these extra features to be, you know,
part of the device.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Are you saying that it would be inpossible for
the second display unit 52 in Chin's Figure 6
configuration to display an inage that says "Smle!"?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A | did not say it would be inpossible. But,
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for exanple, just to illustrate the point, it would be
possible to redesign Chin's device so that it has a | ong
power cable that one could plug into a wall so that it
woul dn't run out of energy. But there's nothing in the
Chin reference that suggests that or indicates that, so
a person of ordinary skill, in reading the Chin
reference, would have understood the Chin reference to
be presented the way it is presented in the reference
and to not include a power cord that's plugged into the
wal | .

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Does Chin state anywhere that screen 52 in
Figure 6 is turned off or disabled?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A Yes.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q And where is that?

A As | said, in Figure 9 and the associ ated text
t hat describes Figure 9, we see the flow chart where in
t he sel f-photographi ng node test at step S150 one of the
two branches is taken, either the "no" branch or the
"yes" branch, not both at the sane tine.

A person of ordinary skill would have
understood that this flow chart illustrates that only
one of those branches is to be taken, which neans that
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the preview inmage is displayed on only one display so
that the other display, since it's not facing the user,
woul d be disabled or turned off or inactive or blank.

Q Wuldn't it be equally valid that a POSI TA
woul d understand Figure 9 as describing the novenent of
the preview fromthe first display to the second displ ay
but not addressing at all the other display in each of
t hose two configurations?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A That's not the way | see it.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Were screensavers for handhel d nobil e devices
known in the art at the relevant tine period here of
20117

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.

A | haven't done that analysis so | wouldn't be
able to say right now
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Sure. You referred to the original Apple
| Phone in your decl aration.

Do you recall that?

A | don't recall the location. Can you direct
me to where you're referring?

Q Yeah, paragraph 253.

A kay.
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Q Did you acquire an i Phone, one of the original
| Phones in the 2007 tine frane?

A | did owmn an i Phone around that tine franme. |
don't knowif it was the original iPhone.

Q Do you recall that the iPhone had a
screensaver ?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A No, | don't specifically recall.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Were screensavers known in the 2011 tine
frame?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A Screensavers were known in other contexts,
yes.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Certainly sonme personal conputers in that tine
frame had screensavers, right?

A Correct. Like, for a desktop conputer, it was
known that you could inplenent a screensaver on a
deskt op conputer.

Q And it's pretty common at this tine for
handhel d conputi ng devi ces such as smart phones to have
screensavers, right?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.
A | don't know. | know on ny snmartphone | don't
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have a screensaver running, but maybe there are
screen -- smartphone devices out there that do have
screen -- | -- | assune there probably is a way to
configure it so it has a screensaver.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Let nme try to be alittle nore precise. By
screensaver, | nean, a default inmage that the device
goes to when it's been idle for a period of tine.

Does that nmake sense?
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A That woul d be one type of screensaver. | know
that on ny personal iPhone, | have it configured so that
if it goes idle after a certain anount of tinme, the
di splay turns off.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Because you've set it up that way.

A | don't know if | set it up that way or that
was the default configuration. | can't recall.

Q And on the question as to whether screensavers
were known in the 2011 tinme frame for handhel d conputi ng
devices, | just want to be clear on your answer.

I s your answer no, screensavers for handheld
conputi ng devices weren't known, or you don't recall?
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.

A | don't recall any specific handhel d conputing
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device with a screensaver around that tine frame. |
woul d guess that they probably existed, but to the point
whet her or not that technol ogy was avail abl e and
exi sted, Chin clearly describes a device that has a
deci sion being nmade as to where to display the preview
I mage and di splaying an i mage on the second di splay unit
I's expressly skipped in the event that the canera is
configured in the outward-facing node.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Is it fair to say that you're reading into
Chin that it nust have code that turns off the other
screen when it's in the outward-facing node?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A It has sone way of inplenenting the flow chart
that's in Figure 9.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q And that woul d be through sone conputer code
or instructions running on the Chin device, right?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.

A That woul d be the | ogical way of inplenenting
the steps shown in Figure 9.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Does Chin disclose anywhere that it's coded or
It has instructions to turn off the outward-facing

screen when you're in the Figure 6 outward-facing node?
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ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.

A Yes. At paragraph 52 of Chin, it says that
the controlling unit 70 includes controlling software.
A person of ordinary skill would have understood that
the controlling software is in the formof code or
conputer instructions or conputer-executable
I nstructions or instructions that can be executed by a
processor in order to performthe functions described in
t he reference.

And those functions include the functions
enbodied in Figure 9 which, as we've discussed, involves
ski ppi ng the display of inmages on the second displ ay
unit when the device is in the outward-facing node and
t aki ng pictures.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q So let's say the user is in the
sel f - phot ograph node of Figure 5. And in that node,
second display unit 52 is show ng a preview of the user,
right?

A Ri ght .

Q Now, if the user switches fromthe
sel f - phot ographi ng node of Figure 5 to the
outwar d-faci ng node of Figure 6, do you follow that?

A No. That statenment didn't nake sense.

Q kay. So would it be -- is it correct that a
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user could be operating the device in the
sel f - phot ographi ng node of Figure 5 and then the user
could change to the outward-facing node of Figure 67

A Yes.

Q And when the user's in the self-photographing
node, second display 52 is showing a preview, right?

A Yes.

Q When the user changes to the outward-facing
node, your position is that second display unit 52 woul d
be turned off and di sabl ed and di spl ayi ng not hi ng,
ri ght?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A Once the device is operating in the
out war d-faci ng node, then the second display unit woul d
be not displ ayi ng anyt hi ng.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q But isn't it possible that the second displ ay
unit which was displaying a preview in the
sel f - phot ogr aphi ng node coul d continue to display a
preview in the outward-faci ng node?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.

A It is possible to design a different device
that operates in the manner you described, but that's
not -- that's not the device described in the Chin
ref erence.
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The Chin reference doesn't -- the Chin device
doesn't operate that way. A person of ordinary skil
woul d have understood from Figure 9 and the associ at ed
description of the figure that it wouldn't nake sense to
i npl enment it that way.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q So are you saying it wouldn't make sense for,
i n the outward-facing node, for the second display unit
to be presenting a preview to the subject of the
phot ogr aph?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.

A Per haps | m sunderstood the scenario you were
descri bing. Maybe we should set it up again.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Sure. You were tal king about it not making
sense for the second display 52 to be presenting
anything in the outward-facing node, right? That's the
essence of what you said, right?

A Right. So that if you switch from
sel f - phot ogr aphi ng node to outward-facing node, the
display unit that is no longer facing the unit woul d be
turned off.

Q And that's based on your belief that the
display unit is only for the benefit of the user, right?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
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A No. It's based on ny analysis of the
ref erence.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Can the display unit be used for the benefit
of the subject whose photograph is being taken?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

THE WTNESS: Could you direct nme to where in
Chin you see that discussion?
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q "' mjust asking would a POSI TA understand t hat
the outward-facing display unit 52 could be presenting
sonething for the subject of the photograph to see?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.

A As | nmentioned earlier, a POSITA woul d
understand that you could redesign the device of Chin to
do many different things. But what | was asked to do is
to analyze the Chin reference to determ ne whether a
person of ordinary skill in the art at the tine of the
' 842 patent woul d have understood that the device that
Is disclosed in Chin discloses the elenents of the
asserted clains and so that's the analysis | did.

| did not try to analyze other devices that
coul d be desi gned based on conbi nati ons of references,
etc.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
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Q And so is it correct that your position is
that the processor in Chin would be coded to turn off
t he outward-facing second display unit 52 when the
device is in the outward-faci ng node of Figure 6?
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
A Yes. In ny opinion, the teachings in Chin
I ndicate that in the outward-faci ng node, the second
di splay unit would be off because of Figure 9 and the
associ ated description of it.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
Q And that neans that the processor would be
coded to turn off or disable that second display unit.
That's your position, right?
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
A Chin explains that controlling unit 70 is the
processing unit that controls the operation and that
| npl enments the functionality depicted in Figure 9. So
yes, a person of ordinary skill would have understood
that controlling unit 70 would be the elenent in Chin's
device that would be turning off the second display unit
when the device is in the outward-facing node.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
Q But you're not disputing that Chin's processor
could be coded to present a screensaver on that second

display unit 52 in the outward-facing node of Figure 67
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ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.

A As | said, one could redesign the device to
make it do sonething conpletely different. But what |
was doing is analyzing the Chin reference to determ ne
what device Chin was disclosing and whet her the device
disclosed in Chin perforns the elenents of the asserted
clains fromthe understanding of a person of ordinary
skill at the tine.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q (kay. But you're not suggesting that it would
be possible for Chin to be coded to present a
screensaver on second display 52 in this outward-facing
node?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.

THE WTNESS: Can you restate that question?

ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:  Yeah, let nme correct it.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q You' re not suggesting that it would be
| npossible for Chin to be coded to present a screensaver
on that outward-facing second display unit in Figure 67

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.

A As | said, it would be possible to redesign
Chin's device to nmake it do sonething very different.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q And you're not suggesting that it would be
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| npossi ble for the outward-faci ng second display 52 to
present a default imge such as "Smle!"?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.

A It is not inpossible to have a device that
operates in other manner such as what you' re descri bing,
but that would no | onger be the Chin device. So what |
opined on in ny declaration is how the Chin device
oper at es.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Let's take a look at A aim10. This is
starting wth your paragraph 165.

A kay.

Q So you' ve just got two paragraphs here, 165
t hrough 166. Are you neki ng any kind of inherency
argunent here?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

ATTORNEY SCHREI NER: Actually, let ne wthdraw
that. Let ne back up fromthat.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q You refer in this -- you refer in paragraph
166 to paragraph 61 of Chin.

Do you see that?

A Yes, | see that | cite paragraph 61.

Q Ckay. And do you -- and why don't you go
ahead and take a | ook at paragraph 61. W discussed
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this earlier, paragraph 61 in Chin.

And do you recall your testinony about
paragraph 61 of Chin discussing that the second button
unit 33A on the connecting device 30 could be a
touchscreen liquid crystal display?

A Yes.

Q And we tal ked earlier about connecting device
30 being a conponent that is between the first panel and
second panel in Chin as shown in Figure 1.

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A Yes. The connecting unit connects the first
panel and second panel .

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q And referring to Figure 1 in Chin wth
paragraph 61 in mnd, is it correct that Chin is
di scl osing that the second button unit 33A connecting
unit 30 can be a touchscreen-type LCD?

A In ny opinion, Chin is disclosing that the
second button unit could be inplenented using different
conponents other than what's shown in Figure 1 in
connecting unit 30.

For exanpl e, one could use a touchscreen-type
liquid crystal display. |In ny opinion, a person of
ordinary skill, when reading that statenent, would have

understood that there would be nmultiple ways of
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I npl ementing the second button unit using a
touchscreen-type liquid crystal display.

One coul d i ncorporate a touchscreen-type
liquid crystal display into connecting unit 30, or one
could inplenent the -- either of the two display units
51 and 52 as a touchscreen-type liquid crystal display
so that the second button unit could be incorporated
into display units 51 and/or 52.

Q Does paragraph 61 of Chin expressly state that
the second button unit could be inplenented as a
touchscreen that is part of either the first display 51
or second display 527

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A Yes. In ny opinion, a person of ordinary
skill, reading that statenent in the context of the
ref erence, woul d have understood that Chin was not
i ntending for the structure of the second button unit to
be limted to what's depicted in Figure 1.

Figure 1 shows the second button unit as part
of the connecting unit 30. Chin is expressly stating
that the device is not limted in that way. |nstead,
one could use different structures, such as a
touchscreen-type liquid crystal display.

A person of ordinary skill, when reading that

statenent, would imedi ately think that since there's
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already a display unit 51 and a display unit 52 that one
could i npl enent those as either, or both of those as a
touchscreen-type liquid crystal display, which perhaps
woul d save costs not having to have a third liquid
crystal display device present.

But, of course, one could use a third liquid
crystal -- or one could use a third display device so
that the connecting unit 30 could be inplenented as a
touchscreen-type liquid crystal display in addition to
the display unit 51 and display unit 52.

Chin is very clear that they did not intend to
limt the structure of the second button unit to sinply
be i npl enmented on as part of the connecting unit shown
in Figure 1.

Q So is your position that if a reference is not
limted to sonething then it expressly discloses
everything that it's not limted to?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.

A No, that's not what | said.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Does paragraph 61 of Chin even nention first
di splay 51 or second display 52?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A It nentions a display which, in nmy opinion,

woul d cause a person of ordinary skill to imedi ately
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t hi nk of the other displays that have al ready been
mentioned, nanely, display unit 51 and display unit 52.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q So a POSI TA readi ng paragraph 61 would, in
your words, imediately think of the other displays?

A Yes, because --

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A -- the last sentence of 61 is expressly
referring to a display.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q It's referring to the display for the second
button unit 33A, right?

A It's stating that the structure of the second
button unit 33Ais not limted to the above structure.
And by "the above structure,” it's referring to the
connecting unit 30 that houses those buttons.

Q Isn't it referring to the plurality of
push-type buttons that's nentioned at the begi nning of
par agr aph 617

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A The plurality of push-type buttons for the
second button unit 33A are |located on a face of the
connecting unit 30, as the reference says.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q So when you read paragraph 61, what does "the
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above structure" refer to?

A Where do you see the word "above"?

Q It's inthe third line fromthe bottom of
paragraph 61 in Chin: Second button unit 33A is not
limted to the above structure.

Wuldn't a POSI TA | ook at this paragraph and
understand that the above structure is referring to the

second button unit being inplenented using, quote, "a
plurality of push-type buttons"? And it's saying that
i nstead of using a plurality of push-type buttons, it
coul d be inplenented using a touchscreen -- a touch-type
LCD.
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
A But you have to read this paragraph in the
context in which it's given, and the specification has
al ready expl ained that the second button unit 33A is
| npl enmenting a -- the structure of that second button
unit is inplenmented as part of the connecting unit 30.
So when | read the | ast sentence of
paragraph 61, ny thinking was that "the above structure”
was referring to the second button unit 33A as part of
connecting unit 30 that includes a plurality of
push-type buttons. | was thinking of the full context

rather than the narrow read that you are suggesting.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
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Q So your reading, you're saying a POSI TA woul d
read paragraph 61 and a POSI TA woul d not understand "t he
above structure"” to be referring to the plurality of
push-type buttons inplenenting second button unit 33A

s that correct?

A No.

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection to form

A No. That's not what | said.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Does "the above structure" -- would a PGSI TA
understand "t he above structure" to be referring to
structure that is disclosed above in paragraph 617

A "Above structure" to nme refers to the
structure that's described above in the patent
specification. And I, in ny -- when |I read through
this, I was not -- to just a --

(Reporter clarification)

A ["msorry, | was not limting the structure to
just the structure in that first sentence of
paragraph 61 but, instead, referring to the structure in
paragraph 61 in the context of the description above.
"Above" refers to everything above that |ast sentence of
paragraph 61, and that includes the earlier description
that explains that the second button unit 33A is part of

the structure of connecting unit 30.
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BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Where in Chin is there a disclosure that
second button unit 33A could be | ocated on the first
di splay 51 or second display 52?

A That - -

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A That di sclosure appears in the [ast sentence
of paragraph 61 where it says that second button unit
may be enbodi ed by using different conponents such as a
touchscreen-type liquid crystal display.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q So you're pointing to paragraph 61. |Is there
any ot her paragraph that you assert in Chin discloses
the second button unit 33A being on one of the displays
51 or 527

A There may be other portions in Chin that
address this, but the disclosure at the end of
paragraph 61 is clear to ne. The only displays that
Chin has nmentioned prior to paragraph 61 are the display
unit 51 and the display unit 52. So when it's talking
about a display, those two display units would
| mredi ately be displays that cone to m nd.

Q Ckay. But to be clear, you're referring to
paragraph 61. You said there may be other sections, but

you haven't identified any other sections to support
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this argunent, right?
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A | did identify other sections in the
decl arati on.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q And what are those?

A For exanpl e, at paragraph 166, | explain that
Chin discloses that the display units can be a |liquid
crystal display apparatus, referring to paragraphs 45
and 46 of Chin.

Q Does that disclose that second button unit 33A
could be on one of the display units, which is your
argunment here?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.

A You asked whether | refer to any other
portions of the Chin reference to support the argunent
that the second button unit could be inplenmented as part
of display unit 51 or display unit 52, and the
di scl osures i n paragraph 45 and paragraph 46 do support
that in that Chin discloses that the display units can
be a liquid crystal display apparatus.

Further, in paragraph 61, Chin discloses that
the second button unit could be inplenented as a
touchscreen-type liquid crystal display. The only
liquid crystal display that's been nentioned so far is
Bl ueBear Reporting LLC Multifold Exhibit 2011
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the liquid crystal display that Chin says can be used
for display unit 51 and display unit 52.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Right. And display unit 51 and 52 are not
nmentioned in paragraph 61, right?

A The nunber 51 and the nunber 52 does not
appear in paragraph 61, but ny point still stands.

Q So we're in Anticipation Land here, right?

This ground is arguing that Chin anticipates
Claim10, right?

A That's correct.

Q And that neans that Chin has to expressly
disclose the limtation or inherently disclose the
limtation, right?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A As it was explained to ne, a patent claimis
anticipated and, therefore, invalid when a single prior
art docunent describes or a prior art product includes
every elenent recited either expressly or inherently in
the claim
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q And your position here with respect to
Claiml1l0 is that Chin expressly discloses the limtation
of daim10, right?

A Yes, for the reasons |'ve just discussed, that
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Chin in paragraph 61 expressly says that the second
button unit could be inplenented as a touchscreen-type
liquid crystal display, and the only liquid crystal

di splay that was previously nentioned is the option for
display unit 51, display unit 52 to be liquid crystal

di spl ays.

Q And you state here in paragraph 166:
Accordingly, a POSI TA woul d have understood that one or
nore controls are presented on the second screen.

Do you see that?

A Yes.

Q kay. What is the second screen? |s that
first display 51 or second display 52 in Chin?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A Bot h are disclosed. Chin discloses that there
are two display units, display unit 51 and di splay unit
52. Each of those, Chin says, can be a |liquid crystal
di splay and thus, a POSI TA readi ng these discl osures
woul d have understood that the second button unit could
be i npl enmented as part of a touchscreen-type |iquid
crystal display that could be either display unit 51 or
di splay unit 52. So each of those individually would
qualify as the clainmed second screen for the purpose of
Cl ai m 10.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
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Q Cl aim 10 depends from-- strike that.
ATTORNEY MOSS: Steve, are we getting close to
a point where that |[unch break m ght nake sense?
ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:  Yeah. Let ne take a | ook
at ny line of questions here and do this in a way that
wor ks best for everybody.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q So just to be clear, in paragraph 61 of Chin
where it says that the second button unit 33A is not
limted to the above structure, your position is that a
POSI TA woul d understand that to be referring to all the
prior disclosure in Chin and not referring to the
structure referred to at the beginning of paragraph 61,
push-type buttons?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection to form
ATTORNEY SCHREINER: Well, let me restate
that. That was kind of a messy question.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q So just to be clear, in paragraph 61 of Chin
where it says the second button unit 33Ais not limted
to the, quote, "above structure,” your position is that
a POSI TA woul d understand that to be referring to all of
the structure that Chin had di scl osed before
par agr aph 617

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
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A Yes, in part. More specifically, a POSITA
woul d understand that "the above structure" refers to
the first sentence of paragraph 61 as well as the prior
di scl osures that relate to the button unit, nanely, the
fact that the button unit appears as part of connecting
unit 30. So a POSITA woul d have understood that "the
above structure" refers to the second button unit 33A
housed as part of connecting unit 30, including a
plurality of push-type buttons.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Can you point to a figure in Chin that depicts
second button unit 33A bei ng anywhere other than on
connecting unit 307

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection. Form scope.

A | don't believe there's a figure that was
offered to illustrate it, but the |last sentence of
par agr aph 61 does say that the second button unit could
be enbodied in a different way, such as part of a
touchscreen-type liquid crystal display wwth the
reference to the -- let ne rephrase this.

When it refers to a touchscreen-type liquid
crystal display, a POSI TA woul d have i nmmedi ately thought
of the only other liquid crystal displays that were
mentioned, and that was display unit 51 and display unit

52, which are the displays nentioned earlier which were
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expressly stated that they could be a liquid crystal
di spl ay.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
Q But there's no figure in Chin that depicts the
second button unit 33A bei ng anywhere el se than ot her
t han on connecting unit 30, right?
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
A There is no figure to illustrate this
particul ar enbodi nent, but a person of ordinary skill in
the art woul d have understood that it's being described
I n paragraph 61 at the | ast sentence.
ATTORNEY SCHREI NER: Okay, how | ong woul d you
like to take for a break for [unch?
THE WTNESS: Maybe half an hour woul d be
enough.
ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:  Sure. Geoff?
ATTORNEY MOSS: | can nmake that work sure.
ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:  Ckay.
(Recess taken.)
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
Q Dr. Rodriguez, let's take a | ook at paragraph
211 of your declaration, Exhibit 1003. And this is
limtation 1H relating to the first or second screens
being different for inmage capture nodes.
Do you see that above paragraph 2117
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A No. In ny declaration it's |abeled as el enent
11H i nst ead.

Q Ch, right. So 11H That's the sane | anguage
that's inlimtation 1E. Correct?

A Yes.

Q kay. | just want to confirm Your argunent
for limtation 1His the sanme as the argunent for
limtation 1E.

s that correct?
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A | don't present an argunent for limtation 1H.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Yeah, you say in paragraph 212: The
limtations of ClaimllH are the sane as the [imtations
of Caim1lE, thus, Chin discloses the limtations of
Caim11lH for the same reasons it discloses the
limtations of aimlE, right?

A Ri ght .

Q Ckay. So that's indicating that your argunent
for limtation 11H is the sane as the argunent for
limtation 1E. Correct?

Just want to confirmthat.

A Yes.

Q And if we could ook at daim1l13, thisis --
we're still in ground 1, anticipation by Chin, in your
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par agraph starting with 222.

A kay.

Q So for aim13, it spans paragraphs 222
through 226. And is it correct, |ooking at paragraph
226, that your argunent for Claiml1l3 is the sane as your
argunent for Clains 6 and 7 regarding Chin allegedly
di scl osing a, quote, "full and di sabl ed node"?

A Wth regard to Caim 13, ny anal ysis does
refer to the analysis for Clains 6 and 7, but | also
have a sentence in paragraph 226.

Q Right. |In paragraph 226, it says: And the
second display unit displays nothing and is disabl ed.

Do you see that in paragraph 2267

A Yes.

Q And that's the sane argunent as set forth for
Clains 6 and 7, right, regarding Chin?

A There are additional statenents that appear
for -- regarding laim6 and Claim?7.

Q I n paragraph 226, you state, in Chin's
out war d-faci ng node, you state, quote, "the second
di splay unit displays nothing and is disabled."

Do you see that?

A Can you repeat that? | |ost where you were
I ndi cating the quotation marks.

Q Sure. In paragraph 226, you state that in
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Chin's outward-facing node, you state, quote, "the
di splay -- second display unit displays nothing and is
di sabl ed. "
Do you see that?

A Yes.

Q kay. So it's your position that Chin
expressly discloses that the second display unit not
only displays nothing, but that it's disabled in that
node.

s that correct?
A Yes.
Q And that's based on Figure 9 of Chin.
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
Q Is that correct?
ATTORNEY MOSS: Sane obj ecti on.
A What do you nean by "that"?
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
Q Ch, that the second display unit is -- it's
not -- strike it. Strike that.
You state in paragraph 226 that the second
di splay unit displays nothing and is disabl ed.
Do you see that?
A Yes.
Q And we're tal ki ng about the outward-facing
Bl ueBear Reporting LLC Multifold Exhibit 2011
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node. So your position is that the second display unit
52 is -- it's displaying nothing and it's disabl ed,
right?

A Ri ght .

Q And what do you nean by di sabl ed?

A It's turned off, not displaying anything,
| nacti ve.

Q Ckay. So the screen's actually turned off?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A There's no i mage being actively displayed on
that display unit.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Right. That's the first part of your
statenent. You say second display unit displays
nothing. But you also state that it's disabled, right?
I n paragraph 226.

A Yes. It's not displaying anything, and it's
di sabl ed.

Q Can you show ne where -- where does Chin
anywher e di scl ose disabling a screen?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A For exanple, if the second display unit is a
touchscreen LCD display, it is not receiving inputs when
the device is configured in an outward-facing node.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
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Q Does Chin anywhere use the term "di sabl e"
regardi ng one of the display units?

A | don't recall the term "di sabl e" being used
explicitly in Chin, but it's clear fromChin's Figure 9

and the associ ated descriptions that when the device is

I n the outward-facing node that the "no" branch in
Figure 9 step S150 has been sel ected rather the "yes"
branch, and thus, the second display unit is not being
used.

There's nothing in the flow chart that
I ndi cates for the outward-facing node that the second
display unit is displaying anything or is receiving any
I nputs. Thus, a person of ordinary skill would
understand that this indicates the second display unit
has been di sabl ed in that node.

Q So you're reading step S170 in Figure 9, and
you're saying there's an additional affirmative step
where the second display unit 52 is disabled. Correct?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A No, | didn't say that.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q You are saying that the second display unit is

di sabled, right? You've got it here in paragraph 226.

A. That's correct.

Q And | think you just said that in the "no"
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branch on Figure 9 where you're in the outward-facing
node that the second display unit 52 woul d be disabl ed.

s that right?

A That's right.

Q And that would occur in the "no" branch on
Figure 9, right?

A Wien the "no" branch at step S150 is taken,
the preview i mage woul d be di splayed on the first
di splay unit and the second display unit woul d be
di spl ayi ng not hi ng and woul d be di sabl ed.

Q And you're saying it would be disabl ed, second
di splay unit 52, even though Figure 9 in the "no" branch
doesn't state anythi ng about disabling second display
unit 527

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A The figure, when taken as a whole, is clear
that the second display unit is used when the "yes"
branch is taken at step S1 -- after step S150, and that
after -- when the "no" branch is taken after step S150,
it's the first display unit that is being used. So a
person of ordinary skill would understand that this is
i ndicating that the second display unit is disabled when
the "no" branch is taken after step S150.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q So just to be clear, the second display unit
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52, it not only displays nothing but it's al so disabl ed.
That's your position. Correct?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
A In the outward-facing node, when the "no"
branch is taken after step S150, the preview inmges are
di spl ayed on the first display unit and the second
di splay unit is displaying nothing and the second
display unit is disabled.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
Q Wul dn't a POSI TA reading Figure 9 expect that
I f the second display unit 52 was disabled that there
woul d be an operation reflected in the flow chart of
Figure 9 of --
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection. Sorry. (QObjection,
form
A I n ny opinion, no.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
Q There's a difference between a device
di spl ayi ng not hi ng and bei ng di sabled, right?
That's why you used that |anguage in paragraph
226, right?
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
ATTORNEY SCHREINER: I'Ill w thdraw t hat
questi on.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
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Q If | could refer you to paragraph 252 of your
declaration, Exhibit 1003, we're now in the ground 2,
obvi ousness based on Chin.

A Did | mss the question?

Q No, you didn't. You haven't. Let's take a
| ook at paragraph 256 of your declaration. This is on
claimlimtation 1E regarding the different displays
across different inmage capture nodes.

["'mtrying to understand your anal ysis
starting at 256 on this limtation 1E. Are you applying
essentially the sanme claimconstruction for limtation
1E as you did in the analysis under ground 1 for
anti ci pati on?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A Regardi ng the clai mconstruction, | discuss
that at paragraphs 55 through 57 in ny declaration.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Right. And | don't think you addressed
limtation 1E there.

VWhat |'masking is did you apply the claim
| anguage -- for this analysis of obviousness for
limtation 1E in paragraph 257, are you applying the
claimlanguage in the sane way you understood it for the
anticipation analysis for limtation 1E?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
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A In both cases, | have assuned the neani ng as
understood by a PCSITA at the tine of the clained
I nvention, where appropriate, in |ight of the patent
specification, clains, and file history.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q So paragraph 257, when you say -- in the
mddle of it, you say: A POSITA at |east woul d have
found it obvious that the display on each of the screens
changes between nodes.

Do you see that |anguage?

A Yes.

Q Is that referring to the sane thing that we
di scussed earlier where you said in the one node you're
going to have a preview on second display unit 52, and
t hen when you go to the other node in Figure 6, the
preview is going to be on first display unit 517?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A I n paragraph 257, what |I'msaying is that the
di spl ay on each of the screens changes between those two
nodes, the selfie nbode and the outward-faci ng node.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Right. But there's two screens in each node,
right?

A Yes. There are two screens, and each of --

for each of those two screens, the display changes
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bet ween nodes.

Q So to be precise, you're saying that first
display unit 51 has a different display unit in the
sel f - phot ogr aphi ng node than it does in the
outward-facing node; and |ikew se, second display 52 has
a different display in the self-photographi ng node than
it does in the outward-facing node.

s that correct?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A No, that's not what | said.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Ckay. What did you say?

A What | said is for each of the two screens,
t he di spl ay changes between nodes.

Q And the two screens you're referring to are
first display 51 and second display 52, right?

A The two screens are the first display unit 51
and the second display unit 52.

Q And so I'mjust trying to understand what you
nmean here. So are you saying that -- let's start with
first display unit 51.

Are you sayi ng that when you change nodes t hat
first display unit 51 is different in the first node
than first display unit 51 is in the second node?

A No, that's not what | said.
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Q kay. So tell nme in terns of first display
unit 51 and second display unit 52 what you nean by the
di spl ay of each of the screen changes.

A What | nean is that the display on each of the
screens, display unit 51 and display unit 52, changes
bet ween nodes.

Q kay, let's -- again, let's start wth display
unit 51. So explain for ne how -- strike that.

Are you saying that display unit 51 is
different in the self-photograph node than display unit
51 in the outward-facing node?

s that what you're saying?

A No.

Q Ckay. Wiat's different?

A What |'m saying --

Q The nodes are different, right?

We agree on that, right?

The sel f-phot ographi ng node and the
outward-facing node are two different nodes, right?

A Yes, they are two separate nodes.

Q And so how do the -- how do the displays on
each of the screens change between those nodes?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q And | know you're saying that they change, but
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specifically, what do you nean?

Li ke, what's on display unit 51 in the one
node and then what's on display unit 51 in the second
node? And then sane thing with the first -- the second
di spl ay 52.

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Unless | totally don't understand. | nean, |
mght not -- it may be that |'m not understandi ng your
theory and you' re not conparing first display unit 51 to
first display unit 51, you know, across the two nodes
and |ikewi se with display unit 52.

Does that nmake sense?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

THE W TNESS: Does what make sense?

ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:  Apparently not.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Ckay, you say in paragraph 257: The displ ay
on each of the screens changes between nodes.

What are you conpari ng when you neke that
st at enent ?

A "' m conparing the display on each of the
screens.

Q Wi ch di splay?

A The di splay on display unit 51 and al so the

Bl ueBear Reporting LLC Multifold Exhibit 2011

Motorola v. Multifold
IPR2025-00038, Page 117 of 177




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

8/ 8/ 2025

Deposition of Dr. Jeffrey J. Rodriguez Page: 118
display unit -- display on display unit 52.

Q Are you saying that each one of those displays
changes when you go from one node to the other?

A Yes. On display unit 51, the display changes
when you change between nodes. And on display unit 52,
t he di spl ay changes when you change between nodes.

And al so, as | discussed before, in each of
the nodes, the display on display unit 51 is different
fromthe display on display unit 52.

Q kay. So you're conparing display unit 51
agai nst 52 across nodes as well as display unit 51
agai nst display unit 51 across nodes?

Is that right?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A Regar dl ess of how you do the conparison, the
di splays are different.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q You state in paragraph 257: |ndeed, a PCSITA
woul d have understood that the screen not described as
show ng the preview woul d have one of two states:

Either on or off. Correct?

A Yes, that's what | wote.

Q So that other screen could be on or that other
screen could be off, right?

A Ri ght .
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Q kay. So in paragraph 258, we tal ked about
this earlier, your statenent that basically, that it was
known to, quote, "turn off or disable a screen that is
not facing the user.”

Do you see that |anguage in paragraph 258 on
page 98 of your declaration?

A No.

Q Yeah, actually, it's on page -- it's paragraph
258, the first line. Do you see it says would have been
notivated, quote, "to turn off or disable a screen that
I's not facing the user"?

Do you see that?

A Yes.

Q And just to nake sure we're clear fromthe
record before, you don't cite any references to any
prior art in support of that statenent here in paragraph
258, right?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A | did not cite references for that statenent
because it wasn't necessary. It was clear to ne what a
PCSI TA woul d have known in and around 2011.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q And i n paragraph 258, you state: Turning off
power to one screen in a nulti-screen device was a known
desi gn option.
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Do you see that in paragraph 258?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. You cite no references in support of
that statenment in paragraph 258, right?

A | did not cite references for that statenent
because it wasn't necessary, since | knew what a PCSI TA
woul d have known and woul d have been able to do.

Q Did you | ook for any references to support
your statenent about it being a known design option to
turn off power on one screen when it's not pointing
towards the user?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.

A It wasn't necessary to | ook for references
since to ne, this is very obvious.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q kay. You said you have experience with the
| Phone in the tine frane when it cane out, 2007, circa
2007. Is that fair to say?

A Yes.

Q And t he i Phone had canera functionality,
ri ght?

A Yes.

Q And if the user of the i Phone took an
outward-facing picture of a subject, the user would see
a preview of the subject. Correct?
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ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.

A | have not had the opportunity to eval uate
every nodel of the iPhone and every version of its
software, so | wouldn't be able to give a definitive
answer to that question.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q kay. You say in your paragraph -- this is
your statenent in paragraph 253: Fanously, the original
| Phone | aunched in 2007 wth a full touchscreen
i nterface and a caner a.

A VWi ch paragraph are you readi ng fronf

Q  253.

A Yes, | see that.

Q And that was, in your words, that was a fanous
event, right? The |aunch of the i Phone in 2007.

A Yes.

Q And you knew about it when it happened in
2007, right?

A Yes.

Q And as you indicated, the i Phone in 2007 had a
touchscreen interface and a canera, right?

A Yes.

Q And the iPhone in its canera node could be
used to take a picture of a subject. Correct?

A Yes.
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Q And the touchscreen interface of the i Phone
woul d show a preview of that photograph. Correct?

A | know that at |least in sonme nodels with sone
versions of the software the i Phone displayed a preview
| mge prior to taking a photo.

Q kay. And that applies to versions of the
| Phone prior to 2011, right?

A Yes, at least to sone versions. | -- again, |
haven't had the opportunity to evaluate every version of
the software and every nodel of the iPhone prior to
2011.

Q Right. Dd 1 recall correctly that you
I ndi cated earlier that you bought one of the early
versions of the i Phone or you acquired an early version
of the iPhone?

A | have bought a nunber of nodels of the iPhone
over the years. | don't recall the first nodel that I
ever purchased, but it would have been very early.

Q Right. Prior to 20117

A Yes.

Q So we discussed that at |east in sone nodels
of the iPhone in that tine franme, a user could take an
outward-facing picture and the user would see a preview
of the imge on the touchscreen of the i Phone. Correct?

A. Correct.
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Q And a user could take the iPhone and turn it
around and take a selfie, right?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.

A That functionality | believe has changed over
t he years dependi ng on which nodel you' re tal ki ng about,
because | know the nunber of cameras in the device has
changed over the years.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q But even in the nost basic i Phone, a user
could take it in the canmera node and turn it around and
take a selfie, right?

A Yes. | believe that was al ways possi bl e.

Q And in that case, the screen would be going
fromfacing the user to not facing the user, right?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A I f the device was turned so that the screen is
not facing the user, then the screen is not facing the
user.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q And is it correct that the iPhone in that tine
frame, that the screen would continue to display a
previ ew of the inmage even though the screen is not
facing the user?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.

A | woul dn't know.
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BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q You said you used versions of the iPhone prior
to 2011, right?

A That's right.

Q And | assune you used themin your personal
capacity. Right?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. And did you use your iPhone in that
time frane to take pictures of, let's say, famly or
friends?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.

A | probably did take pictures of famly and
friends.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Did you recall you or friends or acquai ntances
usi ng your i Phone to take a selfie?

A No.

ATTORNEY MOSS: (hjection to form  Scope.

A Prior to 2011, | don't recall specifically
whet her | used the i Phone to take a selfie. That was
years ago.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q So your testinony at this tine is in the --
prior to 2011, you don't know whether an i Phone used in
the selfie node would continue to be displaying a

Bl ueBear Reporting LLC Multifold Exhibit 2011

Motorola v. Multifold
IPR2025-00038, Page 124 of 177



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

8/ 8/ 2025
Deposition of Dr. Jeffrey J. Rodriguez Page: 125

preview of the i mage when the display is facing away
fromthe user?
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.

A | don't recall ever operating the device in
that manner. And even if | did, that's not sonething |
woul d have been able to observe.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Wul d you have seen ot her peopl e using i Phones
in that tinme frame to take selfies?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.

A | don't recall. You're talking about al nost
15 years ago. | have no way of distinguishing in ny
menory whi ch versions of iPhones | would have seen
operating during which years and which ones were being
used to take selfies, which ones had a single canera,
whi ch ones had nultiple caneras enbedded. There's so
many variables, so | have a hard tinme answering that
gquesti on.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q But i Phones were a part of the state of the
art. That's why you nentioned the i Phone in your
declaration, right?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
A Yes. O course, iPhones were preval ent prior

to 2011. | did nention themin ny declaration. But you
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are asking about a very particul ar usage of an i Phone,
and | believe you' re asking about the usage of an iPhone
that has a single canera, and | don't renenber which
year Apple transitioned to nultiple caneras.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q But there was a tine when the i Phone had a
single canera, right?

A | believe so.

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bject to form

A | believe the original iPhone had a single
canera. | could be mstaken. |It's been nmany years.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Let nme ask you this. Wuld it surprise you to
know that the early iPhones, when used in the -- to take
a selfie, the outwardly facing display continued to
present a preview?

Wbul d that surprise you if that was the case?
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.

A | -- again, you're asking about a -- perhaps a
hypot hetical situation |I haven't thought about before.
| don't have specific thoughts one way or the other on
that at this tine.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q You used the word "hypot hetical"” but, | nean,
there's no -- you don't disagree that iPhones prior to
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2011 had a canera functionality and users used themto
take selfies.

You don't dispute that, do you?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.

A | agree that even the first iPhone had a
canera devi ce incorporat ed.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q And users used themto take selfies, anpbng
ot her things?

A | don't recall firsthand observation of users
taking selfies with the original canera iPhone nodel,
but I am sure that sone users woul d have.

Q Let's go ahead and transition to the Whitehorn
reference. This is ground 3, anticipation by Witehorn.
And 1'd Iike to refer you to paragraph 279 of your
decl arati on.

There's a passage from Wi tehorn that you
quote towards the end of your paragraph 279 that a
bottom | arge screen interface 124 accepts a pen -- a pen
| nputs while user selections are nade with the
touch-sensitive pad 126.
Do you see that?
A Yes.
Q What does that nean?

VWhat is Wiitehorn disclosing there?
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| find the sentence confusing. If you don't
have an i nmmedi ate answer, just |let ne know and we'l |l
j ust nove on.

A In that sentence, Wiitehorn is explaining that
the bottom | arge screen interface can accept pen inputs,
and it al so says that user selections are made with the
touch -- touch-sensitive pad.

Q Right. It uses that word "while,"” right? It
says "while user selections are nade."

So woul d a POSI TA understand that to be
i ndi cating that pen inputs could be nade to the bottom
| arge screen interface 124 that are not user selections
whereas user selections are made with a touch-sensitive
pad 1267?
s that how you woul d read that sentence?
A No.
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
A No, that's not the way | read it.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q (kay. Let's turn to paragraph 296 of your
declaration. And we're at ground 3, anticipation by
Whitehorn. Limtation 1E, quote, "wherein each inmage
capture node a display on the first or second screen is
different."

Do you see that section of your declaration?
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A Yes.

Q Is it correct that you're arguing here that
the top large screen interface 128 is different in one
| mage capture node than top |large screen interface 128
IS in anot her inage capture node?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A No. That's not what it states.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Ckay. So what's -- explain to ne the argunent
for limtation 1E here.

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A As | stated in paragraph 296, in each of these
two i mage capture nodes, a display on at |least the top
| arge screen interface 128 is different.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q kay. So a display on top | arge screen
interface 128 is different in one inmage capture node
than the display on top large screen interface 128 in
anot her i1 nmage capture node.

s that correct?
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form
ATTORNEY SCHREINER: I'Ill w thdraw t hat
question. | think |I can nove the ball ahead here.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:
Q If we go to your paragraph 299, you state: In
Bl ueBear Reporting LLC Multifold Exhibit 2011
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the first inmage capture node, the top | arge screen
I nterface is not visible.
Do you see that?

A Yes.

Q And you go on to state that in that imge
capture node, quote, "it would not display an inmage on a
screen that was not visible to the user." Correct?

A Yes.

Q Isn't it true that Wiitehorn is conpletely
silent on what top |arge screen interface 128 di spl ays
in the first inmage capture node?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A In the first imge capture node, the top |arge
screen interface is not visible so it would have been
clear to a PCSI TA that the device would not display an
| mage on screen that's not visible to the user.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Does it say that anywhere in Witehorn?

A | don't recall VWhitehorn using those words,
but it would be very clear to a POSITA readi ng Wi tehorn
t hat since the screen is not visible, the device would
not be displaying anything on it. That would sinply
wast e power.

Q And your position here is that that is

expressly disclosed in Wiitehorn. You' re not relying on
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I nherency for that argunent.
Is that correct?
ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A Correct.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q If we could turnto Claim3 starting on -- at
par agraphs 309, is it correct that for Cdaim3, you are
appl ying Whitehorn's first inmage capture node, which
woul d correspond to Figure 1 of Witehorn?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A For satisfying Claim3, | refer to the
Wi t ehorn device configured to capture an outward-facing
i mage in the first capture node where the device can be
In a closed state, which is shown in Figure 3.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Right. And Figure 3 is just a side view of
the Figure 1, which also displays the first inmge
capture node, right?

A Yes. Figure 1 shows the device in the first
| mage capture node.

Q And turning to Caim4, starting with your
paragraph 312 and referring to the diagramyou have on
page 121 show ng Figure 3 of Whitehorn, do you see that?

A Yes.

Q If you | ook now at Figure 4 of White House
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[sic], do you see that? That's another side viewin the
first inmage capture node.

s that correct?

A Do you nean Figure 4 of Witehorn?

Q Yeah, Figure 4 of Whitehorn. | live in DC so
|'ve got the White House on ny mnd all the tine.

A Pl ease repeat what your question was.

Q Yeah. |If you look at Figure 4 of Witehorn,
do you agree that that shows a side view of the first
| mage capture node on the other side of the device?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A Yes. Figure 4 shows a first inmage capture
node.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q kay. And what is elenent 118 shown in
Fi gure 4?

A Elenent 118 is a small screen interface.

Q Is that basically a display for the user to
peer through to see a preview of the image in this
particul ar node?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A Yes. The small screen interface 118 all ows
users to view i nages.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Li ke a preview of a photo that's getting ready
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to be taken, right?

A Yes. That woul d be an exanple of an inmage
that can be viewed on the small screen interface 118.

Q What's the shape of small screen interface
1187

A | don't recall Whitehorn describing any
particul ar shape of the small screen interface 118.

Q What woul d a POSI TA understand to be the shape
of the small screen interface based on Figure 4 of
Whi t ehorn?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form Scope.

A In nmy opinion, the small screen interface
coul d have any shape that is consistent wth what's
shown in Figure 4, or another shape. | nean, Figure 4
I s just one exanple view of what the device could | ook
li ke.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q Wul d you agree that Figure 4 in this
exenplary view, as you put it, shows a snmall screen
i nterface that appears to be circular or oval?

A No. | see a big black area, and perhaps sone
detail has been lost in the printing of the figure. |
do see a circular black region, but it's inpossible to
di scern exactly where the end of the squiggly line is

| ocated for elenent 118. Possibly, it's pointing to the
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whol e bl ack circular disk, or possibly it's pointing to
an interior object within that black circular disk and
because of the |[imted resolution in printing this
docunent, that nmay have been obscured. But regardl ess,
the specification does not appear to limt the shape of
the smal|l screen interface.

Q Let's go ahead and take a | ook at Caim7
starting at paragraph 321. W're still in ground 3,
antici pation based on Wi tehorn.

A kay.

Q And | believe your read of Wiitehorn in this
case is that the clained second screen is small screen
118 and the clainmed first screen is top |arge screen
I nterface 128.

s that correct?

A Yes.

Q And we're in the first inmage capture node of
Wit ehorn as depicted in Figure 1, 3, and 4, right?

A Yes.

Q And is it your position that because top |arge
di splay 128 is not physically accessible in this first
| mage capture node that that nmeans that top | arge
display interface 128 is disabled per the clainf

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A As | explain in the declaration, when the
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device is in a first inmage capture node, the top | arge
screen interface 128 is neither visible nor accessible
to the user; and thus, it would not display an i nage and
woul d be di sabl ed.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q And your argunent here is that Whitehorn
expressly discloses CCaim7. You're not relying on
I nherency.

Do | have that right?

A Correct.

ATTORNEY SCHREINER: If we could turn to
paragraph 329 starting on page 124. And, by the way, |
think we're in the hone stretch here, so if we can bear
wthit, | think we can wap up, CGeoff and
Dr. Rodriguez, w thout taking another break.

ATTORNEY MOSS: That's lawer talk for two
nore hours, Dr. Rodriguez. |'mkidding, |I'm kidding.

ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:  Yeah, touche. |[|'ve seen
t hat before.

ATTORNEY MOSS: Like "the last question.” |
get it, | get it.

ATTORNEY SCHREINER: |'ve seen that before and
done that before, right?

ATTORNEY MOSS: Who hasn't, right?

ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:  Yeah.

Bl ueBear Reporting LLC Multifold Exhibit 2011

Motorola v. Multifold
IPR2025-00038, Page 135 of 177




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

8/ 8/ 2025
Deposition of Dr. Jeffrey J. Rodriguez Page:

136

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q (kay, so starting at paragraph 329 and
paragraph 330, the limtation 11B states "wherein the
second screen faces an opposite direction fromthe first
screen when the device is closed.”

Do you see that in limtation 11B?

A Yes.

Q And am | correct that in paragraph 330, you're
relying on Whitehorn's first inmage capture node for the
read, which is -- corresponds to Figures 1, 3, and 4 of
Wi t ehor n?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A Yes. |In paragraph 330, I'm-- and
paragraph 331, I'mreferring to the first capture node
as shown in Figures 1, 3, and 4.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q kay. And in the first inmage capture node of
Wi tehorn, isn't it the case that the bottom screen 124
and the top large screen 128 are facing each other, not
facing in opposite directions?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A No. They're facing in opposite directions.
BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q This is in the first capture node? Strike

t hat .
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This is in the first inmage capture node of
Wi tehorn as depicted in, for exanple, Figure 1?

A Yes. In Figures 1, 3, and 4, the device is in
the cl osed configuration and one screen i s pointing one
direction, the other screen is pointing in the opposite
di rection.

Q Just so the record is clear, in that node, top
| arge screen 128 is fol ded down onto bottom | arge screen
124. Correct?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A In the closed state, the top | arge screen 128
Is -- | guess you could refer to it as folded onto the
bottom | arge screen. Seens |like a strange way to refer
to it.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q You see in limtation 11B, it goes on to refer
to, quote, "wherein an imge capture lens is associ ated
Wi th the second screen.”

Do you see that?

A Yes.

Q And for that inage capture lens, you're
pointing to i mge capture device 116 in Witehorn's
first inmage capture node such as shown on Figure 1 and
Fi gure 3.

s that correct?
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ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A Yes. |In paragraphs 333 and 334, | refer to
the i mage capture device 116, which does appear in
Figures 1, 3 -- at least Figures 1 and 3.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q kay. And is it correct that the inmge
capture device 116 is part of the hinge 104 depicted in
Figure 1 of Whitehorn?

A Wi t ehorn explains that the hinge includes
| mage capture device 116.

Q So the image capture device 116, it's part of
hi nge 104, it's not part of the top |arge screen
interface 128. Correct?

ATTORNEY MOSS: (bjection, form

A Wi t ehorn explains that the hinge includes
| mge capture device 116, and a POSI TA woul d have
understood that the inage capture device 116 is
associated with the top |large screen interface 128
because the i mages captured by the canera are displ ayed
t here.

BY ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:

Q You're not slowng down. |If | could turn you
to paragraph 376. And here, we're in ground 4,
obvi ousness based on Wit ehorn.

You state in paragraph 376 that it was known
Bl ueBear Reporting LLC Multifold Exhibit 2011

Motorola v. Multifold
IPR2025-00038, Page 138 of 177




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

8/ 8/ 2025

Deposition of Dr. Jeffrey J. Rodriguez Page: 139
in the art to perform quote, "turning off power to one
screen in a nulti-screen device." Strike that. Let ne
rephrase this.

You state in paragraph 376 that a POSI TA woul d
have been notivated, quote, "to turn off or disable a
screen that is not facing the user."”

Do you see that?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. And simlar to what we discussed wth
regard to Chin, here we're tal king about Whitehorn, you
don't cite any references to support that statenent
regarding turning off or disabling a screen that is not
facing the user. Correct?

A Correct. | didn't need to cite references for
t hat statenent because it was clear to nme what a POSI TA
woul d have known at the tine.

Q Ckay. Did you discuss with counsel any of the
substance of your testinony today during any of the
breaks?

A No.

ATTORNEY SCHREI NER: Ckay. | have no further
guestions for cross. | pass the wtness to you,
Geoffrey. Thank you Dr. Rodriguez.

ATTORNEY MOSS: Gve nme two mnutes to see if
| have any redirect.
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1 ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:  Sure.
2 ATTORNEY MOSS:. Thanks so nuch.
3 (Di scussion held off the record.)
4 EXAM NATI ON

5| BY ATTORNEY MOSS:

6 Q Dr. Rodriguez, in review ng your declaration
7| to prepare for this deposition, did you notice any

8| clerical errors that you wanted to correct?

9 A Yes. In reviewng ny declaration for this --
10 | in preparation for this deposition, | did notice there
11| were a few clerical errors that sonehow cane i nto being.
12 Q Do you want to identify those?

13 A Yes. There are four corrections that should
14 | be nade.

15 At paragraph 191, the phrase "is a conputer”
16 | shoul d have been the phrase "includes controlling unit
17 | 70."

18 At paragraph 192, the phrase "in conputers

19 such as" should have been "to execute software in."

20 At - -
21 ATTORNEY SCHREI NER:  Just bear with nme one
22 | pmonent, if you don't mnd. |I'mtrying to keep up with

23 | you. Ckay, thanks.
24 | BY ATTORNEY MOSS:
25 Q Anyt hing el se, Dr. Rodriguez?
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A At paragraph 263, the phrase "a conputer”
shoul d have been the phrase "execute software."

Q What was the fourth one?

A And the fourth one is at paragraph 384. The
phrase "and application"” should have been the phrase
"and application prograns, id., [0033] - [0034],
[0117]."

Q And did any of these clerical errors change
t he substance of any of the opinions in your
decl arati on?

A No. They do not change any of the opinions
that are in the declaration.

ATTORNEY MOSS: Ckay. No further questions,
Dr. Rodriguez. Thank you.
ATTORNEY SCHREI NER: |' m good.
(Deposition adjourned at 2:42 p.m)
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- REPORTER S CERTI FI CATE -
I, MARY ANN PAYONK, shorthand reporter and
Notary Public, CA CSR No. 13431, do hereby certify that
the w tness whose deposition is hereinbefore set forth
was sworn by agreenent of all parties, that the
proceedi ngs were reported stenographically by ne, and
that this transcript is a true, correct, and full record
of the testinony given.
| further certify that | amnot related to
any of the parties to this action by blood or by
marriage, and that | amin no way interested in the
outconme of this matter.
I N WTNESS WHERECF, | have hereunto set ny
hand this 14th day of August, 2025.
Mary Lan W
MARY AQN PAYONK, CSR #13431
Virginia Notary Registration No. 219251
My Comm ssion expires 8/21/2026
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I,

DR JEFFREY J. RODRI GUEZ,
state that | have read the foregoing deposition and
decl are under penalty of perjury:

That the foregoing is ny deposition under
oat h;

That | have read sane and have nade the
necessary corrections, additions or changes to ny
answers that | deem necessary;

That ny answers as indicated are true and
correct.

Execut ed at this
________ day of , 2025.

DR JEFFREY J. RODRI GUEZ
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 1             THE REPORTER:  My name is Mary Ann Payonk, and

 2   my California license number is 13431.  I will now swear

 3   the witness.

 4   DR. JEFFREY J. RODRIGUEZ,

 5               called as a witness, having been duly

 6               sworn, was examined and testified as

 7               follows:

 8                         EXAMINATION

 9   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

10        Q.   Good morning, Dr. Rodriguez.  How are you?

11        A.   I'm well.

12        Q.   I'm Steve Schreiner and I'm here on behalf of

13   the patent owner, Multifold, and I'll be asking you a

14   series of questions relating to your expert testimony in

15   this case.

16             Does that make sense?

17        A.   Yes.

18        Q.   Okay.  Can you please state your name for the

19   record.

20        A.   My name is Jeffrey Rodriguez.

21        Q.   And can you please close all applications and

22   documents on your computer except for the Zoom

23   application that I assume you have open for the

24   deposition.

25        A.   I would prefer to remain with my Adobe Acrobat
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 1   application open to facilitate being able to refer

 2   through the relevant documents.  I can tell you which

 3   documents I have open on my desktop.

 4        Q.   Okay, I'm fine with you having Adobe open, but

 5   just please close those documents out.  I'll introduce

 6   documents as we go through the deposition, and when I

 7   introduce documents, I'll give you time to just go ahead

 8   and open them up.

 9             Does that seem fair?

10        A.   Okay.  If I need to access a document, I'll

11   let you know which documents I'm opening.

12        Q.   Let's try it this way.  If you need to look at

13   a document, let me know and then we'll decide whether to

14   introduce it at that time.  Okay?

15        A.   Okay.

16        Q.   Thank you.

17             Do you have any paper copies of any of the

18   exhibits or documents pertaining to this IPR?

19        A.   Yes.

20        Q.   Okay.  Are they within reach?

21             Are they at your desk there?

22        A.   Yes.

23        Q.   Okay.  Are they clean copies or marked-up

24   copies?

25        A.   They are clean copies of the documents.
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 1        Q.   And let's go ahead and set those to the side

 2   for the moment.  Just like the electronic documents, you

 3   know, we'll address those as I introduce those in the

 4   deposition, okay?

 5        A.   Okay.

 6        Q.   Thank you.

 7             Is there any reason you can't give truthful,

 8   complete, and accurate testimony today?

 9        A.   No.

10        Q.   Okay.  Are you under the influence of any

11   sickness or medication that would impair your ability to

12   give complete and accurate testimony today?

13        A.   No.

14        Q.   Approximately how many times have you been

15   deposed in connection with expert matters?

16        A.   I don't recall the number.  More than a dozen.

17        Q.   Do you think more than 20 times?

18        A.   I don't recall.

19        Q.   And what type of matters have you been deposed

20   in connection with?

21        A.   I've been deposed a number of times in my

22   capacity as an expert witness in patent litigation

23   cases.

24        Q.   So does that include District Court cases and

25   Inter Partes Reviews or IPRs like this?
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 1        A.   It does.

 2        Q.   By the way, today I'll try to make my

 3   questions clear.  If any of my questions are unclear,

 4   just let me know and I'll try to rephrase them.

 5             Does that seem fair?

 6        A.   Okay.

 7        Q.   Great.

 8             Do you recall that the priority date that's

 9   assumed for the '842 patent at issue here is in

10   September of 2011?

11        A.   No.

12        Q.   Do you recall generally that there's a

13   priority date associated with the '842 patent that you

14   assumed for purposes of your analysis?

15        A.   Yes.

16             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  Let's do this.  Let's go

17   ahead and introduce Exhibit 1001, which is US Patent

18   Number 8,836,842 titled Capture Mode Outward Facing

19   Modes.  Lead inventor is named Sirpal, S-I-R-P-A-L.  And

20   you can go ahead and either access your paper copy,

21   Dr. Rodriguez, or pull it up on Adobe, whatever is more

22   comfortable for you.

23             THE WITNESS:  Okay.

24        (Exhibit No. 1001, previously marked, was

25        referenced and indexed.)
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 1   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 2        Q.   Do you see on the first page there's a section

 3   that says Related US Application Data and it refers to a

 4   provisional application dated September 27, 2011?

 5        A.   Yes.

 6        Q.   Is that what you assumed as the priority date

 7   for purposes of your expert analysis?

 8             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

 9        A.   I don't recall.

10   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

11        Q.   But you do recall that there was a priority

12   date that you assumed associated with your analysis.

13   Correct?

14        A.   Yes.

15        Q.   Okay.  So just generally, when I ask you

16   questions today regarding your expert analysis, you

17   should assume that the time frame is that, as of that

18   priority date.

19             Do you understand that?

20        A.   Can you say that again?

21        Q.   Sure.

22             When I ask you questions today about your

23   expert analysis, you should be assuming or treat the

24   time frame as of the priority date of the '842 patent.

25             Does that make sense?
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 1             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

 2        A.   Which priority date are you referring to?

 3        Q.   The priority date of the '842 patent.

 4        A.   I'll have to consult my declaration to see

 5   which priority date I used in my analysis.

 6        Q.   Okay.  We can just hold off on that for a

 7   moment.

 8             How many times have you been an expert for

 9   Motorola?

10        A.   I don't recall.

11        Q.   More than five times?

12        A.   I don't think so, but I don't recall.

13        Q.   Okay.

14             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  John, you can take that

15   exhibit down.  It's a little hard for me to see

16   Dr. Rodriguez.

17   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

18        Q.   Have you been an expert for Motorola in

19   connection with both District Court patent matters and

20   IPRs in the past?

21        A.   I -- without looking at my CV, I wouldn't be

22   able to recite which matters I was involved with

23   Motorola or Motorola Mobility.

24        Q.   Have you been an expert for any Motorola

25   entities in the past for District Court matters?
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 1        A.   I don't recall specifically without consulting

 2   my CV.

 3        Q.   So you don't recall whether you've appeared on

 4   behalf of Motorola in connection with a patent

 5   litigation matter in the past?

 6             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

 7        A.   That's correct.  I don't recall whether I

 8   appeared in a deposition or in court on behalf of

 9   Motorola or one of Motorola's entities.

10             I know I have done work for either -- for

11   Motorola and/or Motorola Mobility in the past, I just

12   don't recall specifically whether it was a District

13   Court matter or another matter, prelitigation matter.

14   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

15        Q.   Have you been an expert for Google in the

16   past?

17        A.   Yes, I believe so.

18        Q.   Has that been in connection with both District

19   Court matters and IPRs?

20             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

21        A.   Without consulting my CV, I wouldn't be able

22   to recall which venue that was.

23             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  Let's go ahead and

24   introduce Exhibit 1014.  That's Dr. Rodriguez's CV.

25        (Exhibit No. 1014, previously marked, was
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 1        referenced and indexed.)

 2   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 3        Q.   Are you pulling that up on Adobe,

 4   Dr. Rodriguez?

 5        A.   Yes.

 6             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  Okay.  And, John, you can

 7   go ahead and take that down, the exhibit.  Thank you.

 8   We don't need to put them up unless I ask for them.

 9   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

10        Q.   So, Dr. Rodriguez, let's go back to those

11   several questions that we were discussing.

12             So starting with Motorola, have you

13   appeared -- have you acted as an expert in connection

14   with litigation matters for Motorola in the past?

15        A.   Well, I did work for Motorola Mobility in

16   connection with several IPRs within the past year.

17             I believe I have done work for one of the

18   Motorola entities in the past as well, but I don't see

19   it listed in my CV in connection with this matter

20   because that prior involvement must have been more than

21   about five years in the past.

22        Q.   Okay.  Have you acted as an expert on behalf

23   of a patent owner in the past?

24             Let's start with the past five years.

25        A.   I know that I have acted as an expert witness
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 1   on behalf of patent owners in the past, I just don't

 2   recall specifically which matters those were.

 3        Q.   Can you identify a litigation matter where you

 4   acted on behalf of a patent owner?

 5        A.   Let me review my current CV.  There are

 6   multiple matters in my CV that are listed.

 7             The first one appears to be Intellectual Tech

 8   LLC versus Zebra Technologies Corporation where

 9   Intellectual Tech LLC is the plaintiff.

10        Q.   I see.

11             And that's on page 2 of your CV?

12        A.   Yes.

13        Q.   Okay.  Is that an ongoing litigation?

14             Is that what that is?

15        A.   Yes.

16        Q.   Any other representations of patent owners in

17   District Court matters?

18        A.   Yes.

19        Q.   And what would those be?

20        A.   The next one appears to be an ITC matter where

21   the client was Nokia Technologies and Nokia Corporation.

22   They were the Complainant.

23        Q.   That's on page 5 of your CV?

24        A.   Yes.

25        Q.   Have you represented a patent owner in
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 1   connection with an IPR proceeding?

 2        A.   I don't recall.  We could review the rest of

 3   the list in my CV.

 4        Q.   Please do.

 5        A.   The matters that I mentioned appear to be the

 6   only matters within about five years where I worked on

 7   behalf of the patent owner.  Prior to that, we'd have

 8   to -- I'd have to offline consult other records.

 9        Q.   It appears on your CV on pages 5 through 7 you

10   list a series of IPRs you worked on as an expert, right?

11        A.   Yes.

12        Q.   And are those all for petitioner's side?

13        A.   The ones within the last five years appear to

14   be on behalf of the petitioner.

15        Q.   Do you recall working on any IPRs as an expert

16   on behalf of a patent owner in the last five years?

17        A.   Within the last five years, you asked?

18        Q.   Correct, yes.

19        A.   No, I -- not within the last five years.

20        Q.   Please refer to page 24 of your declaration.

21   You've got a list of patents that you've been involved

22   in.  And let me know when you're there at page 24.

23        A.   I don't believe I list any patent matters on

24   page 24 of my declaration.

25        Q.   I'm sorry, what I was referring to is the
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 1   patent applications where you were named as an inventor

 2   on the top of page 24.

 3             Do you see that?

 4        A.   I don't believe that that is listed on page 24

 5   of my declaration.

 6        Q.   Oh, I'm sorry.  Not your declaration, your CV.

 7   Your CV, Exhibit 1014.

 8        A.   Yes, I see that.

 9        Q.   These are pretty interesting.

10             Can you describe what the invention involving

11   "Monitoring of Autonomic Nervous System Activities

12   Through Sweat Pore Activation," what does that invention

13   involve?

14        A.   This was a research project that I was

15   involved with recently where we were investigating

16   possible techniques to monitor basically soldiers to

17   determine their level of stress in a noninvasive manner.

18             And one method that we were exploring was to

19   determine sweat pore activation.  When one is nervous,

20   highly stressed, sweat pores become activated.  And

21   there was an interest for military applications to

22   figure out if there's a way to get an early warning of

23   stress of soldiers before putting them back into combat,

24   for example.

25             So we implemented -- we designed and

�

0016

 1   implemented an imaging system where we used, for

 2   example, thermal imaging to capture digital images of

 3   skin surfaces on individuals and then implemented

 4   software algorithms to locate individual sweat pores to

 5   determine the degree of sweat pore activation.

 6        Q.   That's pretty interesting.

 7             And then if there's a high level of sweat pore

 8   activation, that's an indicator of high stress?

 9             Is that the general idea?

10        A.   Correct.  We were hoping to be able to have an

11   early warning system before, you know, there was visible

12   sweat pore activation that was apparent to the naked

13   eye.  We determined that with thermal imaging systems we

14   could make this determination even quicker.

15        Q.   And how well did that work at predicting

16   stress levels in an early fashion?

17        A.   Unfortunately, the project lost its funding

18   source partway through.  So, you know, after we were

19   able to get kind of a proof of concept implemented, we

20   weren't able to do further testing on large sets of

21   individuals.

22             But initially, we were able to sense sweat

23   pore activation and generate automatic counts of sweat

24   pore activity.

25        Q.   And so was the testing, was that performed on
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 1   soldiers who were actually engaged, or what was your,

 2   like, test population?

 3        A.   Our test populations early on, before we got

 4   the go-ahead for larger studies, our test population was

 5   graduate students and undergraduate students that

 6   volunteered.

 7        Q.   Got it.

 8             How would you -- would you impose stressors in

 9   order to use them as test objects?

10        A.   Yes, that was the idea.  I think early on, I

11   think they had them just doing a few minutes of exercise

12   prior to being imaged.

13        Q.   And there's a -- still on page 24 of your CV,

14   there's a second patent application entitled "Imaging

15   Human Respiratory Gas Patterns to Determine Volume Rate

16   and Carbon Dioxide Concentration."

17             What was that invention about?

18        A.   This project was a research project that we

19   undertook soon after the COVID pandemic.  The idea was

20   to be able to detect whether individuals had elevated

21   level of carbon dioxide.

22             There was some concern at that time that

23   wearing masks, facemasks for prolonged period of time

24   would lead to a buildup of carbon dioxide gases within

25   the body, so this was a method that we explored to
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 1   automatically measure the proportion of carbon dioxide

 2   in exhaled gases.

 3             So we used an imaging system to capture

 4   images, and then the plan was to do -- well, we had a

 5   number of aspects to it.  One was to do stereo imaging

 6   system with multiple cameras to recover a

 7   three-dimensional model of the exhaled gas cloud and

 8   then to use some other sensing methods to determine

 9   which portion of that gas cloud was corresponding to

10   carbon dioxide and then proceed with quantitative

11   measurements.

12        Q.   How would you use imaging data to determine a

13   proportion of carbon dioxide in exhaled air?

14        A.   Well, the goal was to look at different

15   wavelengths in the image capture system.  That was an

16   area that was kind of the realm of -- well, of

17   colleagues that were experts on the different

18   wavelengths of light that were correlated with different

19   types of gases.

20             But the idea was that different gases would

21   respond to different wavelengths differently, and that

22   was one of the keys to be able to sense that.

23        Q.   And how well did that invention perform in

24   predicting or determining levels of carbon dioxide in

25   exhaled air?
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 1        A.   This was a project that really didn't get off

 2   the ground very much.  We designed the system, came up

 3   with a procedure, did some simulated experiments but

 4   were not able to get the funding to purchase the very

 5   expensive imaging equipment that would be needed.  So

 6   unfortunately, we didn't to test it on large

 7   populations.

 8        Q.   Gotcha.

 9             And what was expected to be the application of

10   this invention?  I know you mentioned people wearing

11   masks and high levels of CO2 building up.

12             What did you guys -- what did you as the

13   inventor foresee as the application for this?

14        A.   Well, the -- dealing with effects of COVID was

15   a primary application, but it's been a few years.  My

16   understanding was there were other applications, other

17   applications where individuals might have, due to some

18   disorder, might have elevated levels of carbon dioxide

19   in their exhaled gases.

20        Q.   Going back to just your general background as

21   an expert, have you ever been disqualified as an expert

22   in connection with a litigation matter or IP matter?

23        A.   No.

24        Q.   Has a court ever limited or restricted your

25   testimony in connection with a litigation matter or IPR
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 1   matter?

 2        A.   No.

 3        Q.   Okay.  And who hired you for this engagement

 4   as an expert in this IPR?

 5        A.   In this IPR, I was retained by both Orrick and

 6   Paul Hastings on behalf of Motorola Mobility.

 7        Q.   Is it correct that you're acting as an expert

 8   on behalf of both Motorola and Google?  Or is it just

 9   Motorola?

10        A.   Motorola and Google, yes.  I misspoke, I

11   believe.

12        Q.   And how much are you being compensated to be

13   an expert in connection with this IPR?

14        A.   Honestly, I don't recall.  I'll have to

15   consult my billing records.

16        Q.   Yeah, I didn't see it in your declaration.

17             What's your normal rate for matters such as

18   this?

19        A.   It changes from year to year, and I was first

20   engaged in this matter a year ago so I would expect my

21   billing rate would have been somewhere between 550 and

22   600 an hour, probably.

23        Q.   Does your billing rate change when you're

24   giving deposition testimony?

25        A.   No, I use a flat rate.
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 1        Q.   Okay.  And how much time did you spend

 2   preparing for today's deposition?

 3        A.   I don't recall.

 4        Q.   Did you review some documents in connection

 5   with preparing for this deposition?

 6        A.   Yes.

 7        Q.   Okay.  What documents did you review?

 8        A.   I reviewed at least my declaration, the patent

 9   at issue, the Chin reference, and the Whitehorn

10   reference.  Those are the primary documents.  There may

11   have been others as well.

12        Q.   Okay.  And when did you review those documents

13   to prepare for this deposition?

14        A.   Within about the last couple of weeks, two or

15   three weeks, perhaps.

16        Q.   And you did that across multiple days?

17        A.   Yes.

18        Q.   Would you estimate that you spent more than 8

19   hours preparing for this deposition?

20        A.   Yes.

21        Q.   More than 20 hours?

22        A.   Possibly.  I don't recall a specific number.

23        Q.   Would it be fair to say somewhere between 8

24   and 20 hours?

25        A.   I don't -- I don't recall the exact number.  I
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 1   haven't added up the time.

 2        Q.   Okay.  Who did you meet with to prepare for

 3   this deposition?

 4        A.   I met with counsel from Orrick as well as Paul

 5   Hastings.

 6        Q.   Okay.  And from Orrick, that'd be Mr. Moss?

 7             ATTORNEY MOSS:  I'd just caution the witness

 8   not to divulge the contents of any communications with

 9   counsel.

10        A.   Yes, I met with Mr. Moss.

11   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

12        Q.   Okay.  Anybody else you met with from Orrick?

13        A.   Yes.

14        Q.   And who would those individuals be?

15        A.   I recall meeting with Chris Higgins and Vann

16   Pierce.

17        Q.   Okay.  Who did you meet with from Paul

18   Hastings to prepare for this deposition?

19        A.   Honestly, I don't recall their names.  I know

20   that there were one or two attorneys from Paul Hastings

21   that sat in on some meetings.

22        Q.   And the meetings that you had, were they

23   in-person meetings or virtual meetings?

24        A.   Virtual meetings.

25             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  I'd like to introduce
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 1   Exhibit 2004.  This is a list of challenged claims from

 2   the '842 patent.  So, John, if you could share that

 3   through the chat so that Dr. Rodriguez has access to a

 4   copy.  And, Dr. Rodriguez, let me know when you receive

 5   a copy of that so we can just talk about it briefly.

 6             THE WITNESS:  Okay.

 7        (Exhibit No. 2004, previously marked, was

 8        referenced and indexed.)

 9             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  I'll represent to you

10   this is a list of the challenged claims that are

11   addressed in your declaration, and the limitations are

12   numbered as set forth in your declaration.  I'll be

13   referring to these limitations periodically so I wanted

14   to make this exhibit available to you so you can refer

15   to it as well.  That make sense?

16             THE WITNESS:  Yes.

17             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  And, Geoff, let me

18   mention as just a bookkeeping comment, the -- so it has

19   the limitations as they're numbered in his declaration

20   and in the petition.  The petition has a list of the

21   claims I think at the end.  And, like, limitation 1E,

22   you see for Claim 1, limitation 1E is not numbered in

23   that list in the petition at the end but it is

24   separately set forth in the petition, you know, when

25   it's analyzed, both in the petition and in his
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 1   declaration.

 2             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Okay.  So this aligns with the

 3   structure of his declaration, which is the subject of

 4   today's deposition.  Correct?

 5             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  That's correct, yeah.

 6             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Okay.  And we'll accept your

 7   representation that these lay out the language of the

 8   limitations.  And, you know, if we see it didn't, you

 9   know, anything that's a discrepancy, we'll let you know.

10             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  Yes, certainly.

11   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

12        Q.   And let's refer back to the '842 patent that's

13   Exhibit 1001.

14             Do you recognize the '842 patent,

15   Dr. Rodriguez?

16        A.   Yes.

17        Q.   Okay.  Are you very familiar with the subject

18   matter disclosed in the '842 patent?

19             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

20        A.   Yes, I'm familiar with the subject matter of

21   the '842 patent.

22             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  Okay.  And let's go ahead

23   and introduce Exhibit 1004, which is U.S. Patent

24   Publication Number 2009/0190295 to Chin, C-H-I-N.

25        (Exhibit No. 1004, previously marked, was
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 1        referenced and indexed.)

 2   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 3        Q.   Dr. Rodriguez, why don't you go ahead and pull

 4   up the Chin reference.  And let me know when you have

 5   it.

 6        A.   Okay.

 7        Q.   Do you recognize Exhibit 1004, the Chin

 8   reference?

 9        A.   Yes.

10        Q.   Fair to say that you're pretty familiar with

11   Chin?

12             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

13        A.   Yes, I'm familiar with the Chin reference.

14   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

15        Q.   Okay.  Did you study it pretty carefully?

16             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

17        A.   Yes, I studied the Chin reference.

18   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

19        Q.   Pretty carefully?

20             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

21        A.   I made my best effort to study the Chin

22   reference carefully.

23        (Exhibit No. 1005, previously marked, was

24        referenced and indexed.)

25             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  Okay.  And let's go ahead
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 1   and introduce Exhibit 1005.  That's U.S. Patent

 2   Publication Number 2005/0078211 to Whitehorn

 3   W-H-I-T-H-O-R-N.  And let me know when you have that

 4   document available, Dr. Rodriguez.

 5        A.   Okay.

 6        Q.   And do you recognize Exhibit 1005, the

 7   Whitehorn reference?

 8        A.   Yes.

 9        Q.   Okay.  Did you study the Whitehorn reference

10   carefully?

11        A.   Yes.  I made my best effort to study the

12   Whitehorn reference carefully.

13             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  And let's go ahead and

14   introduce Dr. Rodriguez's declaration.  That's

15   Exhibit 1003.

16        (Exhibit No. 1003, previously marked, was

17        referenced and indexed.)

18   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

19        Q.   And, Dr. Rodriguez, you can go ahead and pull

20   that up.  And let me know when you have it available.

21        A.   Okay.

22        Q.   And do you recognize Exhibit 1003, Declaration

23   of Jeffrey J. Rodriguez?

24        A.   Yes.

25        Q.   And what is this document?
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 1        A.   This is the declaration concerning the '842

 2   patent that I prepared.

 3        Q.   Okay.  How long would you estimate you spent

 4   preparing this declaration?

 5        A.   It was almost a year ago.  I don't remember

 6   how many hours that was.

 7        Q.   How many pages is this declaration?

 8        A.   It appears to be 139 pages.

 9        Q.   Would you expect that you spent more than 30

10   hours preparing this declaration?

11        A.   Probably, but I don't recall the specific

12   number.

13        Q.   Describe for me the process that you undertook

14   to prepare this declaration.

15             ATTORNEY MOSS:  And I'll just caution the

16   witness not to divulge the contents of any

17   communications with counsel.

18        A.   It's been almost a year, but I'm sure I

19   followed my normal procedures, which is that I review

20   the documents relevant to the case, relevant to the

21   study I've been asked to perform.  And then I would meet

22   with counsel to discuss the issues at hand and to

23   discuss the opinions that I've formulated.

24             And then I would proceed to prepare an initial

25   draft of my declaration, even if it's a limited draft.
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 1   Then I would share that with counsel.

 2             Counsel then helps me draft the declaration so

 3   that it is a full explanation of the opinions that I've

 4   formed, in the proper format, etc., and then we go back

 5   and forth with edits.  I do extensive editing to make

 6   sure that the declaration is complete and accurate and

 7   represents my opinions.

 8        Q.   And so who prepared the initial draft of this

 9   declaration?

10        A.   I believe I did.

11        Q.   And without divulging any communications with

12   counsel, what attorneys did you work with in preparing

13   this declaration?

14        A.   It's been almost a year.  I would presume

15   it's -- it was mostly the same attorneys that I'd been

16   interacting with in preparing for this depo.

17        Q.   We referred a few minutes ago to the Chin

18   reference, Exhibit 1004.

19             Do you recall that?

20        A.   Yes.

21        Q.   How did you learn about the Chin reference?

22        A.   It was provided to me by counsel.

23        Q.   Had you seen the Chin reference before it was

24   provided by counsel?

25        A.   I don't recall seeing the Chin reference prior
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 1   to this matter.

 2        Q.   What about the Whitehorn reference,

 3   Exhibit 1005?

 4             How did you learn about that reference?

 5        A.   The Whitehorn reference was provided to me by

 6   counsel.

 7        Q.   Had you seen the Whitehorn reference prior to

 8   it being provided by counsel?

 9        A.   I don't recall seeing the Whitehorn reference

10   prior to this matter.

11        Q.   Let's look at paragraph 50.  Well, let me just

12   back up here.  Yeah, paragraph 51 of your declaration.

13        A.   Okay.

14        Q.   And is it correct that you define the field

15   for the POSITA as involving image capture, image

16   processing, image display, and user interfaces?

17             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

18        A.   At paragraph 51, I state that the field of art

19   pertaining to the '842 patent includes image capture

20   using a handheld computing device.

21   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

22        Q.   And do you go on to describe the POSITA and

23   what experience the POSITA has?

24        A.   Yes.

25        Q.   Okay.  And what's the experience that a POSITA
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 1   has?

 2        A.   At least two years of experience in image

 3   capture, image processing, image display, user

 4   interfaces, or a related field.

 5        Q.   So paragraph 51, you refer to the field

 6   including using a handheld computing device, and then

 7   you also refer to image capture, image processing, image

 8   display, and user interfaces.

 9             Is that fair to say?

10        A.   In paragraph 51, I state that the field of art

11   includes image capture using a handheld computing device

12   and that a POSITA would have experience of at least two

13   years in image capture, image processing, image display,

14   user interfaces, or a related field.

15        Q.   I'm just trying to understand paragraph 51 in

16   your declaration.

17             So how would you characterize the field of the

18   '842 patent?

19             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

20        A.   In my opinion, the field of art pertaining to

21   the '842 patent includes image capture using a handheld

22   computing device.

23   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

24        Q.   Does the field include, quote, "image capture,

25   image processing, image display, and user interface --
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 1   and user interfaces"?

 2        A.   One moment.  Perhaps you could clarify what

 3   you mean by "field."  Perhaps your interpretation of the

 4   term "field" is a bit different than mine.

 5        Q.   Yeah, I'm just asking you your understanding

 6   of what the field is for the '842 patent.

 7             So I'm looking at paragraph 51, and you

 8   reference image capture using a handheld computing

 9   device, and you also reference image capture, image

10   processing, image display, and user interfaces.

11             So how would you characterize the field?  As

12   an expert in this case, how would you characterize the

13   field of the '842 patent?

14             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

15        A.   As I've stated, in my opinion, the field of

16   art pertaining to the '842 patent includes image capture

17   using a handheld computing device.

18   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

19        Q.   Does the field include image capture, image

20   processing, image display, and user interfaces?

21             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

22        A.   I stick with the way I expressed my

23   understanding of the field.

24   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

25        Q.   So you're saying the field of the '842 patent
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 1   includes image capture using a handheld computing

 2   device.  Correct?

 3        A.   Correct.

 4        Q.   And then you say a POSITA would have

 5   experience in, quote, "image capture, image processing,

 6   image display, and user interfaces," right?

 7        A.   Or a related field.

 8        Q.   So if the field includes a handheld computing

 9   device and a POSITA would have experience in image

10   capture, image processing, image display, and user

11   interfaces, are the latter part of the field, in your

12   view?

13             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

14        A.   In my opinion, the field -- the term "field"

15   to me is a broader term.

16   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

17        Q.   Okay.

18        A.   And so that's why I describe the field of art

19   for the '842 patent as including image capture using a

20   handheld computing device.

21             When I analyzed the level of skill for a

22   POSITA, I had to contemplate the different technologies

23   that a POSITA would require in order to be able to

24   understand the various aspects of the '842 patent.

25             To me, those are similar but slightly
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 1   different terms, field of art versus the required

 2   experience to be able to practice in that field of art.

 3        Q.   Okay.  You refer to handheld computing device

 4   here.  You see that in paragraph 51, right?

 5        A.   Yes.

 6        Q.   The '842 patent, Exhibit 1001, would you say

 7   it's -- would it be fair to say that it generally

 8   relates to a dual-screen handheld computing device?

 9        A.   The abstract of the '842 patent says that the

10   patent is directed to presenting a user interface in a

11   dual-screen device.

12        Q.   And if you could look at the summary section

13   of the '842 patent, this is on page 41 at the bottom of

14   that document.  But it's column 1 and it's the summary.

15             Do you see that?

16        A.   Yes.

17        Q.   Okay.  And the first line, it refers to

18   handheld computing device.

19             Is that right?

20        A.   That's correct.

21        Q.   So the abstract refers to a dual-screen device

22   and the summary refers to a handheld computing device?

23        A.   That's correct.

24        Q.   So does the '842 patent, does it pertain to a

25   dual-screen handheld computing device?
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 1        A.   As the '842 patent explains, the patent

 2   pertains to a user interface in a dual-screen device as

 3   well as a dual multi-display, multi -- a dual

 4   multi-display handheld computing device.

 5        Q.   And so as an expert, would you understand that

 6   that corresponds to a dual-screen handheld computing

 7   device?

 8             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

 9        A.   The patent does mention a dual-screen device,

10   and it does mention a multi-display handheld computing

11   device.

12   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

13        Q.   Do the figures in the '842 patent depict a

14   dual-screen handheld computing device?

15        A.   In Figure 1A, we see a device that includes

16   both a primary screen 104 and a secondary screen 108.

17   Thus, there are dual screens in that figure.

18        Q.   So would that be a dual-screen handheld

19   computing device?

20        A.   I don't recall if that's the wording that the

21   patent uses to refer to it, but it does have a dual

22   screen.  It can be handheld, and it does perform

23   computing.

24        Q.   So would you understand it to be depicting a

25   dual-screen handheld computing device?
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 1             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

 2        A.   As I said, it does depict a device that has

 3   dual screens, can be handheld, and does perform

 4   computing.

 5   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 6        Q.   So your definition of the field in your

 7   declaration is image capture using a handheld computing

 8   device, right?

 9             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

10        A.   Yes.  In paragraph 51, I describe the field of

11   art as including image capture using a handheld

12   computing device.

13   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

14        Q.   And the '842 patent discloses a handheld

15   computing device, right?

16        A.   Yes.

17        Q.   Okay.  And it discloses a handheld computing

18   device that has dual screens.

19             Fair to say?

20        A.   Yes.

21        Q.   The Chin reference, does the Chin reference

22   describe a dual-screen handheld computing device?

23             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

24        A.   Yes.  The Chin reference discloses a handheld

25   computing device that has two screens.
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 1   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 2        Q.   Just for simplicity of our discourse, is it

 3   fair to refer to that as a dual-screen handheld

 4   computing device?

 5        A.   I don't see where Chin refers to it that way,

 6   but in my opinion, it is a handheld computing device

 7   that has two screens.

 8        Q.   So again, this is just for simplicity of our

 9   discourse.

10             Would it be fair for us to refer to that as a

11   dual-screen handheld computing device?

12             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

13   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

14        Q.   And if it's not fair, tell me why it's not

15   fair.

16             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

17        A.   It's fine for you to use that phrase if you

18   like, and I'll understand that you mean a handheld

19   computing device that has two screens.

20   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

21        Q.   Okay.  And both the '842 patent and Chin, they

22   also have a camera functionality, right?  Image capture

23   functionality.

24             Is that correct?

25        A.   Yes.
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 1        Q.   So these are dual-screen handheld computing

 2   devices with a camera function?

 3             Is that a fair way to describe it?

 4             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

 5        A.   If you describe it that way, I will understand

 6   what you mean.

 7   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 8        Q.   Okay.  Is it better to describe it as a

 9   dual-screen handheld computing device with image

10   capture?

11             Which parlance works best for you?

12             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

13        A.   I would simply say it's a handheld computing

14   device that includes two screens and includes image

15   capture capability.

16   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

17        Q.   Okay.  So in your declaration on page --

18   excuse me, in paragraph 50, what did you assume to be

19   the priority date of the '842 patent for purposes of

20   your analysis?

21        A.   For my analysis, I was asked to assume that

22   the date of the claimed invention is the filing date of

23   the provisional.

24        Q.   And what is the filing date of the provisional

25   for the '842 patent?
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 1        A.   The cover of the '842 patent says the filing

 2   date of the provisional application was September 27,

 3   2011.

 4        Q.   Okay.  So you assumed -- for purposes of your

 5   analysis, you assumed that the date of the invention or

 6   the priority date was September 2011.

 7             Is that correct?

 8        A.   Yes.  But my opinions would be the same if the

 9   date of the claimed invention was determined to be the

10   date of the application.

11        Q.   Can you describe, what was your professional

12   experience with dual-screen handheld computing devices

13   with image capture as of September 2011?

14             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

15        A.   Prior to September 2011, I had had significant

16   experience with handheld computing devices, including

17   devices that could perform image capture.

18   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

19        Q.   Describe that experience for me, if you would,

20   if you can.

21        A.   Well, both personal experience as well as

22   professional experience, personally --

23        Q.   No, let's start with professional, please.

24        A.   Professional experience, I regularly attend

25   professional engineering conferences where new
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 1   technologies are presented.  I read the current

 2   literature to stay up to speed on current technologies

 3   that are being developed.

 4             In my research activities, we use equipment

 5   that involves current technologies.  My research area

 6   focuses on image processing and image analysis so I need

 7   to be up to speed on what the current technologies are

 8   for image capture, image capture devices.

 9        Q.   And so what would have been your professional

10   experience as of September 2011 with dual-screen

11   handheld computing devices with image capture?

12        A.   In my research lab, we employ hardware systems

13   that have image capture capability as well as multiple

14   screens so that we can display multiple images at the

15   same time, which is essential for the image analysis

16   research that we do.

17        Q.   Did that work involve handheld computing

18   devices?

19        A.   In my research lab, we generally have had --

20   not had the need for the equipment to be handheld simply

21   because of the nature of the experiments that we

22   perform.  But, of course, I was fully aware that

23   handheld systems -- handheld devices were available.

24             Usually, the handheld devices don't have the

25   same quality or level of performance as systems that are
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 1   not confined to a handheld package, so in context of a

 2   research lab, it's typical to -- it's common to use a

 3   more professional system that involves a larger package

 4   than could be held in one's hand.

 5        Q.   So is it fair to say that your research

 6   involved more sophisticated technologies than handheld

 7   computing devices?

 8             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

 9        A.   Yes.

10   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

11        Q.   So in your professional work as of

12   September 2011, you said you hadn't had any need to use

13   or apply handheld computing devices in that research.

14             Is that correct?

15             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

16        A.   If you read the '842 patent as well as the

17   other references that I discuss in my declaration, they

18   explain that one of the needs, one of the applications

19   for handheld devices is for consumer electronics

20   applications where one may be walking down the street

21   and needing to take a snapshot photo.

22             That's an entirely different application than

23   what we focused on in our research lab environment and

24   so I didn't need to use handheld devices in our research

25   lab.  Instead, we used larger systems that could, for
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 1   example, capture images at a much higher resolution or

 2   with higher quality electronics to get a better-looking

 3   captured image.

 4   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 5        Q.   Yeah, understood.  That makes sense.

 6             So your research as of that time didn't

 7   involve the use of handheld computing devices.

 8             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

 9        A.   As I said, I was very familiar with handheld

10   computing devices that were available on the market.  I

11   encountered them in the literature I read to keep up to

12   speed on the field as well as, of course, seeing what

13   was being marketed to consumers.

14             In fact, I purchased digital cameras of

15   various sorts over the years for personal use, so I was

16   familiar with handheld computing devices that could

17   capture images.

18   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

19        Q.   But that wasn't part of your professional

20   work.  Correct?

21        A.   Part of my professional work includes being

22   aware of these technologies because we developed the

23   technologies that could lead to the next generation of

24   such devices.  So to develop the next generation of

25   technologies that might be utilized in a handheld
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 1   computing device that captures images, we can

 2   investigate those newer technologies without using a

 3   handheld platform.

 4             It's usually better to not restrict yourself

 5   to a handheld computing platform when you're developing

 6   the next generation of technologies.

 7        Q.   Did you conduct research in a lab?

 8        A.   Yes, in part.

 9        Q.   Did the research conducted in your lab involve

10   the use of handheld computing devices?

11        A.   Yes.

12        Q.   How so, please?

13        A.   From time to time, graduate students in my lab

14   would use handheld camera devices to capture digital

15   images when convenient.  It wasn't necessarily the --

16   always the case.  As I mentioned, we had standalone

17   camera systems as well.

18        Q.   What was your professional experience in

19   September 2011 with handheld computing devices with dual

20   screens and image capture?

21        A.   As I stated, I had lots of involvement and

22   awareness of handheld computing devices, devices with

23   multiple screens, devices with camera functions as well.

24        Q.   What would be an example of a dual-screen

25   handheld computing device with image capture that you
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 1   were familiar with in 2011?

 2        A.   I can't recite a specific device that had all

 3   of those features.  I'm sure I had seen literature

 4   describing such devices, though.

 5        Q.   Okay.  But you can't recall a specific one at

 6   this time?

 7        A.   Not at this time.

 8             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  We've been going I guess

 9   a bit over an hour.  Would you like to take a break?

10             THE WITNESS:  Okay.

11             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  Okay.  How's 10 minutes

12   sound?

13             THE WITNESS:  Fine.

14             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  Okay.  Geoff?

15             ATTORNEY MOSS:  That works.

16             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  Okay, great.  Thanks,

17   gentlemen.

18        (Recess taken.)

19   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

20        Q.   So still looking at your -- talking about your

21   declaration, Exhibit 1003, if I could refer you to

22   paragraphs 62 through 66 of your declaration.  And just

23   let me know when you get there and when you've had a

24   moment to review those paragraphs, 62 to 66.

25        A.   Okay.
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 1        Q.   Okay.  And so you mention several references

 2   there, right?

 3        A.   Yes.

 4        Q.   And why did you include a discussion of those

 5   references in those paragraphs?

 6        A.   The purpose of this section of my declaration

 7   is to provide some general technology background.

 8        Q.   Do those references represent, like, the state

 9   of the art?

10        A.   Not necessarily.

11        Q.   So what do you mean by general technology

12   background?

13        A.   As I explain in paragraph 61, as of September,

14   you know, by September 2011, handheld devices had long

15   been known in the art and were in widespread use in

16   society.  Many of these devices had more than one

17   screen, could take images in different configurations,

18   and/or had different physical states.  Various prior art

19   references describe these types of drives with some or

20   all of these characteristics.  And then I proceed to

21   give a number of examples.

22        Q.   And how many examples do you give in

23   paragraphs 62 to 66?

24        A.   After mentioning Chin and Whitehorn in

25   paragraph 61, I mention the Aono publication in
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 1   paragraph 62.  I mention Lee in paragraph 63.  Kim in

 2   paragraph 64.  Kawasaki in paragraph 65.  And Park in

 3   paragraph 66.

 4        Q.   Okay.  So that's, what, five references?

 5        A.   It looks like it's five references in addition

 6   to Chin and Whitehorn.

 7        Q.   And are these five references, are they in the

 8   field of handheld computing devices?

 9        A.   I believe so.

10        Q.   So let's -- I'd like to refer you.  In

11   paragraph 258 of your declaration, you make a statement

12   that a POSITA, quote, "would have been motivated to turn

13   off or disable a screen that is not facing the user."

14             Do you see that in paragraph 258?

15        A.   No.

16        Q.   Okay.

17        A.   Which part of the paragraph?  Oh, in the first

18   sentence I say that a POSITA in or around 2011 would

19   have been motivated to turn off or disable a screen that

20   is not facing the user because doing so would save

21   power.

22        Q.   And in paragraph 376, you make the same

23   statement.  Is that correct?

24        A.   Yes, it appears so.

25        Q.   And so in paragraph 258 where you make the

�

0046

 1   statement that a POSITA, quote, "would have been

 2   motivated to turn off or disable a screen that is not

 3   facing a user," do you cite any references to support

 4   that statement in paragraph 258?

 5        A.   I didn't need to cite specific references

 6   because that statement was very clear based on my

 7   personal knowledge.

 8        Q.   But you didn't cite any references.  Correct?

 9        A.   I didn't need -- I didn't cite any references

10   because it wasn't necessary, since my personal

11   professional experience allowed me to explain why that

12   statement was accurate.

13        Q.   And in paragraph 376 where you make that same

14   statement, that a POSITA, quote, "would have been

15   motivated to turn off or disable a screen that is not

16   facing a user," did you cite any references in support

17   of that statement in paragraph 376?

18        A.   I did not cite any references because it was

19   not necessary because I was able to explain the support

20   for that statement based on my own personal knowledge.

21        Q.   And the five references that you discussed in

22   paragraphs 62 to 66, Aono, Lee, Kim, Kawasaki, and Park,

23   did you cite any of those in support of your statement

24   regarding turning off or disabling a screen not facing

25   the user?
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 1        A.   As I said, I did not cite any references when

 2   making that statement because it wasn't necessary since,

 3   based on my own personal knowledge as an expert

 4   practicing in this field over many years, I was able to

 5   explain the support for that statement.

 6        Q.   Did you examine those five references to see

 7   if they disclosed this feature of turning off or

 8   disabling a screen that is not facing the user?

 9             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

10        A.   Those references might disclose that feature.

11   I don't recall.

12   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

13        Q.   Do you recall examining them to see whether

14   they disclose that feature?

15             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

16        A.   I recall examining those references, but I

17   don't specifically recall examining them in the context

18   of that particular feature.

19   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

20        Q.   Okay.  And just to be clear, you didn't cite

21   any of those references with regard to that statement in

22   either paragraph 258 or 376 of your declaration, right?

23             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

24        A.   As I stated, in making that statement at those

25   two locations in the declaration I did not cite those
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 1   references because it was not necessary, since my own

 2   professional experience allowed me the ability to

 3   explain the support for that statement based on my own

 4   personal knowledge.

 5   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 6        Q.   Let's turn to paragraph 76 of your declaration

 7   discussing the Chin reference.

 8        A.   Okay.

 9        Q.   That's Chin, C-H-I-N.  In Chin, how does --

10   strike that.

11             Chin has a first display unit 51 and a second

12   display unit 52, right?

13        A.   Yes.

14        Q.   How does the user control the first and second

15   display units?

16             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

17        A.   In paragraph 76, I quote a statement from the

18   reference that says:  A user can operate electronic

19   apparatuses of the first panel 10 or the second panel 20

20   such as the first and second display units 51 and 52 or

21   the digital camera 40 by using the button unit (i.e.,

22   pressing a button or buttons thereof).

23   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

24        Q.   So how does a user control the first and

25   second display units?
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 1             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

 2        A.   As I -- as the reference states, a user can

 3   operate the first and second display units by using the

 4   button unit.

 5   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 6        Q.   Okay.  And where is the button unit located in

 7   Chin?

 8        A.   Chin explains that the connecting unit 30

 9   includes a button unit.

10        Q.   So the button unit is on connecting unit 30?

11             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

12        A.   The connecting unit 30 includes a button unit.

13   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

14        Q.   Okay.  No, I understand you can read the

15   patent.  I'm asking you to, you know, put it in your own

16   words as an expert.  So is it your understanding that

17   the connecting unit 30 -- strike that.

18             Is it your understanding that the button unit

19   is on connecting unit 30?

20             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

21        A.   It is my understanding that the connecting

22   unit 30 does include a button unit.

23   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

24        Q.   And is that button unit used to control the

25   first display unit 51 and second display unit 52?
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 1             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

 2        A.   Yes.  The reference says that the button unit

 3   can be used by the user to operate the first and second

 4   display units 51 and 52.

 5   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 6        Q.   And what is the -- strike that.

 7             What does the connecting unit 30 do?

 8             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

 9        A.   Well, the connecting unit houses the button

10   unit, for example.

11   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

12        Q.   Does it do anything else?

13        A.   Connecting unit connects the first panel and

14   the second panel.

15        Q.   And is it correct that the first panel has the

16   second display 52 and the second panel has the first

17   display 51?

18        A.   The reference explains that the first display

19   unit 51 is configured on a first planar surface 21A of

20   the second flat board unit 21, and the second display

21   unit 52 is configured on the first generally planar

22   surface 11A of the first flat board unit 11.

23        Q.   Looking at Figure 1 of Chin, is it correct

24   that the first display unit 51 is on second panel 20?

25        A.   To be more precise, the first display unit 51
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 1   is configured on the second flat board unit 21, and the

 2   second flat board unit 21, in turn, is part of second

 3   panel 20.

 4        Q.   So is it fair to say the first display unit 51

 5   is part of second panel 20?

 6        A.   That's not the way the reference describes it

 7   so I wouldn't use that wording.  I would stick with the

 8   way the reference describes it.

 9        Q.   What's the relationship between -- strike

10   that.

11             I'm just trying to -- it's -- I'm just trying

12   to establish the basics of Figure 1, just so you

13   understand where I'm going, just the basics of Figure 1.

14   It's kind of counter parallel, right, because it refers

15   to the second panel 20 but then it has the first display

16   51, and then you've got the first panel 10 and it's got

17   the second display 52.

18             Do you see the nomenclature, the parlance

19   that's used there in Figure 1?

20             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

21   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

22        Q.   Okay.  So what is the function of connecting

23   unit 30 in Figure 1?

24        A.   One function, as I stated, is that connection

25   unit 30 connects the first panel 10 and the second panel
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 1   20.

 2        Q.   So is connecting unit 30 a physically separate

 3   component from the first and second panel?

 4        A.   I wouldn't characterize it that way.

 5        Q.   How would you characterize it?

 6        A.   Instead of being separate, I would

 7   characterize it as connecting the first panel and the

 8   second panel.  My understanding is that it is in contact

 9   with the first panel and the second panel rather than

10   being separate from them.

11        Q.   Is it fair to say that on one side of

12   connecting unit 30 it connects to the second panel 20,

13   and on the other side of connecting unit 30 it connects

14   to first panel 10?

15        A.   The connecting unit 30 has more than two

16   sides.  I would say that one side connects to panel 20

17   and another side connects to panel 10.

18        Q.   I'd like to refer you to paragraph 61 of Chin,

19   Exhibit 1004.  Can you describe for me in your words

20   what paragraph 61 of Chin is discussing?

21             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

22        A.   It is discussing a button unit.

23   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

24        Q.   And which button unit is it discussing?

25        A.   Button unit 33A.
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 1        Q.   And where is button unit 33A located?

 2        A.   It is depicted in Figure 2.

 3        Q.   Where is it physically located?  And if you

 4   could refer to Figure 1, please, that's second button

 5   unit 33A.

 6        A.   In Figure 1, the button unit 33A is depicted

 7   on a face of the connecting unit.

 8        Q.   And I'd like to refer you to the last sentence

 9   of paragraph 61 of Chin where it states, quote, "the

10   structure of the second button unit 33A is not limited

11   to the above structure, and may be embodied by using

12   different components such as a touchscreen-type liquid

13   crystal display."

14             Do you see that?

15        A.   Yes.

16        Q.   What would a POSITA understand that to be

17   describing?

18        A.   That's describing an alternative way to

19   implement the second button unit.

20        Q.   And the second button unit being part of the

21   connecting unit 30.  Correct?

22             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

23        A.   The reference explains that one way to

24   implement the second button unit is as part of

25   connecting unit 30 but explains also that it could be

�

0054

 1   implemented in a different way.

 2   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 3        Q.   And what is that different way?

 4        A.   By using different components, such as a

 5   touchscreen-type liquid crystal display.

 6        Q.   And the second button unit is depicted as

 7   being part of connecting unit 30 in Figure 1.  Correct?

 8        A.   It's depicted as being on a face of the

 9   connecting unit 30 in Figure 1.

10        Q.   On or at paragraph 102 of your declaration

11   you've got a markup of Figure 1 of Chin.

12             Do you see that?

13        A.   Yes.

14        Q.   And you've got a red box around a component

15   that is 32A.

16             Do you see that?

17        A.   Yes.

18        Q.   What is component 32A?

19        A.   32A is a first button unit.

20        Q.   And what is the first button unit used for?

21             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

22        A.   Button unit 32A allows the controlling unit 70

23   to receive signals by a user manipulating the buttons.

24   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

25        Q.   And where is first button unit 32A located?
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 1        A.   It's located on the second face 32 in

 2   Figure 1.

 3        Q.   And where is the second face 32 on which first

 4   button unit 32A is located?

 5        A.   Second face 32 is located on the connecting

 6   unit 30.

 7        Q.   And if I could refer you to your discussion at

 8   paragraph 114 and thereabouts.

 9        A.   Okay.

10        Q.   You refer to something called the

11   self-photographing mode in Chin.

12             Do you recall that?

13        A.   Yes.

14        Q.   And what is the self-photographing mode?

15        A.   It's a mode where the user photographs him or

16   herself by using the digital camera.

17        Q.   Is that shown in Figure 5 of Chin?

18        A.   Figure 5 shows the second position of the

19   device, which could be used for self-photographing mode.

20        Q.   Is Figure 5 in Chin described as an example of

21   the device in the self-photographing mode?

22             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

23        A.   At paragraph 32, Chin describes Figure 5 as a

24   perspective view of the portable information terminal of

25   Figure 1 oriented in a second position.
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 1   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 2        Q.   Is Figure 5 of Chin disclosing Chin's device

 3   in the self-photographing mode?

 4        A.   As I --

 5             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

 6        A.   As I said, Figure 5 shows the device oriented

 7   in a second position, which could be used in

 8   self-photographing mode.

 9   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

10        Q.   And what paragraph were you referring to for

11   that in Chin?

12        A.   For what?

13        Q.   That Figure 5 shows the device in a

14   configuration where it can be used in the

15   self-photographing mode.

16        A.   If you look at Figure 9 of Chin, there's a

17   flow chart which shows that in order to get to a

18   self-photographing mode, the device first must determine

19   whether it's in a second position.

20             So, as I said, if the device is in the second

21   position, then it's able to be used in

22   self-photographing mode.

23        Q.   So in Figure 9 where you're referring --

24   Figure 9 that you're referring to, there's a step 160.

25   It says:  Display images on second display unit before
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 1   photographing.

 2             Do you see that?

 3        A.   Yes.

 4        Q.   That's the device operating in the

 5   self-photographing mode?

 6        A.   Yes.  That's a step that would occur if the

 7   device is in self-photographing mode.

 8        Q.   And which figure showing the configuration of

 9   Chin would correspond to that step?

10             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

11        A.   I'm not sure there's a specific figure

12   corresponding just to step S160 in Figure 9.

13   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

14        Q.   Going back to your declaration in the area of

15   paragraph 114, is it correct that the self-photographing

16   mode can either be set by the user or automatically set

17   based on the relative positions of the panels?

18        A.   Yes.  The device can be configured to allow

19   the controlling unit to automatically select the mode

20   when the first and second panels are in the second

21   position.

22        Q.   I'd like to refer you now to paragraph 130 of

23   your declaration where you're looking at limitation 1E,

24   which recites, quote, "wherein each image capture mode a

25   display on the first or second screen is different."
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 1             And let me know when you're at that portion of

 2   your declaration.

 3        A.   Okay.

 4        Q.   So the claim refers to a first screen and a

 5   second screen.  This is referring to Claim 1, right?

 6             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

 7             THE WITNESS:  What do you mean by "this"?

 8   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 9        Q.   Claim 1 refers to a first screen and a second

10   screen, right?

11        A.   Yes.

12        Q.   And what's your understanding of the meaning

13   of this limitation 1E, quote, "wherein each image

14   capture mode a display on the first screen or second

15   screen is different"?

16             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

17        A.   I'm not quite sure what you're asking.  The

18   claim language is pretty clear that it's requiring that

19   a display on the first or second screen is different,

20   which to me simply means that something different is

21   being displayed.

22   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

23        Q.   Does "different" mean between different image

24   capture modes?

25             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.
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 1             THE WITNESS:  I'm not sure I understand your

 2   question, but we can perhaps discuss it in a context of

 3   what I explain in my declaration.

 4             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  Let me try to ask it a

 5   different way.

 6   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 7        Q.   Is "different" in that limitation referring to

 8   different screens across different image capture modes?

 9             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

10             THE WITNESS:  I'm not sure what you're meaning

11   by "across."

12             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  Yeah, let's do what you

13   said.

14   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

15        Q.   So in paragraph 133 for this limitation 1E,

16   you're referring to Chin in the self-photographing mode.

17   Correct?

18        A.   Yes.

19        Q.   And can that be performed by the device as

20   configured and shown in Figure 5?

21        A.   Can you repeat that?

22        Q.   Can the self-photographing mode be performed

23   by the device as it's depicted in Figure 5?  I just want

24   something for us to refer to.

25        A.   Yes.
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 1             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

 2   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 3        Q.   And so in the self-photographing mode, you

 4   indicate that second display 52 displays something.

 5             What is that?

 6        A.   What do you mean by "that"?

 7        Q.   What does -- in the self-photographing mode,

 8   what does second display 52 present?

 9        A.   In self-photographing mode, the second display

10   unit 52 can display live, preview, or -- and/or captured

11   images obtained by the camera.

12        Q.   And if you could look at paragraph 78, which

13   you cite in Chin, is it correct in paragraph 78 that

14   Chin states, quote, "the user can perform the

15   self-photographing function while viewing him or herself

16   displayed on the second display unit"?

17             Do you see that?

18        A.   Yes.

19        Q.   So does that correspond to what you were

20   referring to in paragraph 133 of your declaration?

21        A.   Yes.

22        Q.   So in this mode, the second display unit 52

23   can display a preview of the user.

24             Is that fair to say?

25             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.
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 1        A.   It can be -- the second display in

 2   self-photographing mode can be used to display a preview

 3   image of the user.

 4   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 5        Q.   So in this mode, the user's basically taking

 6   what is called in the vernacular a selfie, right?

 7        A.   Yes.

 8        Q.   Okay.  In paragraph 134, you say "when the

 9   device is in the other mode."

10             Do you see that?

11        A.   Yes.

12        Q.   What is the other mode?

13        A.   The other mode is a different mode where the

14   user is taking an image where the camera is facing away

15   from the user.

16        Q.   And you refer to this in your declaration

17   somewhere as the outward-facing mode.

18             Is that right?

19        A.   That would be an outward-facing mode.

20        Q.   And in paragraph 134, is it correct that

21   you're indicating that the first display unit 51 would

22   display a preview of the subject of the photograph?

23        A.   Yes.  In this other mode, the first display

24   unit would display the preview image, which is different

25   from how the display was done in the self-photographing
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 1   mode.

 2        Q.   And in this other mode, the preview is the

 3   preview of the image.  Strike that.

 4             In this other mode, the preview is a preview

 5   of the subject of the photograph in this outward-facing

 6   mode, right?

 7        A.   Yes.

 8        Q.   So in your analysis here, is it correct that

 9   you're comparing the preview on second display unit 52

10   in the self-photographing mode to the preview on first

11   display unit 51 in this outward-facing mode?

12             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

13        A.   Which comparing are you referring to?

14   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

15        Q.   In your analysis in paragraph 132 to 135.

16        A.   In paragraphs 132 to 135, it explains that the

17   preview image appears on different screens depending

18   upon the image capture mode.

19        Q.   And by "different screens," you're referring

20   to the second display 52 in the self-photographing mode

21   versus the first display 51 in the other mode.  Correct?

22             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

23        A.   In the self-photographing mode, the preview

24   image appears on the second display unit 52, whereas in

25   the other mode, the preview image appears on the first
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 1   display unit, which would be 51.

 2   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 3        Q.   So where you say "different screens," you're

 4   referring to second display unit 51 compared to first

 5   display unit 52.  Correct?

 6        A.   Just to be clear, the -- between the

 7   self-photographing mode and the other mode, the preview

 8   image is appearing on different screens, first display

 9   unit 51 versus second display unit 52.

10             Also, I should point out that within the

11   self-photographing mode, the first display unit and

12   second display unit have a different display because one

13   of them is not displaying anything.

14             Likewise, in the other mode, the first and

15   second display units are displaying different things

16   because one of the screens is not displaying anything.

17        Q.   Okay.  Yeah, we'll discuss that.

18             In 135 where you refer to it appears on

19   different screens, in that paragraph, you are referring

20   to second display unit 52 in the self-photographing mode

21   and then first display unit 51 in the other mode, right?

22             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

23        A.   In paragraph 135 where I say "different

24   screens," I mean first display unit 51 versus second

25   display unit 52.
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 1   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 2        Q.   And let's take a look at page 62 of your

 3   declaration, which is part of paragraph 135 of your

 4   declaration.  There's some figures that you've prepared.

 5        A.   I don't see any figures on page 62.

 6        Q.   My apologies.  Page 61.

 7        A.   Okay.

 8        Q.   So what is the annotated Figure 6,

 9   self-photographing mode, what is that illustrating?

10        A.   It's illustrating that the preview image is

11   being displayed on the second display unit in selfie

12   mode.

13        Q.   Second display unit 52.  Correct?

14        A.   Yes.  That's in Figure 5.

15        Q.   And then Figure 6, which you have labeled as

16   the outward-facing mode, what is that illustrating?

17        A.   That's illustrating that the preview image in

18   the outward-facing mode or the other mode is being

19   displayed on the first display unit 51, which is

20   different from the display unit that was used in the

21   self-photographing mode.

22        Q.   And why is it different?

23        A.   Because the first display unit 51 is different

24   from the second display unit 52.

25        Q.   And can you explain for me, what do you mean
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 1   by the first display unit 51 is different from the

 2   display unit 52?

 3        A.   Here, they are physically different.

 4        Q.   Okay.  And in the outward-facing mode as

 5   you've got it annotated, is it correct that it's showing

 6   a preview of the subject, which is a -- appears to be a

 7   spotted dog?

 8        A.   Yes.

 9        Q.   In the self-photographing -- strike that.

10             For this limitation 1E, are you making any

11   sort of inherency argument, or is your argument that

12   Chin expressly discloses this limitation?

13             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

14        A.   I don't believe I used the term "inherency" in

15   my declaration here.  I'm simply stating that between

16   self-photographing mode and the outward-facing or other

17   mode, the display on the screens is different.

18             You know, for example, we see the difference

19   of display unit 51 versus display unit 52.  We also see

20   that between the two modes, there's a difference of

21   what's being displayed in the preview image.

22             In the self-photographing mode, it's

23   displaying a preview image that is an image of the user,

24   whereas in the outward-facing or other mode, the preview

25   image is an image of what the camera sees in the scene,

�

0066

 1   looking away or outward from the user.

 2             So there are many ways to look at the

 3   differences, but regardless, the display on the screens

 4   is different.

 5   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 6        Q.   And let's refer briefly to paragraph 19 of

 7   your declaration.  You discuss your understanding of the

 8   law of anticipation.  Just let me know when you've

 9   gotten there, paragraph 19.

10        A.   Okay.

11        Q.   And you state:  I have been advised the patent

12   claim is, quote, "anticipated" and therefore invalid

13   when a single prior art document describes, or a prior

14   art document -- product includes every element recited

15   either expressly or inherently in the claim.

16             Do you see that?

17        A.   Yes.

18        Q.   So what we have been discussing is your

19   arguments on anticipation by Chin.  Correct?

20        A.   Correct.

21        Q.   So is your argument that Chin expressly

22   includes limitation 1E or inherently includes limitation

23   1E?

24             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

25        A.   When I analyzed this reference, I looked at
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 1   what was expressly disclosed in the reference regarding

 2   the function -- how the device is configured and

 3   functions.  And in my opinion, a person of ordinary

 4   skill would have understood the descriptions and

 5   illustrations in the reference to be disclosing this

 6   claim limitation.

 7   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 8        Q.   Just to be clear, you're not making an

 9   inherency argument here.

10             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

11        A.   I am not using the word "inherency."

12   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

13        Q.   Let's take a look at paragraph 155 of your

14   declaration.

15        A.   Okay.

16        Q.   And in the middle of it, you make a reference

17   of Figure 11 of the '842 patent, and you state, quote,

18   "the lens 1136 is associated with the first screen 110."

19             Do you see that?

20        A.   Yes.

21        Q.   And could we look at paragraph 34, lines 40

22   through 52.

23        A.   Which document are you referring to now?

24        Q.   I'm sorry, the '842 patent, column 39.  I'm

25   sorry, column 34 starting with, like, line 45.  So
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 1   column 34, line 45 in the '842 patent.

 2        A.   Okay.

 3        Q.   And it makes reference to what you said in

 4   your declaration, right?  It says:  As shown in

 5   Figure 11, the lens 836 is associated with the first

 6   screen 110.

 7             Do you see that?

 8        A.   No.

 9        Q.   Line 34.  Sorry, column 34, line 45 through

10   46.

11        A.   Okay.

12        Q.   As shown in Figure 11, the lens 1136 is

13   associated with the first screen 110.

14             Do you see that?

15        A.   Yes.

16        Q.   And if you refer to Figure 11 in the '842

17   patent, is it correct that the lens 1136 is located on

18   first screen 110?

19             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

20        A.   In Figure 11, the lens is shown at the top

21   left corner of the device but is missing the label

22   "1136" that the specification refers to.

23   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

24        Q.   Would a POSITA understand that to be

25   indicating that lens 1136 is on first screen 110 in --
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 1             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection.  Apologize,

 2   counsel.  Objection, form.

 3        A.   A POSITA, in reading the text of the patent

 4   and looking at the figures, would have understood that

 5   the lens is associated with the first screen 110.

 6   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 7        Q.   Okay.  Is it correct that it's located on the

 8   first screen 110?

 9             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

10        A.   The reference says that the lens is associated

11   with the first screen 110.  It does not say that it has

12   to be on the first screen 110.

13   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

14        Q.   As illustrated in Figure 11, would a POSITA

15   understand that the first -- that the lens 1136 is

16   located on the first screen 110?

17             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

18        A.   I'm not sure what you mean by "located on."

19   Instead, a POSITA, in reading the patent, would have

20   understood that the lens is associated with the first

21   screen 110.

22   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

23        Q.   If we look at -- let's look at Figure 1B of

24   the '842 patent.

25             Do you see Figure 1B?
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 1        A.   Yes.

 2        Q.   And is it correct that Figure 1B shows a

 3   primary screen 104?

 4        A.   Yes.

 5        Q.   And is it correct that Figure 1B depicts a

 6   lens 168 that is on primary screen 104?

 7        A.   It's unclear from the figure whether it's on

 8   the screen 104.  The specification says that the device

 9   includes a camera 168 and that the camera is associated

10   with the screen.

11        Q.   So you're saying in Figure 1B that the camera

12   168 might not be on the screen 104?

13             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

14        A.   I'm not sure what you mean by "on" in this

15   case.

16   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

17        Q.   Okay.  So I have a cellphone here and

18   there's -- do you see there's camera lenses located on

19   the device?

20        A.   I do.

21             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

22   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

23        Q.   Okay.  So in Figure 1B, if the camera lens is

24   not located on screen 104, where else could it be

25   located?
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 1        A.   It could be inserted through the screen, for

 2   example.

 3        Q.   Okay.

 4        A.   Could be beneath.  There may be various design

 5   choices one could make.

 6             When you say "on the screen," to me, that's

 7   very vague.  It has the connotation to me that you have

 8   a screen and then you select a camera device and you

 9   set -- place or set the camera device on the screen.  In

10   that case, if you tip the screen, it will roll right

11   off, so it doesn't make much sense to me.

12        Q.   Fair enough.

13             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Counsel, we've been going

14   about an hour and 20 minutes.  Is this a good place to

15   take a quick break?

16             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  Yeah, yeah, certainly.

17   Dr. Rodriguez, 10 minutes?  15 minutes?  What would be

18   good?

19             THE WITNESS:  At some point, I'll -- I guess,

20   yeah, we can do a 10-minute break now, and then at some

21   point I'll need a lunch break.

22             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  Okay, sure.  So it's,

23   what, 11:23 your time, so yeah, maybe after the next

24   series of questions we'll go about an hour and then

25   we'll take a lunch break.  Does that sound about right?
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 1             THE WITNESS:  Okay, great.

 2        (Recess taken.)

 3   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 4        Q.   Let's take a look at paragraph 162 of your

 5   declaration, Dr. Rodriguez.

 6        A.   Okay.

 7        Q.   And just to orient ourselves, this analysis

 8   involves ground 1, that Chin anticipates Claim 6.

 9             Is that correct?

10        A.   Yes.

11        Q.   And so that means that Chin has to expressly

12   disclose or inherently disclose Claim 6.

13             Is that fair to say?

14             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

15        A.   Yes.

16   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

17        Q.   And for Claim 6, am I right that you're not

18   making an inherency argument?

19        A.   What I'm arguing with regard to Claim 6 is

20   that a POSITA, having reviewed the documents, would have

21   understood from the teachings in Chin that the elements

22   of Claim 6 are disclosed.

23        Q.   That's not an inherency argument, right?

24        A.   I've not used the term "inherency" in my

25   argument in the declaration for Claim 6.
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 1        Q.   Your position is that Chin expressly discloses

 2   Claim 6, right?

 3        A.   Yes.  The teachings in the Chin reference,

 4   when analyzed by a person of ordinary skill in the art,

 5   do disclose all the elements of Claim 6, in my opinion.

 6        Q.   Let's take a look at what you labeled as the

 7   outward-facing mode in Figure 6 of Chin.

 8             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection to the extent that's

 9   a question.  Form.

10             THE WITNESS:  And can you direct me to the --

11             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  Oh, sure.

12   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

13        Q.   Looking at Figure 6 of Chin, which you

14   characterized as being the outward-facing mode.

15        A.   Can you direct me to where in the declaration

16   I characterize Figure 6 as the outward-facing mode?

17        Q.   Sure.  If everybody would just give me a

18   moment, I seem to have lost my realtime.

19             Do you recall the figures we were looking at

20   before we took the break on page 61 of your declaration?

21             Page 61, you have Figure 6 of Chin labeled as

22   outward-facing mode.

23        A.   On page 61 of my declaration, I have an

24   annotated version of Figure 6 called outward-facing mode

25   that shows the device being used in an outward-facing

�

0074

 1   mode to take a picture of a spotted dog.

 2        Q.   And in that mode, is it correct that there's a

 3   preview of the subject, the spotted dog, shown on first

 4   display unit 51?

 5        A.   Yes.

 6        Q.   In that mode, what does Chin say regarding

 7   what is displayed on the other side on second display

 8   unit 52?

 9             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

10        A.   In Chin at Figure 9 as well as the associated

11   text that discusses Figure 9 it explains that the device

12   determines whether or not it is in self-photographing

13   mode at step S150.

14             If it is in self-photographing mode, then it

15   displays images on the second display unit before

16   photographing.  And if it determines that it is not in

17   self-photographing mode, then it displays the images on

18   the first display unit before photographing.

19             So this is very clear that there's a choice

20   that's being made as to where the preview image is being

21   displayed.  It's either being displayed on a second

22   display unit in self-photographing mode or on the first

23   display unit if it's not in self-photographing mode.

24   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

25        Q.   So if it's not in self-photographing mode,
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 1   that corresponds to what you refer to as the

 2   outward-facing mode.  Correct?

 3        A.   Yes.

 4        Q.   And that would be step 170 in Figure 9.

 5   Correct?

 6        A.   Step 170 is where it displays a preview image

 7   when it's in the outward-facing or other mode.

 8        Q.   And it indicates that -- is it fair to say

 9   that Chin, in the figures and in the discussion,

10   indicates that in the self -- let me rephrase that.

11             Is it fair to say that Chin discloses, through

12   the figures and the narrative, that in the

13   outward-facing mode there is a preview shown in first

14   display unit 51?

15             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

16             THE WITNESS:  Can you rephrase that question?

17   I got lost.

18             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  Sure.

19   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

20        Q.   In the outward-facing mode of Chin, is it

21   correct that Chin discloses that the first display unit

22   51 provides a preview of the subject of the photograph?

23        A.   You're asking about in the self-photographing

24   mode?

25        Q.   No.  So we're talking about the outward-facing
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 1   mode of Figure 6.

 2        A.   Yes, being referenced at paragraph 79,

 3   discloses that when the device is in the other mode,

 4   taking an outward-facing image, the device displays

 5   images on a first display unit before a photograph is

 6   taken so that the first display unit can perform a

 7   preview function.  So that's what I was referring to as

 8   a preview image.

 9        Q.   And what does Chin say regarding the second

10   display unit 52 when the device is in the outward-facing

11   mode?

12             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

13        A.   In the outward-facing mode in Figure 9, the

14   result of the self-photographing mode test at step S150

15   would direct the processing to take the branch labeled

16   "no" if we're in outward-facing mode, and that would

17   proceed to step S170, where the preview image is

18   displayed on the first display unit.

19             And in this same flow chart, we see that step

20   S160 is skipped in that event, that is, the preview

21   image is not going to be displayed on the second display

22   unit.

23             In my opinion, a person of ordinary skill,

24   when reviewing this Figure 9 and the associated

25   description, would have understood that the purpose of
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 1   this flow chart is to show the order, the sequence of

 2   steps that are being performed and the way the

 3   self-photographing mode test is being applied, namely,

 4   that the device is going to take either the "no" branch

 5   or the "yes" branch but not both at the same time;

 6   otherwise, the flow chart would have been presented in a

 7   different way.

 8   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 9        Q.   And the "no" branch indicates that a preview's

10   going to be presented on the first display unit 51.

11   Correct?

12        A.   Yes.

13        Q.   It doesn't say anything there about what, if

14   anything, is displayed on second display unit 52.

15   Correct?

16             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

17        A.   To the contrary, the flow chart indicates that

18   the step S160 where images are displayed on the second

19   display unit is going to be skipped in the event that we

20   are in an outward-facing mode.

21   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

22        Q.   Okay.  So let's take the outward-facing mode

23   and think about Figure 6.

24             Is it correct that in that mode, the second

25   display unit 52 could present, for example, a
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 1   screensaver?

 2             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.

 3        A.   Can you direct me to where in Chin it

 4   discusses a screensaver?

 5   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 6        Q.   No.  I'm asking you would a POSITA understand

 7   that in Figure 6 of Chin, the second display unit could

 8   display a screensaver?

 9             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.

10        A.   No.  I see nothing in the Chin reference to

11   suggest implementing a screensaver as an additional

12   element in this device.

13   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

14        Q.   Are you saying that a POSITA would -- so are

15   you saying it would be impossible for the second display

16   unit 52 to present a screensaver in the outward-facing

17   mode?

18             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

19        A.   I did not say that.  What I said is that

20   there's nothing in the reference to suggest it.

21   Further, a person of ordinary skill would have

22   understood that it wouldn't make sense to devote extra

23   resources and, you know, more power draw or more cost to

24   implement features that are not necessary for the

25   device.  If the device is pointed in such a way that one
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 1   of the screens is not even visible to the user, why

 2   would one want to expend resources to implement a

 3   screensaver on that screen?  Wouldn't make sense.

 4   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 5        Q.   In that mode, that second display unit can be

 6   visible to the subject, right?  The person whose

 7   photograph is being taken by the user.

 8             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

 9        A.   Okay.

10        Q.   Is that a yes?

11        A.   What was the question?

12        Q.   The question was in that mode, the

13   outward-facing mode, the second display unit could be

14   visible to the subject of the photograph.

15        A.   You're referring to a subject such as the dog

16   in the annotated Figure 6.  I guess that display unit

17   would be facing the subject, but my prior statement

18   still stands.

19        Q.   So what if -- let's take, for example, what if

20   the -- strike that.

21             Can the outward-facing mode, instead of taking

22   a picture of a dog, can it be used to take a picture of

23   a person?  The user's taking a picture of another

24   person?

25             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.
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 1        A.   Yes, it could.

 2   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 3        Q.   And it could be taking a picture of another

 4   person who's close to the camera.  Correct?

 5             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.

 6        A.   Yes.

 7   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 8        Q.   Could the second display unit 52 facing the

 9   subject of the photograph have an image that says

10   "Smile!" with an exclamation point?

11             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.

12        A.   There are many ways one could redesign the

13   device disclosed in the Chin reference, but there's

14   nothing in the Chin reference that suggests the features

15   that you're referring to.

16             So in my opinion, a person of ordinary skill

17   in the art would not have thought that the Chin

18   reference intended these extra features to be, you know,

19   part of the device.

20   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

21        Q.   Are you saying that it would be impossible for

22   the second display unit 52 in Chin's Figure 6

23   configuration to display an image that says "Smile!"?

24             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

25        A.   I did not say it would be impossible.  But,

�

0081

 1   for example, just to illustrate the point, it would be

 2   possible to redesign Chin's device so that it has a long

 3   power cable that one could plug into a wall so that it

 4   wouldn't run out of energy.  But there's nothing in the

 5   Chin reference that suggests that or indicates that, so

 6   a person of ordinary skill, in reading the Chin

 7   reference, would have understood the Chin reference to

 8   be presented the way it is presented in the reference

 9   and to not include a power cord that's plugged into the

10   wall.

11   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

12        Q.   Does Chin state anywhere that screen 52 in

13   Figure 6 is turned off or disabled?

14             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

15        A.   Yes.

16   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

17        Q.   And where is that?

18        A.   As I said, in Figure 9 and the associated text

19   that describes Figure 9, we see the flow chart where in

20   the self-photographing mode test at step S150 one of the

21   two branches is taken, either the "no" branch or the

22   "yes" branch, not both at the same time.

23             A person of ordinary skill would have

24   understood that this flow chart illustrates that only

25   one of those branches is to be taken, which means that
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 1   the preview image is displayed on only one display so

 2   that the other display, since it's not facing the user,

 3   would be disabled or turned off or inactive or blank.

 4        Q.   Wouldn't it be equally valid that a POSITA

 5   would understand Figure 9 as describing the movement of

 6   the preview from the first display to the second display

 7   but not addressing at all the other display in each of

 8   those two configurations?

 9             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

10        A.   That's not the way I see it.

11   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

12        Q.   Were screensavers for handheld mobile devices

13   known in the art at the relevant time period here of

14   2011?

15             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.

16        A.   I haven't done that analysis so I wouldn't be

17   able to say right now.

18   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

19        Q.   Sure.  You referred to the original Apple

20   iPhone in your declaration.

21             Do you recall that?

22        A.   I don't recall the location.  Can you direct

23   me to where you're referring?

24        Q.   Yeah, paragraph 253.

25        A.   Okay.
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 1        Q.   Did you acquire an iPhone, one of the original

 2   iPhones in the 2007 time frame?

 3        A.   I did own an iPhone around that time frame.  I

 4   don't know if it was the original iPhone.

 5        Q.   Do you recall that the iPhone had a

 6   screensaver?

 7             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

 8        A.   No, I don't specifically recall.

 9   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

10        Q.   Were screensavers known in the 2011 time

11   frame?

12             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

13        A.   Screensavers were known in other contexts,

14   yes.

15   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

16        Q.   Certainly some personal computers in that time

17   frame had screensavers, right?

18        A.   Correct.  Like, for a desktop computer, it was

19   known that you could implement a screensaver on a

20   desktop computer.

21        Q.   And it's pretty common at this time for

22   handheld computing devices such as smartphones to have

23   screensavers, right?

24             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.

25        A.   I don't know.  I know on my smartphone I don't
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 1   have a screensaver running, but maybe there are

 2   screen -- smartphone devices out there that do have

 3   screen -- I -- I assume there probably is a way to

 4   configure it so it has a screensaver.

 5   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 6        Q.   Let me try to be a little more precise.  By

 7   screensaver, I mean, a default image that the device

 8   goes to when it's been idle for a period of time.

 9             Does that make sense?

10             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

11        A.   That would be one type of screensaver.  I know

12   that on my personal iPhone, I have it configured so that

13   if it goes idle after a certain amount of time, the

14   display turns off.

15   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

16        Q.   Because you've set it up that way.

17        A.   I don't know if I set it up that way or that

18   was the default configuration.  I can't recall.

19        Q.   And on the question as to whether screensavers

20   were known in the 2011 time frame for handheld computing

21   devices, I just want to be clear on your answer.

22             Is your answer no, screensavers for handheld

23   computing devices weren't known, or you don't recall?

24             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.

25        A.   I don't recall any specific handheld computing
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 1   device with a screensaver around that time frame.  I

 2   would guess that they probably existed, but to the point

 3   whether or not that technology was available and

 4   existed, Chin clearly describes a device that has a

 5   decision being made as to where to display the preview

 6   image and displaying an image on the second display unit

 7   is expressly skipped in the event that the camera is

 8   configured in the outward-facing mode.

 9   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

10        Q.   Is it fair to say that you're reading into

11   Chin that it must have code that turns off the other

12   screen when it's in the outward-facing mode?

13             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

14        A.   It has some way of implementing the flow chart

15   that's in Figure 9.

16   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

17        Q.   And that would be through some computer code

18   or instructions running on the Chin device, right?

19             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.

20        A.   That would be the logical way of implementing

21   the steps shown in Figure 9.

22   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

23        Q.   Does Chin disclose anywhere that it's coded or

24   it has instructions to turn off the outward-facing

25   screen when you're in the Figure 6 outward-facing mode?
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 1             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.

 2        A.   Yes.  At paragraph 52 of Chin, it says that

 3   the controlling unit 70 includes controlling software.

 4   A person of ordinary skill would have understood that

 5   the controlling software is in the form of code or

 6   computer instructions or computer-executable

 7   instructions or instructions that can be executed by a

 8   processor in order to perform the functions described in

 9   the reference.

10             And those functions include the functions

11   embodied in Figure 9 which, as we've discussed, involves

12   skipping the display of images on the second display

13   unit when the device is in the outward-facing mode and

14   taking pictures.

15   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

16        Q.   So let's say the user is in the

17   self-photograph mode of Figure 5.  And in that mode,

18   second display unit 52 is showing a preview of the user,

19   right?

20        A.   Right.

21        Q.   Now, if the user switches from the

22   self-photographing mode of Figure 5 to the

23   outward-facing mode of Figure 6, do you follow that?

24        A.   No.  That statement didn't make sense.

25        Q.   Okay.  So would it be -- is it correct that a
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 1   user could be operating the device in the

 2   self-photographing mode of Figure 5 and then the user

 3   could change to the outward-facing mode of Figure 6?

 4        A.   Yes.

 5        Q.   And when the user's in the self-photographing

 6   mode, second display 52 is showing a preview, right?

 7        A.   Yes.

 8        Q.   When the user changes to the outward-facing

 9   mode, your position is that second display unit 52 would

10   be turned off and disabled and displaying nothing,

11   right?

12             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

13        A.   Once the device is operating in the

14   outward-facing mode, then the second display unit would

15   be not displaying anything.

16   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

17        Q.   But isn't it possible that the second display

18   unit which was displaying a preview in the

19   self-photographing mode could continue to display a

20   preview in the outward-facing mode?

21             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.

22        A.   It is possible to design a different device

23   that operates in the manner you described, but that's

24   not -- that's not the device described in the Chin

25   reference.
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 1             The Chin reference doesn't -- the Chin device

 2   doesn't operate that way.  A person of ordinary skill

 3   would have understood from Figure 9 and the associated

 4   description of the figure that it wouldn't make sense to

 5   implement it that way.

 6   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 7        Q.   So are you saying it wouldn't make sense for,

 8   in the outward-facing mode, for the second display unit

 9   to be presenting a preview to the subject of the

10   photograph?

11             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.

12        A.   Perhaps I misunderstood the scenario you were

13   describing.  Maybe we should set it up again.

14   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

15        Q.   Sure.  You were talking about it not making

16   sense for the second display 52 to be presenting

17   anything in the outward-facing mode, right?  That's the

18   essence of what you said, right?

19        A.   Right.  So that if you switch from

20   self-photographing mode to outward-facing mode, the

21   display unit that is no longer facing the unit would be

22   turned off.

23        Q.   And that's based on your belief that the

24   display unit is only for the benefit of the user, right?

25             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.
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 1        A.   No.  It's based on my analysis of the

 2   reference.

 3   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 4        Q.   Can the display unit be used for the benefit

 5   of the subject whose photograph is being taken?

 6             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

 7             THE WITNESS:  Could you direct me to where in

 8   Chin you see that discussion?

 9   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

10        Q.   I'm just asking would a POSITA understand that

11   the outward-facing display unit 52 could be presenting

12   something for the subject of the photograph to see?

13             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.

14        A.   As I mentioned earlier, a POSITA would

15   understand that you could redesign the device of Chin to

16   do many different things.  But what I was asked to do is

17   to analyze the Chin reference to determine whether a

18   person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the

19   '842 patent would have understood that the device that

20   is disclosed in Chin discloses the elements of the

21   asserted claims and so that's the analysis I did.

22             I did not try to analyze other devices that

23   could be designed based on combinations of references,

24   etc.

25   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:
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 1        Q.   And so is it correct that your position is

 2   that the processor in Chin would be coded to turn off

 3   the outward-facing second display unit 52 when the

 4   device is in the outward-facing mode of Figure 6?

 5             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

 6        A.   Yes.  In my opinion, the teachings in Chin

 7   indicate that in the outward-facing mode, the second

 8   display unit would be off because of Figure 9 and the

 9   associated description of it.

10   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

11        Q.   And that means that the processor would be

12   coded to turn off or disable that second display unit.

13             That's your position, right?

14             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

15        A.   Chin explains that controlling unit 70 is the

16   processing unit that controls the operation and that

17   implements the functionality depicted in Figure 9.  So

18   yes, a person of ordinary skill would have understood

19   that controlling unit 70 would be the element in Chin's

20   device that would be turning off the second display unit

21   when the device is in the outward-facing mode.

22   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

23        Q.   But you're not disputing that Chin's processor

24   could be coded to present a screensaver on that second

25   display unit 52 in the outward-facing mode of Figure 6?
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 1             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.

 2        A.   As I said, one could redesign the device to

 3   make it do something completely different.  But what I

 4   was doing is analyzing the Chin reference to determine

 5   what device Chin was disclosing and whether the device

 6   disclosed in Chin performs the elements of the asserted

 7   claims from the understanding of a person of ordinary

 8   skill at the time.

 9   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

10        Q.   Okay.  But you're not suggesting that it would

11   be possible for Chin to be coded to present a

12   screensaver on second display 52 in this outward-facing

13   mode?

14             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.

15             THE WITNESS:  Can you restate that question?

16             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  Yeah, let me correct it.

17   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

18        Q.   You're not suggesting that it would be

19   impossible for Chin to be coded to present a screensaver

20   on that outward-facing second display unit in Figure 6?

21             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.

22        A.   As I said, it would be possible to redesign

23   Chin's device to make it do something very different.

24   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

25        Q.   And you're not suggesting that it would be
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 1   impossible for the outward-facing second display 52 to

 2   present a default image such as "Smile!"?

 3             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.

 4        A.   It is not impossible to have a device that

 5   operates in other manner such as what you're describing,

 6   but that would no longer be the Chin device.  So what I

 7   opined on in my declaration is how the Chin device

 8   operates.

 9   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

10        Q.   Let's take a look at Claim 10.  This is

11   starting with your paragraph 165.

12        A.   Okay.

13        Q.   So you've just got two paragraphs here, 165

14   through 166.  Are you making any kind of inherency

15   argument here?

16             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

17             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  Actually, let me withdraw

18   that.  Let me back up from that.

19   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

20        Q.   You refer in this -- you refer in paragraph

21   166 to paragraph 61 of Chin.

22             Do you see that?

23        A.   Yes, I see that I cite paragraph 61.

24        Q.   Okay.  And do you -- and why don't you go

25   ahead and take a look at paragraph 61.  We discussed
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 1   this earlier, paragraph 61 in Chin.

 2             And do you recall your testimony about

 3   paragraph 61 of Chin discussing that the second button

 4   unit 33A on the connecting device 30 could be a

 5   touchscreen liquid crystal display?

 6        A.   Yes.

 7        Q.   And we talked earlier about connecting device

 8   30 being a component that is between the first panel and

 9   second panel in Chin as shown in Figure 1.

10             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

11        A.   Yes.  The connecting unit connects the first

12   panel and second panel.

13   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

14        Q.   And referring to Figure 1 in Chin with

15   paragraph 61 in mind, is it correct that Chin is

16   disclosing that the second button unit 33A connecting

17   unit 30 can be a touchscreen-type LCD?

18        A.   In my opinion, Chin is disclosing that the

19   second button unit could be implemented using different

20   components other than what's shown in Figure 1 in

21   connecting unit 30.

22             For example, one could use a touchscreen-type

23   liquid crystal display.  In my opinion, a person of

24   ordinary skill, when reading that statement, would have

25   understood that there would be multiple ways of
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 1   implementing the second button unit using a

 2   touchscreen-type liquid crystal display.

 3             One could incorporate a touchscreen-type

 4   liquid crystal display into connecting unit 30, or one

 5   could implement the -- either of the two display units

 6   51 and 52 as a touchscreen-type liquid crystal display

 7   so that the second button unit could be incorporated

 8   into display units 51 and/or 52.

 9        Q.   Does paragraph 61 of Chin expressly state that

10   the second button unit could be implemented as a

11   touchscreen that is part of either the first display 51

12   or second display 52?

13             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

14        A.   Yes.  In my opinion, a person of ordinary

15   skill, reading that statement in the context of the

16   reference, would have understood that Chin was not

17   intending for the structure of the second button unit to

18   be limited to what's depicted in Figure 1.

19             Figure 1 shows the second button unit as part

20   of the connecting unit 30.  Chin is expressly stating

21   that the device is not limited in that way.  Instead,

22   one could use different structures, such as a

23   touchscreen-type liquid crystal display.

24             A person of ordinary skill, when reading that

25   statement, would immediately think that since there's
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 1   already a display unit 51 and a display unit 52 that one

 2   could implement those as either, or both of those as a

 3   touchscreen-type liquid crystal display, which perhaps

 4   would save costs not having to have a third liquid

 5   crystal display device present.

 6             But, of course, one could use a third liquid

 7   crystal -- or one could use a third display device so

 8   that the connecting unit 30 could be implemented as a

 9   touchscreen-type liquid crystal display in addition to

10   the display unit 51 and display unit 52.

11             Chin is very clear that they did not intend to

12   limit the structure of the second button unit to simply

13   be implemented on as part of the connecting unit shown

14   in Figure 1.

15        Q.   So is your position that if a reference is not

16   limited to something then it expressly discloses

17   everything that it's not limited to?

18             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.

19        A.   No, that's not what I said.

20   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

21        Q.   Does paragraph 61 of Chin even mention first

22   display 51 or second display 52?

23             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

24        A.   It mentions a display which, in my opinion,

25   would cause a person of ordinary skill to immediately
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 1   think of the other displays that have already been

 2   mentioned, namely, display unit 51 and display unit 52.

 3   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 4        Q.   So a POSITA reading paragraph 61 would, in

 5   your words, immediately think of the other displays?

 6        A.   Yes, because --

 7             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

 8        A.   -- the last sentence of 61 is expressly

 9   referring to a display.

10   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

11        Q.   It's referring to the display for the second

12   button unit 33A, right?

13        A.   It's stating that the structure of the second

14   button unit 33A is not limited to the above structure.

15   And by "the above structure," it's referring to the

16   connecting unit 30 that houses those buttons.

17        Q.   Isn't it referring to the plurality of

18   push-type buttons that's mentioned at the beginning of

19   paragraph 61?

20             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

21        A.   The plurality of push-type buttons for the

22   second button unit 33A are located on a face of the

23   connecting unit 30, as the reference says.

24   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

25        Q.   So when you read paragraph 61, what does "the
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 1   above structure" refer to?

 2        A.   Where do you see the word "above"?

 3        Q.   It's in the third line from the bottom of

 4   paragraph 61 in Chin:  Second button unit 33A is not

 5   limited to the above structure.

 6             Wouldn't a POSITA look at this paragraph and

 7   understand that the above structure is referring to the

 8   second button unit being implemented using, quote, "a

 9   plurality of push-type buttons"?  And it's saying that

10   instead of using a plurality of push-type buttons, it

11   could be implemented using a touchscreen -- a touch-type

12   LCD.

13             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

14        A.   But you have to read this paragraph in the

15   context in which it's given, and the specification has

16   already explained that the second button unit 33A is

17   implementing a -- the structure of that second button

18   unit is implemented as part of the connecting unit 30.

19             So when I read the last sentence of

20   paragraph 61, my thinking was that "the above structure"

21   was referring to the second button unit 33A as part of

22   connecting unit 30 that includes a plurality of

23   push-type buttons.  I was thinking of the full context

24   rather than the narrow read that you are suggesting.

25   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:
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 1        Q.   So your reading, you're saying a POSITA would

 2   read paragraph 61 and a POSITA would not understand "the

 3   above structure" to be referring to the plurality of

 4   push-type buttons implementing second button unit 33A.

 5             Is that correct?

 6        A.   No.

 7             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection to form.

 8        A.   No.  That's not what I said.

 9   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

10        Q.   Does "the above structure" -- would a POSITA

11   understand "the above structure" to be referring to

12   structure that is disclosed above in paragraph 61?

13        A.   "Above structure" to me refers to the

14   structure that's described above in the patent

15   specification.  And I, in my -- when I read through

16   this, I was not -- to just a --

17             (Reporter clarification)

18        A.   I'm sorry, I was not limiting the structure to

19   just the structure in that first sentence of

20   paragraph 61 but, instead, referring to the structure in

21   paragraph 61 in the context of the description above.

22   "Above" refers to everything above that last sentence of

23   paragraph 61, and that includes the earlier description

24   that explains that the second button unit 33A is part of

25   the structure of connecting unit 30.
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 1   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 2        Q.   Where in Chin is there a disclosure that

 3   second button unit 33A could be located on the first

 4   display 51 or second display 52?

 5        A.   That --

 6             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

 7        A.   That disclosure appears in the last sentence

 8   of paragraph 61 where it says that second button unit

 9   may be embodied by using different components such as a

10   touchscreen-type liquid crystal display.

11   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

12        Q.   So you're pointing to paragraph 61.  Is there

13   any other paragraph that you assert in Chin discloses

14   the second button unit 33A being on one of the displays

15   51 or 52?

16        A.   There may be other portions in Chin that

17   address this, but the disclosure at the end of

18   paragraph 61 is clear to me.  The only displays that

19   Chin has mentioned prior to paragraph 61 are the display

20   unit 51 and the display unit 52.  So when it's talking

21   about a display, those two display units would

22   immediately be displays that come to mind.

23        Q.   Okay.  But to be clear, you're referring to

24   paragraph 61.  You said there may be other sections, but

25   you haven't identified any other sections to support
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 1   this argument, right?

 2             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

 3        A.   I did identify other sections in the

 4   declaration.

 5   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 6        Q.   And what are those?

 7        A.   For example, at paragraph 166, I explain that

 8   Chin discloses that the display units can be a liquid

 9   crystal display apparatus, referring to paragraphs 45

10   and 46 of Chin.

11        Q.   Does that disclose that second button unit 33A

12   could be on one of the display units, which is your

13   argument here?

14             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.

15        A.   You asked whether I refer to any other

16   portions of the Chin reference to support the argument

17   that the second button unit could be implemented as part

18   of display unit 51 or display unit 52, and the

19   disclosures in paragraph 45 and paragraph 46 do support

20   that in that Chin discloses that the display units can

21   be a liquid crystal display apparatus.

22             Further, in paragraph 61, Chin discloses that

23   the second button unit could be implemented as a

24   touchscreen-type liquid crystal display.  The only

25   liquid crystal display that's been mentioned so far is
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 1   the liquid crystal display that Chin says can be used

 2   for display unit 51 and display unit 52.

 3   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 4        Q.   Right.  And display unit 51 and 52 are not

 5   mentioned in paragraph 61, right?

 6        A.   The number 51 and the number 52 does not

 7   appear in paragraph 61, but my point still stands.

 8        Q.   So we're in Anticipation Land here, right?

 9             This ground is arguing that Chin anticipates

10   Claim 10, right?

11        A.   That's correct.

12        Q.   And that means that Chin has to expressly

13   disclose the limitation or inherently disclose the

14   limitation, right?

15             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

16        A.   As it was explained to me, a patent claim is

17   anticipated and, therefore, invalid when a single prior

18   art document describes or a prior art product includes

19   every element recited either expressly or inherently in

20   the claim.

21   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

22        Q.   And your position here with respect to

23   Claim 10 is that Chin expressly discloses the limitation

24   of Claim 10, right?

25        A.   Yes, for the reasons I've just discussed, that
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 1   Chin in paragraph 61 expressly says that the second

 2   button unit could be implemented as a touchscreen-type

 3   liquid crystal display, and the only liquid crystal

 4   display that was previously mentioned is the option for

 5   display unit 51, display unit 52 to be liquid crystal

 6   displays.

 7        Q.   And you state here in paragraph 166:

 8   Accordingly, a POSITA would have understood that one or

 9   more controls are presented on the second screen.

10             Do you see that?

11        A.   Yes.

12        Q.   Okay.  What is the second screen?  Is that

13   first display 51 or second display 52 in Chin?

14             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

15        A.   Both are disclosed.  Chin discloses that there

16   are two display units, display unit 51 and display unit

17   52.  Each of those, Chin says, can be a liquid crystal

18   display and thus, a POSITA reading these disclosures

19   would have understood that the second button unit could

20   be implemented as part of a touchscreen-type liquid

21   crystal display that could be either display unit 51 or

22   display unit 52.  So each of those individually would

23   qualify as the claimed second screen for the purpose of

24   Claim 10.

25   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:
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 1        Q.   Claim 10 depends from -- strike that.

 2             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Steve, are we getting close to

 3   a point where that lunch break might make sense?

 4             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  Yeah.  Let me take a look

 5   at my line of questions here and do this in a way that

 6   works best for everybody.

 7   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 8        Q.   So just to be clear, in paragraph 61 of Chin

 9   where it says that the second button unit 33A is not

10   limited to the above structure, your position is that a

11   POSITA would understand that to be referring to all the

12   prior disclosure in Chin and not referring to the

13   structure referred to at the beginning of paragraph 61,

14   push-type buttons?

15             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection to form.

16             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  Well, let me restate

17   that.  That was kind of a messy question.

18   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

19        Q.   So just to be clear, in paragraph 61 of Chin

20   where it says the second button unit 33A is not limited

21   to the, quote, "above structure," your position is that

22   a POSITA would understand that to be referring to all of

23   the structure that Chin had disclosed before

24   paragraph 61?

25             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.
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 1        A.   Yes, in part.  More specifically, a POSITA

 2   would understand that "the above structure" refers to

 3   the first sentence of paragraph 61 as well as the prior

 4   disclosures that relate to the button unit, namely, the

 5   fact that the button unit appears as part of connecting

 6   unit 30.  So a POSITA would have understood that "the

 7   above structure" refers to the second button unit 33A

 8   housed as part of connecting unit 30, including a

 9   plurality of push-type buttons.

10   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

11        Q.   Can you point to a figure in Chin that depicts

12   second button unit 33A being anywhere other than on

13   connecting unit 30?

14             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection.  Form, scope.

15        A.   I don't believe there's a figure that was

16   offered to illustrate it, but the last sentence of

17   paragraph 61 does say that the second button unit could

18   be embodied in a different way, such as part of a

19   touchscreen-type liquid crystal display with the

20   reference to the -- let me rephrase this.

21             When it refers to a touchscreen-type liquid

22   crystal display, a POSITA would have immediately thought

23   of the only other liquid crystal displays that were

24   mentioned, and that was display unit 51 and display unit

25   52, which are the displays mentioned earlier which were
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 1   expressly stated that they could be a liquid crystal

 2   display.

 3   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 4        Q.   But there's no figure in Chin that depicts the

 5   second button unit 33A being anywhere else than other

 6   than on connecting unit 30, right?

 7             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

 8        A.   There is no figure to illustrate this

 9   particular embodiment, but a person of ordinary skill in

10   the art would have understood that it's being described

11   in paragraph 61 at the last sentence.

12             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  Okay, how long would you

13   like to take for a break for lunch?

14             THE WITNESS:  Maybe half an hour would be

15   enough.

16             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  Sure.  Geoff?

17             ATTORNEY MOSS:  I can make that work sure.

18             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  Okay.

19        (Recess taken.)

20   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

21        Q.   Dr. Rodriguez, let's take a look at paragraph

22   211 of your declaration, Exhibit 1003.  And this is

23   limitation 1H relating to the first or second screens

24   being different for image capture modes.

25             Do you see that above paragraph 211?
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 1        A.   No.  In my declaration it's labeled as element

 2   11H instead.

 3        Q.   Oh, right.  So 11H.  That's the same language

 4   that's in limitation 1E.  Correct?

 5        A.   Yes.

 6        Q.   Okay.  I just want to confirm.  Your argument

 7   for limitation 1H is the same as the argument for

 8   limitation 1E.

 9             Is that correct?

10             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

11        A.   I don't present an argument for limitation 1H.

12   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

13        Q.   Yeah, you say in paragraph 212:  The

14   limitations of Claim 11H are the same as the limitations

15   of Claim 1E; thus, Chin discloses the limitations of

16   Claim 11H for the same reasons it discloses the

17   limitations of Claim 1E, right?

18        A.   Right.

19        Q.   Okay.  So that's indicating that your argument

20   for limitation 11H is the same as the argument for

21   limitation 1E.  Correct?

22             Just want to confirm that.

23        A.   Yes.

24        Q.   And if we could look at Claim 13, this is --

25   we're still in ground 1, anticipation by Chin, in your
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 1   paragraph starting with 222.

 2        A.   Okay.

 3        Q.   So for Claim 13, it spans paragraphs 222

 4   through 226.  And is it correct, looking at paragraph

 5   226, that your argument for Claim 13 is the same as your

 6   argument for Claims 6 and 7 regarding Chin allegedly

 7   disclosing a, quote, "full and disabled mode"?

 8        A.   With regard to Claim 13, my analysis does

 9   refer to the analysis for Claims 6 and 7, but I also

10   have a sentence in paragraph 226.

11        Q.   Right.  In paragraph 226, it says:  And the

12   second display unit displays nothing and is disabled.

13             Do you see that in paragraph 226?

14        A.   Yes.

15        Q.   And that's the same argument as set forth for

16   Claims 6 and 7, right, regarding Chin?

17        A.   There are additional statements that appear

18   for -- regarding Claim 6 and Claim 7.

19        Q.   In paragraph 226, you state, in Chin's

20   outward-facing mode, you state, quote, "the second

21   display unit displays nothing and is disabled."

22             Do you see that?

23        A.   Can you repeat that?  I lost where you were

24   indicating the quotation marks.

25        Q.   Sure.  In paragraph 226, you state that in
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 1   Chin's outward-facing mode, you state, quote, "the

 2   display -- second display unit displays nothing and is

 3   disabled."

 4             Do you see that?

 5        A.   Yes.

 6        Q.   Okay.  So it's your position that Chin

 7   expressly discloses that the second display unit not

 8   only displays nothing, but that it's disabled in that

 9   mode.

10             Is that correct?

11        A.   Yes.

12        Q.   And that's based on Figure 9 of Chin.

13             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

14   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

15        Q.   Is that correct?

16             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Same objection.

17        A.   What do you mean by "that"?

18   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

19        Q.   Oh, that the second display unit is -- it's

20   not -- strike it.  Strike that.

21             You state in paragraph 226 that the second

22   display unit displays nothing and is disabled.

23             Do you see that?

24        A.   Yes.

25        Q.   And we're talking about the outward-facing
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 1   mode.  So your position is that the second display unit

 2   52 is -- it's displaying nothing and it's disabled,

 3   right?

 4        A.   Right.

 5        Q.   And what do you mean by disabled?

 6        A.   It's turned off, not displaying anything,

 7   inactive.

 8        Q.   Okay.  So the screen's actually turned off?

 9             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

10        A.   There's no image being actively displayed on

11   that display unit.

12   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

13        Q.   Right.  That's the first part of your

14   statement.  You say second display unit displays

15   nothing.  But you also state that it's disabled, right?

16   In paragraph 226.

17        A.   Yes.  It's not displaying anything, and it's

18   disabled.

19        Q.   Can you show me where -- where does Chin

20   anywhere disclose disabling a screen?

21             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

22        A.   For example, if the second display unit is a

23   touchscreen LCD display, it is not receiving inputs when

24   the device is configured in an outward-facing mode.

25   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

�

0110

 1        Q.   Does Chin anywhere use the term "disable"

 2   regarding one of the display units?

 3        A.   I don't recall the term "disable" being used

 4   explicitly in Chin, but it's clear from Chin's Figure 9

 5   and the associated descriptions that when the device is

 6   in the outward-facing mode that the "no" branch in

 7   Figure 9 step S150 has been selected rather the "yes"

 8   branch, and thus, the second display unit is not being

 9   used.

10             There's nothing in the flow chart that

11   indicates for the outward-facing mode that the second

12   display unit is displaying anything or is receiving any

13   inputs.  Thus, a person of ordinary skill would

14   understand that this indicates the second display unit

15   has been disabled in that mode.

16        Q.   So you're reading step S170 in Figure 9, and

17   you're saying there's an additional affirmative step

18   where the second display unit 52 is disabled.  Correct?

19             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

20        A.   No, I didn't say that.

21   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

22        Q.   You are saying that the second display unit is

23   disabled, right?  You've got it here in paragraph 226.

24        A.   That's correct.

25        Q.   And I think you just said that in the "no"
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 1   branch on Figure 9 where you're in the outward-facing

 2   mode that the second display unit 52 would be disabled.

 3             Is that right?

 4        A.   That's right.

 5        Q.   And that would occur in the "no" branch on

 6   Figure 9, right?

 7        A.   When the "no" branch at step S150 is taken,

 8   the preview image would be displayed on the first

 9   display unit and the second display unit would be

10   displaying nothing and would be disabled.

11        Q.   And you're saying it would be disabled, second

12   display unit 52, even though Figure 9 in the "no" branch

13   doesn't state anything about disabling second display

14   unit 52?

15             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

16        A.   The figure, when taken as a whole, is clear

17   that the second display unit is used when the "yes"

18   branch is taken at step S1 -- after step S150, and that

19   after -- when the "no" branch is taken after step S150,

20   it's the first display unit that is being used.  So a

21   person of ordinary skill would understand that this is

22   indicating that the second display unit is disabled when

23   the "no" branch is taken after step S150.

24   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

25        Q.   So just to be clear, the second display unit
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 1   52, it not only displays nothing but it's also disabled.

 2   That's your position.  Correct?

 3             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

 4        A.   In the outward-facing mode, when the "no"

 5   branch is taken after step S150, the preview images are

 6   displayed on the first display unit and the second

 7   display unit is displaying nothing and the second

 8   display unit is disabled.

 9   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

10        Q.   Wouldn't a POSITA reading Figure 9 expect that

11   if the second display unit 52 was disabled that there

12   would be an operation reflected in the flow chart of

13   Figure 9 of --

14             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection.  Sorry.  Objection,

15   form.

16        A.   In my opinion, no.

17   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

18        Q.   There's a difference between a device

19   displaying nothing and being disabled, right?

20             That's why you used that language in paragraph

21   226, right?

22             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

23             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  I'll withdraw that

24   question.

25   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:
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 1        Q.   If I could refer you to paragraph 252 of your

 2   declaration, Exhibit 1003, we're now in the ground 2,

 3   obviousness based on Chin.

 4        A.   Did I miss the question?

 5        Q.   No, you didn't.  You haven't.  Let's take a

 6   look at paragraph 256 of your declaration.  This is on

 7   claim limitation 1E regarding the different displays

 8   across different image capture modes.

 9             I'm trying to understand your analysis

10   starting at 256 on this limitation 1E.  Are you applying

11   essentially the same claim construction for limitation

12   1E as you did in the analysis under ground 1 for

13   anticipation?

14             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

15        A.   Regarding the claim construction, I discuss

16   that at paragraphs 55 through 57 in my declaration.

17   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

18        Q.   Right.  And I don't think you addressed

19   limitation 1E there.

20             What I'm asking is did you apply the claim

21   language -- for this analysis of obviousness for

22   limitation 1E in paragraph 257, are you applying the

23   claim language in the same way you understood it for the

24   anticipation analysis for limitation 1E?

25             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

�

0114

 1        A.   In both cases, I have assumed the meaning as

 2   understood by a POSITA at the time of the claimed

 3   invention, where appropriate, in light of the patent

 4   specification, claims, and file history.

 5   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 6        Q.   So paragraph 257, when you say -- in the

 7   middle of it, you say:  A POSITA at least would have

 8   found it obvious that the display on each of the screens

 9   changes between modes.

10             Do you see that language?

11        A.   Yes.

12        Q.   Is that referring to the same thing that we

13   discussed earlier where you said in the one mode you're

14   going to have a preview on second display unit 52, and

15   then when you go to the other mode in Figure 6, the

16   preview is going to be on first display unit 51?

17             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

18        A.   In paragraph 257, what I'm saying is that the

19   display on each of the screens changes between those two

20   modes, the selfie mode and the outward-facing mode.

21   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

22        Q.   Right.  But there's two screens in each mode,

23   right?

24        A.   Yes.  There are two screens, and each of --

25   for each of those two screens, the display changes
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 1   between modes.

 2        Q.   So to be precise, you're saying that first

 3   display unit 51 has a different display unit in the

 4   self-photographing mode than it does in the

 5   outward-facing mode; and likewise, second display 52 has

 6   a different display in the self-photographing mode than

 7   it does in the outward-facing mode.

 8             Is that correct?

 9             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

10        A.   No, that's not what I said.

11   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

12        Q.   Okay.  What did you say?

13        A.   What I said is for each of the two screens,

14   the display changes between modes.

15        Q.   And the two screens you're referring to are

16   first display 51 and second display 52, right?

17        A.   The two screens are the first display unit 51

18   and the second display unit 52.

19        Q.   And so I'm just trying to understand what you

20   mean here.  So are you saying that -- let's start with

21   first display unit 51.

22             Are you saying that when you change modes that

23   first display unit 51 is different in the first mode

24   than first display unit 51 is in the second mode?

25        A.   No, that's not what I said.
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 1        Q.   Okay.  So tell me in terms of first display

 2   unit 51 and second display unit 52 what you mean by the

 3   display of each of the screen changes.

 4        A.   What I mean is that the display on each of the

 5   screens, display unit 51 and display unit 52, changes

 6   between modes.

 7        Q.   Okay, let's -- again, let's start with display

 8   unit 51.  So explain for me how -- strike that.

 9             Are you saying that display unit 51 is

10   different in the self-photograph mode than display unit

11   51 in the outward-facing mode?

12             Is that what you're saying?

13        A.   No.

14        Q.   Okay.  What's different?

15        A.   What I'm saying --

16        Q.   The modes are different, right?

17             We agree on that, right?

18             The self-photographing mode and the

19   outward-facing mode are two different modes, right?

20        A.   Yes, they are two separate modes.

21        Q.   And so how do the -- how do the displays on

22   each of the screens change between those modes?

23             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

24   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

25        Q.   And I know you're saying that they change, but
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 1   specifically, what do you mean?

 2             Like, what's on display unit 51 in the one

 3   mode and then what's on display unit 51 in the second

 4   mode?  And then same thing with the first -- the second

 5   display 52.

 6             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

 7   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 8        Q.   Unless I totally don't understand.  I mean, I

 9   might not -- it may be that I'm not understanding your

10   theory and you're not comparing first display unit 51 to

11   first display unit 51, you know, across the two modes

12   and likewise with display unit 52.

13             Does that make sense?

14             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

15             THE WITNESS:  Does what make sense?

16             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  Apparently not.

17   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

18        Q.   Okay, you say in paragraph 257:  The display

19   on each of the screens changes between modes.

20             What are you comparing when you make that

21   statement?

22        A.   I'm comparing the display on each of the

23   screens.

24        Q.   Which display?

25        A.   The display on display unit 51 and also the
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 1   display unit -- display on display unit 52.

 2        Q.   Are you saying that each one of those displays

 3   changes when you go from one mode to the other?

 4        A.   Yes.  On display unit 51, the display changes

 5   when you change between modes.  And on display unit 52,

 6   the display changes when you change between modes.

 7             And also, as I discussed before, in each of

 8   the modes, the display on display unit 51 is different

 9   from the display on display unit 52.

10        Q.   Okay.  So you're comparing display unit 51

11   against 52 across modes as well as display unit 51

12   against display unit 51 across modes?

13             Is that right?

14             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

15        A.   Regardless of how you do the comparison, the

16   displays are different.

17   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

18        Q.   You state in paragraph 257:  Indeed, a POSITA

19   would have understood that the screen not described as

20   showing the preview would have one of two states:

21   Either on or off.  Correct?

22        A.   Yes, that's what I wrote.

23        Q.   So that other screen could be on or that other

24   screen could be off, right?

25        A.   Right.
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 1        Q.   Okay.  So in paragraph 258, we talked about

 2   this earlier, your statement that basically, that it was

 3   known to, quote, "turn off or disable a screen that is

 4   not facing the user."

 5             Do you see that language in paragraph 258 on

 6   page 98 of your declaration?

 7        A.   No.

 8        Q.   Yeah, actually, it's on page -- it's paragraph

 9   258, the first line.  Do you see it says would have been

10   motivated, quote, "to turn off or disable a screen that

11   is not facing the user"?

12             Do you see that?

13        A.   Yes.

14        Q.   And just to make sure we're clear from the

15   record before, you don't cite any references to any

16   prior art in support of that statement here in paragraph

17   258, right?

18             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

19        A.   I did not cite references for that statement

20   because it wasn't necessary.  It was clear to me what a

21   POSITA would have known in and around 2011.

22   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

23        Q.   And in paragraph 258, you state:  Turning off

24   power to one screen in a multi-screen device was a known

25   design option.
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 1             Do you see that in paragraph 258?

 2        A.   Yes.

 3        Q.   Okay.  You cite no references in support of

 4   that statement in paragraph 258, right?

 5        A.   I did not cite references for that statement

 6   because it wasn't necessary, since I knew what a POSITA

 7   would have known and would have been able to do.

 8        Q.   Did you look for any references to support

 9   your statement about it being a known design option to

10   turn off power on one screen when it's not pointing

11   towards the user?

12             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.

13        A.   It wasn't necessary to look for references

14   since to me, this is very obvious.

15   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

16        Q.   Okay.  You said you have experience with the

17   iPhone in the time frame when it came out, 2007, circa

18   2007.  Is that fair to say?

19        A.   Yes.

20        Q.   And the iPhone had camera functionality,

21   right?

22        A.   Yes.

23        Q.   And if the user of the iPhone took an

24   outward-facing picture of a subject, the user would see

25   a preview of the subject.  Correct?
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 1             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.

 2        A.   I have not had the opportunity to evaluate

 3   every model of the iPhone and every version of its

 4   software, so I wouldn't be able to give a definitive

 5   answer to that question.

 6   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 7        Q.   Okay.  You say in your paragraph -- this is

 8   your statement in paragraph 253:  Famously, the original

 9   iPhone launched in 2007 with a full touchscreen

10   interface and a camera.

11        A.   Which paragraph are you reading from?

12        Q.   253.

13        A.   Yes, I see that.

14        Q.   And that was, in your words, that was a famous

15   event, right?  The launch of the iPhone in 2007.

16        A.   Yes.

17        Q.   And you knew about it when it happened in

18   2007, right?

19        A.   Yes.

20        Q.   And as you indicated, the iPhone in 2007 had a

21   touchscreen interface and a camera, right?

22        A.   Yes.

23        Q.   And the iPhone in its camera mode could be

24   used to take a picture of a subject.  Correct?

25        A.   Yes.
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 1        Q.   And the touchscreen interface of the iPhone

 2   would show a preview of that photograph.  Correct?

 3        A.   I know that at least in some models with some

 4   versions of the software the iPhone displayed a preview

 5   image prior to taking a photo.

 6        Q.   Okay.  And that applies to versions of the

 7   iPhone prior to 2011, right?

 8        A.   Yes, at least to some versions.  I -- again, I

 9   haven't had the opportunity to evaluate every version of

10   the software and every model of the iPhone prior to

11   2011.

12        Q.   Right.  Did I recall correctly that you

13   indicated earlier that you bought one of the early

14   versions of the iPhone or you acquired an early version

15   of the iPhone?

16        A.   I have bought a number of models of the iPhone

17   over the years.  I don't recall the first model that I

18   ever purchased, but it would have been very early.

19        Q.   Right.  Prior to 2011?

20        A.   Yes.

21        Q.   So we discussed that at least in some models

22   of the iPhone in that time frame, a user could take an

23   outward-facing picture and the user would see a preview

24   of the image on the touchscreen of the iPhone.  Correct?

25        A.   Correct.
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 1        Q.   And a user could take the iPhone and turn it

 2   around and take a selfie, right?

 3             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.

 4        A.   That functionality I believe has changed over

 5   the years depending on which model you're talking about,

 6   because I know the number of cameras in the device has

 7   changed over the years.

 8   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 9        Q.   But even in the most basic iPhone, a user

10   could take it in the camera mode and turn it around and

11   take a selfie, right?

12        A.   Yes.  I believe that was always possible.

13        Q.   And in that case, the screen would be going

14   from facing the user to not facing the user, right?

15             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

16        A.   If the device was turned so that the screen is

17   not facing the user, then the screen is not facing the

18   user.

19   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

20        Q.   And is it correct that the iPhone in that time

21   frame, that the screen would continue to display a

22   preview of the image even though the screen is not

23   facing the user?

24             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.

25        A.   I wouldn't know.
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 1   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 2        Q.   You said you used versions of the iPhone prior

 3   to 2011, right?

 4        A.   That's right.

 5        Q.   And I assume you used them in your personal

 6   capacity.  Right?

 7        A.   Yes.

 8        Q.   Okay.  And did you use your iPhone in that

 9   time frame to take pictures of, let's say, family or

10   friends?

11             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.

12        A.   I probably did take pictures of family and

13   friends.

14   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

15        Q.   Did you recall you or friends or acquaintances

16   using your iPhone to take a selfie?

17        A.   No.

18             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection to form.  Scope.

19        A.   Prior to 2011, I don't recall specifically

20   whether I used the iPhone to take a selfie.  That was

21   years ago.

22   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

23        Q.   So your testimony at this time is in the --

24   prior to 2011, you don't know whether an iPhone used in

25   the selfie mode would continue to be displaying a
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 1   preview of the image when the display is facing away

 2   from the user?

 3             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.

 4        A.   I don't recall ever operating the device in

 5   that manner.  And even if I did, that's not something I

 6   would have been able to observe.

 7   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 8        Q.   Would you have seen other people using iPhones

 9   in that time frame to take selfies?

10             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.

11        A.   I don't recall.  You're talking about almost

12   15 years ago.  I have no way of distinguishing in my

13   memory which versions of iPhones I would have seen

14   operating during which years and which ones were being

15   used to take selfies, which ones had a single camera,

16   which ones had multiple cameras embedded.  There's so

17   many variables, so I have a hard time answering that

18   question.

19   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

20        Q.   But iPhones were a part of the state of the

21   art.  That's why you mentioned the iPhone in your

22   declaration, right?

23             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

24        A.   Yes.  Of course, iPhones were prevalent prior

25   to 2011.  I did mention them in my declaration.  But you
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 1   are asking about a very particular usage of an iPhone,

 2   and I believe you're asking about the usage of an iPhone

 3   that has a single camera, and I don't remember which

 4   year Apple transitioned to multiple cameras.

 5   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 6        Q.   But there was a time when the iPhone had a

 7   single camera, right?

 8        A.   I believe so.

 9             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Object to form.

10        A.   I believe the original iPhone had a single

11   camera.  I could be mistaken.  It's been many years.

12   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

13        Q.   Let me ask you this.  Would it surprise you to

14   know that the early iPhones, when used in the -- to take

15   a selfie, the outwardly facing display continued to

16   present a preview?

17             Would that surprise you if that was the case?

18             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.

19        A.   I -- again, you're asking about a -- perhaps a

20   hypothetical situation I haven't thought about before.

21   I don't have specific thoughts one way or the other on

22   that at this time.

23   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

24        Q.   You used the word "hypothetical" but, I mean,

25   there's no -- you don't disagree that iPhones prior to
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 1   2011 had a camera functionality and users used them to

 2   take selfies.

 3             You don't dispute that, do you?

 4             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.

 5        A.   I agree that even the first iPhone had a

 6   camera device incorporated.

 7   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 8        Q.   And users used them to take selfies, among

 9   other things?

10        A.   I don't recall firsthand observation of users

11   taking selfies with the original camera iPhone model,

12   but I am sure that some users would have.

13        Q.   Let's go ahead and transition to the Whitehorn

14   reference.  This is ground 3, anticipation by Whitehorn.

15   And I'd like to refer you to paragraph 279 of your

16   declaration.

17             There's a passage from Whitehorn that you

18   quote towards the end of your paragraph 279 that a

19   bottom large screen interface 124 accepts a pen -- a pen

20   inputs while user selections are made with the

21   touch-sensitive pad 126.

22             Do you see that?

23        A.   Yes.

24        Q.   What does that mean?

25             What is Whitehorn disclosing there?
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 1             I find the sentence confusing.  If you don't

 2   have an immediate answer, just let me know and we'll

 3   just move on.

 4        A.   In that sentence, Whitehorn is explaining that

 5   the bottom large screen interface can accept pen inputs,

 6   and it also says that user selections are made with the

 7   touch -- touch-sensitive pad.

 8        Q.   Right.  It uses that word "while," right?  It

 9   says "while user selections are made."

10             So would a POSITA understand that to be

11   indicating that pen inputs could be made to the bottom

12   large screen interface 124 that are not user selections

13   whereas user selections are made with a touch-sensitive

14   pad 126?

15             Is that how you would read that sentence?

16        A.   No.

17             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

18        A.   No, that's not the way I read it.

19   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

20        Q.   Okay.  Let's turn to paragraph 296 of your

21   declaration.  And we're at ground 3, anticipation by

22   Whitehorn.  Limitation 1E, quote, "wherein each image

23   capture mode a display on the first or second screen is

24   different."

25             Do you see that section of your declaration?
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 1        A.   Yes.

 2        Q.   Is it correct that you're arguing here that

 3   the top large screen interface 128 is different in one

 4   image capture mode than top large screen interface 128

 5   is in another image capture mode?

 6             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

 7        A.   No.  That's not what it states.

 8   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 9        Q.   Okay.  So what's -- explain to me the argument

10   for limitation 1E here.

11             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

12        A.   As I stated in paragraph 296, in each of these

13   two image capture modes, a display on at least the top

14   large screen interface 128 is different.

15   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

16        Q.   Okay.  So a display on top large screen

17   interface 128 is different in one image capture mode

18   than the display on top large screen interface 128 in

19   another image capture mode.

20             Is that correct?

21             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

22             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  I'll withdraw that

23   question.  I think I can move the ball ahead here.

24   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

25        Q.   If we go to your paragraph 299, you state:  In
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 1   the first image capture mode, the top large screen

 2   interface is not visible.

 3             Do you see that?

 4        A.   Yes.

 5        Q.   And you go on to state that in that image

 6   capture mode, quote, "it would not display an image on a

 7   screen that was not visible to the user."  Correct?

 8        A.   Yes.

 9        Q.   Isn't it true that Whitehorn is completely

10   silent on what top large screen interface 128 displays

11   in the first image capture mode?

12             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

13        A.   In the first image capture mode, the top large

14   screen interface is not visible so it would have been

15   clear to a POSITA that the device would not display an

16   image on screen that's not visible to the user.

17   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

18        Q.   Does it say that anywhere in Whitehorn?

19        A.   I don't recall Whitehorn using those words,

20   but it would be very clear to a POSITA reading Whitehorn

21   that since the screen is not visible, the device would

22   not be displaying anything on it.  That would simply

23   waste power.

24        Q.   And your position here is that that is

25   expressly disclosed in Whitehorn.  You're not relying on
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 1   inherency for that argument.

 2             Is that correct?

 3             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

 4        A.   Correct.

 5   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 6        Q.   If we could turn to Claim 3 starting on -- at

 7   paragraphs 309, is it correct that for Claim 3, you are

 8   applying Whitehorn's first image capture mode, which

 9   would correspond to Figure 1 of Whitehorn?

10             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

11        A.   For satisfying Claim 3, I refer to the

12   Whitehorn device configured to capture an outward-facing

13   image in the first capture mode where the device can be

14   in a closed state, which is shown in Figure 3.

15   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

16        Q.   Right.  And Figure 3 is just a side view of

17   the Figure 1, which also displays the first image

18   capture mode, right?

19        A.   Yes.  Figure 1 shows the device in the first

20   image capture mode.

21        Q.   And turning to Claim 4, starting with your

22   paragraph 312 and referring to the diagram you have on

23   page 121 showing Figure 3 of Whitehorn, do you see that?

24        A.   Yes.

25        Q.   If you look now at Figure 4 of White House
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 1   [sic], do you see that?  That's another side view in the

 2   first image capture mode.

 3             Is that correct?

 4        A.   Do you mean Figure 4 of Whitehorn?

 5        Q.   Yeah, Figure 4 of Whitehorn.  I live in DC so

 6   I've got the White House on my mind all the time.

 7        A.   Please repeat what your question was.

 8        Q.   Yeah.  If you look at Figure 4 of Whitehorn,

 9   do you agree that that shows a side view of the first

10   image capture mode on the other side of the device?

11             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

12        A.   Yes.  Figure 4 shows a first image capture

13   mode.

14   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

15        Q.   Okay.  And what is element 118 shown in

16   Figure 4?

17        A.   Element 118 is a small screen interface.

18        Q.   Is that basically a display for the user to

19   peer through to see a preview of the image in this

20   particular mode?

21             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

22        A.   Yes.  The small screen interface 118 allows

23   users to view images.

24   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

25        Q.   Like a preview of a photo that's getting ready
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 1   to be taken, right?

 2        A.   Yes.  That would be an example of an image

 3   that can be viewed on the small screen interface 118.

 4        Q.   What's the shape of small screen interface

 5   118?

 6        A.   I don't recall Whitehorn describing any

 7   particular shape of the small screen interface 118.

 8        Q.   What would a POSITA understand to be the shape

 9   of the small screen interface based on Figure 4 of

10   Whitehorn?

11             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.  Scope.

12        A.   In my opinion, the small screen interface

13   could have any shape that is consistent with what's

14   shown in Figure 4, or another shape.  I mean, Figure 4

15   is just one example view of what the device could look

16   like.

17   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

18        Q.   Would you agree that Figure 4 in this

19   exemplary view, as you put it, shows a small screen

20   interface that appears to be circular or oval?

21        A.   No.  I see a big black area, and perhaps some

22   detail has been lost in the printing of the figure.  I

23   do see a circular black region, but it's impossible to

24   discern exactly where the end of the squiggly line is

25   located for element 118.  Possibly, it's pointing to the
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 1   whole black circular disk, or possibly it's pointing to

 2   an interior object within that black circular disk and

 3   because of the limited resolution in printing this

 4   document, that may have been obscured.  But regardless,

 5   the specification does not appear to limit the shape of

 6   the small screen interface.

 7        Q.   Let's go ahead and take a look at Claim 7

 8   starting at paragraph 321.  We're still in ground 3,

 9   anticipation based on Whitehorn.

10        A.   Okay.

11        Q.   And I believe your read of Whitehorn in this

12   case is that the claimed second screen is small screen

13   118 and the claimed first screen is top large screen

14   interface 128.

15             Is that correct?

16        A.   Yes.

17        Q.   And we're in the first image capture mode of

18   Whitehorn as depicted in Figure 1, 3, and 4, right?

19        A.   Yes.

20        Q.   And is it your position that because top large

21   display 128 is not physically accessible in this first

22   image capture mode that that means that top large

23   display interface 128 is disabled per the claim?

24             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

25        A.   As I explain in the declaration, when the
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 1   device is in a first image capture mode, the top large

 2   screen interface 128 is neither visible nor accessible

 3   to the user; and thus, it would not display an image and

 4   would be disabled.

 5   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 6        Q.   And your argument here is that Whitehorn

 7   expressly discloses Claim 7.  You're not relying on

 8   inherency.

 9             Do I have that right?

10        A.   Correct.

11             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  If we could turn to

12   paragraph 329 starting on page 124.  And, by the way, I

13   think we're in the home stretch here, so if we can bear

14   with it, I think we can wrap up, Geoff and

15   Dr. Rodriguez, without taking another break.

16             ATTORNEY MOSS:  That's lawyer talk for two

17   more hours, Dr. Rodriguez.  I'm kidding, I'm kidding.

18             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  Yeah, tòuchè.  I've seen

19   that before.

20             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Like "the last question."  I

21   get it, I get it.

22             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  I've seen that before and

23   done that before, right?

24             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Who hasn't, right?

25             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  Yeah.
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 1   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 2        Q.   Okay, so starting at paragraph 329 and

 3   paragraph 330, the limitation 11B states "wherein the

 4   second screen faces an opposite direction from the first

 5   screen when the device is closed."

 6             Do you see that in limitation 11B?

 7        A.   Yes.

 8        Q.   And am I correct that in paragraph 330, you're

 9   relying on Whitehorn's first image capture mode for the

10   read, which is -- corresponds to Figures 1, 3, and 4 of

11   Whitehorn?

12             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

13        A.   Yes.  In paragraph 330, I'm -- and

14   paragraph 331, I'm referring to the first capture mode

15   as shown in Figures 1, 3, and 4.

16   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

17        Q.   Okay.  And in the first image capture mode of

18   Whitehorn, isn't it the case that the bottom screen 124

19   and the top large screen 128 are facing each other, not

20   facing in opposite directions?

21             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

22        A.   No.  They're facing in opposite directions.

23   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

24        Q.   This is in the first capture mode?  Strike

25   that.
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 1             This is in the first image capture mode of

 2   Whitehorn as depicted in, for example, Figure 1?

 3        A.   Yes.  In Figures 1, 3, and 4, the device is in

 4   the closed configuration and one screen is pointing one

 5   direction, the other screen is pointing in the opposite

 6   direction.

 7        Q.   Just so the record is clear, in that mode, top

 8   large screen 128 is folded down onto bottom large screen

 9   124.  Correct?

10             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

11        A.   In the closed state, the top large screen 128

12   is -- I guess you could refer to it as folded onto the

13   bottom large screen.  Seems like a strange way to refer

14   to it.

15   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

16        Q.   You see in limitation 11B, it goes on to refer

17   to, quote, "wherein an image capture lens is associated

18   with the second screen."

19             Do you see that?

20        A.   Yes.

21        Q.   And for that image capture lens, you're

22   pointing to image capture device 116 in Whitehorn's

23   first image capture mode such as shown on Figure 1 and

24   Figure 3.

25             Is that correct?
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 1             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

 2        A.   Yes.  In paragraphs 333 and 334, I refer to

 3   the image capture device 116, which does appear in

 4   Figures 1, 3 -- at least Figures 1 and 3.

 5   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

 6        Q.   Okay.  And is it correct that the image

 7   capture device 116 is part of the hinge 104 depicted in

 8   Figure 1 of Whitehorn?

 9        A.   Whitehorn explains that the hinge includes

10   image capture device 116.

11        Q.   So the image capture device 116, it's part of

12   hinge 104, it's not part of the top large screen

13   interface 128.  Correct?

14             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Objection, form.

15        A.   Whitehorn explains that the hinge includes

16   image capture device 116, and a POSITA would have

17   understood that the image capture device 116 is

18   associated with the top large screen interface 128

19   because the images captured by the camera are displayed

20   there.

21   BY ATTORNEY SCHREINER:

22        Q.   You're not slowing down.  If I could turn you

23   to paragraph 376.  And here, we're in ground 4,

24   obviousness based on Whitehorn.

25             You state in paragraph 376 that it was known
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 1   in the art to perform, quote, "turning off power to one

 2   screen in a multi-screen device."  Strike that.  Let me

 3   rephrase this.

 4             You state in paragraph 376 that a POSITA would

 5   have been motivated, quote, "to turn off or disable a

 6   screen that is not facing the user."

 7             Do you see that?

 8        A.   Yes.

 9        Q.   Okay.  And similar to what we discussed with

10   regard to Chin, here we're talking about Whitehorn, you

11   don't cite any references to support that statement

12   regarding turning off or disabling a screen that is not

13   facing the user.  Correct?

14        A.   Correct.  I didn't need to cite references for

15   that statement because it was clear to me what a POSITA

16   would have known at the time.

17        Q.   Okay.  Did you discuss with counsel any of the

18   substance of your testimony today during any of the

19   breaks?

20        A.   No.

21             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  Okay.  I have no further

22   questions for cross.  I pass the witness to you,

23   Geoffrey.  Thank you Dr. Rodriguez.

24             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Give me two minutes to see if

25   I have any redirect.
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 1             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  Sure.

 2             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Thanks so much.

 3        (Discussion held off the record.)

 4                         EXAMINATION

 5   BY ATTORNEY MOSS:

 6        Q.   Dr. Rodriguez, in reviewing your declaration

 7   to prepare for this deposition, did you notice any

 8   clerical errors that you wanted to correct?

 9        A.   Yes.  In reviewing my declaration for this --

10   in preparation for this deposition, I did notice there

11   were a few clerical errors that somehow came into being.

12        Q.   Do you want to identify those?

13        A.   Yes.  There are four corrections that should

14   be made.

15             At paragraph 191, the phrase "is a computer"

16   should have been the phrase "includes controlling unit

17   70."

18             At paragraph 192, the phrase "in computers

19   such as" should have been "to execute software in."

20             At --

21             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  Just bear with me one

22   moment, if you don't mind.  I'm trying to keep up with

23   you.  Okay, thanks.

24   BY ATTORNEY MOSS:

25        Q.   Anything else, Dr. Rodriguez?
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 1        A.   At paragraph 263, the phrase "a computer"

 2   should have been the phrase "execute software."

 3        Q.   What was the fourth one?

 4        A.   And the fourth one is at paragraph 384.  The

 5   phrase "and application" should have been the phrase

 6   "and application programs, id., [0033] - [0034],

 7   [0117]."

 8        Q.   And did any of these clerical errors change

 9   the substance of any of the opinions in your

10   declaration?

11        A.   No.  They do not change any of the opinions

12   that are in the declaration.

13             ATTORNEY MOSS:  Okay.  No further questions,

14   Dr. Rodriguez.  Thank you.

15             ATTORNEY SCHREINER:  I'm good.

16   

17             (Deposition adjourned at 2:42 p.m.)

18   
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 1                  - REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE -

 2               I, MARY ANN PAYONK, shorthand reporter and

 3   Notary Public, CA CSR No. 13431, do hereby certify that

 4   the witness whose deposition is hereinbefore set forth

 5   was sworn by agreement of all parties, that the

 6   proceedings were reported stenographically by me, and

 7   that this transcript is a true, correct, and full record

 8   of the testimony given.

 9               I further certify that I am not related to

10   any of the parties to this action by blood or by

11   marriage, and that I am in no way interested in the

12   outcome of this matter.

13               IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my

14   hand this 14th day of August, 2025.

15   

16           _______________________________________

17                 MARY ANN PAYONK, CSR #13431

18           Virginia Notary Registration No. 219251

19               My Commission expires 8/21/2026
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 1   ERRATA SHEET FOR:  DR. JEFFREY J. RODRIGUEZ

 2   CASE CAPTION:  Motorola and Google vs. Multifold

 3   DEPOSITION DATE:  August 8, 2025

 4   

     Page _______ Line _______ Reason _______

 5   From _________________ to _____________________
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     From _________________ to _____________________

 7   

     Page _______ Line _______ Reason _______
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 1               I,

 2                  DR. JEFFREY J. RODRIGUEZ,

 3   state that I have read the foregoing deposition and

 4   declare under penalty of perjury:

 5               That the foregoing is my deposition under

 6   oath;

 7               That I have read same and have made the

 8   necessary corrections, additions or changes to my

 9   answers that I deem necessary;

10               That my answers as indicated are true and

11   correct.

12               Executed at _________________________ this

13   ________ day of _________________, 2025.
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16                  DR. JEFFREY J. RODRIGUEZ

17   

18   

19   

20   

21   

22   

23   

24   

25   

�





