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Page 2 Page 4
1 There were present at the taking of this 1 (exhibit cont'd) PAGE
2 deposition the follow ng counsel: 2 Deposition Exhibit 10 174
3
McDERMOTT W LL & EMERY LLP by (Declaration of Dr. Kenneth Fernald in
4 MR CHARLES M McNAHON 3 support of patent owner's preliminary
MR THOVAS DaMARI O
5 444 Vest Lake Street response)
Sui te 4000 4
6 Chicago, Illinois 60606 - b
encahon com Deposi tion Exhibit 11 203
7 t damari o@me. com 5 (U.S. patent 6,625, 738)
o (312) 372-2000 6 Deposition Exhibit 12 206
on behal f of the Petitioner (US. patent 8,624, 550)
9 ZTE (USA) Inc.; 7
10 it b
HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP by Deposi tion Exhibit 13 o . ' 214
11 MR GREGORY HUH 8 (ZTE vs. Fundamental decision to institute)
2323 Victory Avenue 9  **Deposition Exhibit 3 not marked
12 Suite 700 10
Dal | as, Texas 75219
13 gregory. huh@aynesboone. com 11 ok ok kokox
(214) 651-5000 12
14
on behal f of the Petitioner 13
15 LG El ectronics; 14
16 15
| RELL & MANELLA LLP by
17 MR JASON G SHEASBY 16
1800 Avenue of the Stars 17
18 Sui te 900
Los Angel es, California 90064 18
19 j sheasby@rell.com 19
(310) 277-1010 20
20
on behal f of the Patent Oaners; 21
22 ALSO PRESENT: Ms. Barb Rudol f
Legal vi deographer. 23
23 24
24 - e - -
25 25
Page 3 Page 5
1 VI DECTAPED DEPCSI TI ON CF 1 THE VIDEORAPHER  Good norning.  Here begi ns
JAMES T. GEIER . L . .
2 2 videotape No. 1 of the deposition of James T. Geier in
s July 30, 2018 3 the matter of ZTE (USA) Inc. vs. Fundanental |nnovation
4 EXAM NATI ON BY: pace | 4 Systens International LLCfiled in the Lhited Sates
g M. Jason G Sheasby 6 | 5 Patent and Tradenark Gifice, case No. |PR 2018-00110.
oKk ok ok x 6 Today' s date is July 30th, 2018, and the tinme
7 1 1 H .
8 ExH BI TS 7 on the video nonitor is 9:05 a.m
9 PAGE | 8 M/ nane is Barb Rudol f fromEpiqg, and I amthe
10 Deposition Exhibit 1 56 9 id h
(USB speci fication 2.0 4/27/00) Vi aeographer .
11 Senosi tion Exhibit 2 61 10 This deposition is taking place at MDernott
posi tion ibit . . .
12 (Deposi tion excerpt of John Irving Garney 11 WII &Enery at 444 Vest Lake Street in Chi cago,
re: Fundamental vs. Sansung 11/20/17 12 1llinois.
13 . . .
Deposi tion Exhibit 4 75 |13 Qounsel, pl ease voice identify yourselves and
14 (U S. patent 5,884, 086)
15 Deposition Exhibit 5 g5 |14 state whom you represent.
(U S. patent 6,625, 790) 15 MR SHEASBY: Jason Sheasby for Fundanental .
16 :
Deposi tion Exhibit 6 g7 | 16 MR MMHN Charles MMihon and Tom DaMario for
17 (Cypress prelimnary specification of 17 the petitioners.
conbi nation | ow speed USB and PS/2 L .
18 peripheral control | er) 18 M HH Gegory Hih for petitioner LG H ectronics.
19 Deposition Exhibit 7 99 119 THE VIDEQGRAPHER ~ WI | the reporter please swear
(U.S. patent 6,531, 845) .
20 20 the witness.
Deposition Exhibit 8 145 |21
21 (USB Conpl ete Everything You Need to Devel op
Cust om USB Per hi pheral s by Axel son) 22
2 23
Deposition Exhibit 9 155
23 (U.S. patent 6,556,564) 24
24
55 25
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Page 6 Page 8
1 JAVEST. HER 1 understood as woul d have been a person of ordinary skill
2 called as a wtness herein, having been first duly 2 inthe art at the time what they woul d have been able to
3 sworn, was examned upon oral interrogatories and 3 see. | looked at a variety of references.
4 testified as fol | ovs: 4 Q Dd they provide you with the Rogers reference?
5 EXAM NATI CN 5 A | actually don't renenber if they provided that
6 by M. Sheashy: 6 tonmeorifl found it and then used that. | can't
7 Q Good morning, M. Geier. Can you state your 7 remenber specifically.
8 full nane for the record. 8 Q So you wvere approached about ten nmonths ago,
9 A Yes, Janes Thomas Geier. 9 fair?
10 Q And when were you first approached by -- VI, 10 A | think it was around ten months. | woul d have
11 when were you first approached to serve as an expert in |11 to look at other dates and e-nails and see exactly when
12 this case on behal f of the petitioners? 12 that was.
13 A | don't remenber the specific date, but | think |13 Q Andit's your testinony that you think you found
14 it was around nine to ten nonths ago, maybe a little bit |14 the Rogers reference, is that correct?
15  longer. 15 M MMHN jection as to form
16 Q And who approached you? 16 THE WTNESS.  Nb, that's not what | said. | said I
17 A Hersh Mehta fromMDernott. 17 can't renenber.
18 Q And tell ne everything he told you? 18 MR SHEASBY: Q Infact, you didn't find the
19 A Do youwent e to tell you every detail that he |19 Rogers reference. The Rogers reference was in
20 told me? 20 invalidity contentions that had been subnitted by the
21 Q Yes. 21 parties inthis IPRIong before ten months ago, fair?
22 A About the case? 22 A | don't knowif it was or not.
23 Q \Yes. 23 Q Ddyou find the Rogers reference?
24 A | don't remenber specifically all the details. 24 A Like | said, | can't renmenber specifically if I
25 | produced a report with this that includes ny opinions, |25 didor not or whether or not M. Mhta had provided that
Page 7 Page 9
1 but | don't remenber specifically what M. Mhta had 1 for me tolook at in a bunch of other references.
2 told ne. 2 Q Ddyoufind the Shiga reference?
3 He told me, of course, who the parties were in 3 A | can't renenber specifically if | did A the
4 the case and that this was an I PR proceedi ng and asked 4 tinme | was looking at a lot of different prior art. |
5 if | could look at some references and wite a 5 can't renenber specifically if | found that or if | was
6 declaration. 6 provided that fromthe counsel.
7 Q Wio el se have you spoken to other than M. Mhta | 7 Q Wre you provided the Casebol t reference?
8 relating to this case? 8 A | know ! did find some of those references on ny
9 A I've spoken with the attorney sitting next to 9 own, inother words, | wasn't provided those. | |ooked
10 e, Charlie here fromMDernott. 10 at all the prior art that was available that | could
11 Q Anyone el se? 11 search on and find and consider. | don't renenber
12 A | can't remenber specifically other people | 12 specifically.
13 spoke to about the case. 13 Q The Cypress data sheet, did you find that
14 Q MNow you said that M. Mhta asked you to | ook 14 yoursel f?
15 at sone art, fair? 15 A Again, it's like the other exanples | had in
16 A He certainly asked ne to consider sone art, 16 there, | can't renenber specifically.
17 right. 17 Q Ddyoufind the Kerai reference yoursel f?
18 Q He gave you that art, is that correct? 18 A Again, | can't remenber specifically.
19 A | think originally they provided me sone 19 Q DOidyou find the Rogers provisional reference
20 references to look at. 20 yourself?
21 Q Wat references did they provide you? 21 A | think the provisional -- | can't remenber for
22 A Certainly the references that are in ny report, 22 certain. | can't remenber if | actually found that and
23 ny declaration, | believe there is sone other 23 downl oaded that or if | was provided it.
24 references. | looked at sone references on ny own. 24 Q So before you were paid to serve as an expert in
25 You know | |ooked at the art, you know that | |25 this case, had you ever at any tine in your history read
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Page 10 Page 12
1 the Rogers reference? 1 Q Vés the PCPR prepared -- Srike that.
2 A 1've been involved with USB for a nunber of 2 Vés the petition prepared before the
3 years, and this dates a while. | can't remenber 3 declaration or after the declaration?
4 specifically if | read that one. 4 A | don't know
5 Q It'saverysinple question, and it's actually a | 5 Q Didyou read the petition?
6 yes or no question, and we can get the Board on the [ine | 6 A | think at sone point afterwards | didin ny
7 if weneedtothis afternoon. That's fine with ne. 7 preparation. | nostly focused on ny declaration.
8 Before you were paid to begin work as an expert | 8 Q You spoke about the '550 patent. You read the
9 inthis case, had you ever read the Rogers reference, 9 '550 patent, fair?
10 yes or no? 10 A Yes, | have.
11 A Again, | can't remenber specifically if | didor |11 Q Hwnany tines have you read it?
12 not. | can't answer that yes or no because | can't 12 A | don't remenber how many tines I've read it.
13 renenber. 13 Q NMNow you understand that the '550 patent has its
14 Q (kay. Before you were paid to serve as an 14 source in research at Bl ackBerry which used to be known
15 expert inthis case, had you ever read the Shiga 15 as Research In Motion, correct?
16 reference? 16 A I'msorry, could you repeat that question. |
17 A Again, |'ve looked at a lot of docunents in ny 17 didn't hear the first part of it.
18 career. | can't remenber specifically if | did yes or 18 Q The '550 patent has its source in research at
19 no. 19 BlackBerry or Research In Mtion, correct?
20 Q Before you were paid to serve as an expert in 20 A | think | remenber seeing it on the patent, yes.
21 this case, had you ever read the Casebolt reference? 21 Q And you wvere in the field at the tine of the
22 A Again, I've looked at a lot of different 22 patent, correct?
23 docurents. | can't remenber specifically on that one, 23 A Sure, absolutely.
24 either. 24 Q And so you were famliar with the introduction
25 Q Before you were paid to serve as an expert in 25 of BlackBerry phones that used USB charging, fair?
Page 11 Page 13
1 this case, had you ever read the Cypress reference? 1 A Certainly as a person of ordinary skill in the
2 A Again, | can't say yes or noif | have. | can't 2 art, yes.
3 renenber. 3 Q The answer to ny question is yes, correct?
4 Q Before you were paid to serve as an expert in 4 A I'mfanliar with the B ackBerry phones, yes.
5 this case, had you ever read the Kerai reference? 5 Q And the Quark phones were the first phones that
6 A That references the sane thing. |'ve |ooked at 6 had USB charging, correct?
7 alot of different references. | can't renenber 7 A Wat type of phones did you say?
8 specifically if | had or not. 8 Q Quark?
9 Q Tell ne the process that went into drafting your | 9 A | don't remenber specifically.
10  expert report. 10 Q Before BlackBerry -- You understand that
11 A Vell, what | didwas | certainly read the 11  BackBerry did introduce USB charging in their phones,
12 patent, the '550 patent, the one that we're dealing with |12 correct?
13 here, to understand what was involved there. And | 13 A | renmenber sone of that, but | don't remenber
14 looked at references and | researched sone references 14 specifically what the details were.
15 and put together sone ideas, and then provided that in 15 Q Do you know who was the first conpany to
16 ny declaration. 16 introduce USB charging in their phones?
17 Q Odyou wite your declaration? 17 A | can't renenber specifically. C course, |
18 A The declaration was produced as sort of a back 18  know what the prior art indicates as far as what
19 and forth type of devel opnent. 19  technol ogy was there and how that type of charging
20 Q Wo wote the first draft of your declaration? 20 worked.
21 A I can't renenber. | think | did sone outlining |21 Q I'msorry, | don't think you answered ny
22 onthat. | knoworiginally that outline was probably 22 question.
23 part of the original draft of the declaration, the 23 Do you know, yes or no, who was the first
24 initial draft of the declaration. Again, it was a back |24 conpany that introduced USB charging?
25 and forth type. 25 M MMHN jection as to form
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Page 14 Page 16
1 MR SHEASBY: Q In phones? 1 A It's a nohile phone that we used in the
2 A Wl certainly -- | don't remenber specifically | 2 application.
3 which phones those were or which conpanies that woul d 3 Q Wio nade the nobile phone?
4 provide an actual USB charging that conplied with the 4 A | can't renenber specifically. V¢ used several
5 standard. | don't remenber specifically which ones. 5 different types of nobile phones.
6 Q Have you ever worked in nobile phone space? 6 Q Dd you design the USB charging for that nobile
7 A Absolutely | have. 7 phone or was it off the shelf?
8 Q Wien have you worked in the mobile phone space? 8 A Do you nean the charging within the phone or do
9 A I've worked in that space since | think about 9 you nean the systemthat charged it? ['mtrying to
10 the time frame -- | would say the '90s, 1990s. 10 understand your question.
11 Q Wien exactly? 1 Q Will, let's start, did you design the UB
12 A | knowfor sure at Monarch Marking Systens, and |12 charging systemwi thin the phone itself?
13 | started there in 1996. 13 A For that particular phone, the charging was
14 By working in the nobile phone space, | guess, 14 already part of the specification, so the phone
15 what are you referring to as working? Do you nean 15 inplenented that.
16  designing or using the phones? 16 | designed the part around that that would
17 Q \Vell, let'sdoit in pieces. Have you ever 17 supply that power to that phone.
18  designed a nobile phone that uses USB chargi ng? 18 Q So you designed a power supply for a mobile
19 A No, | don't think I've designed a nobile phone 19  phone in 2007, fair?
20 that uses USB charging. 20 A That's fair to say.
21 Q Let ne ask the next question, then. 21 Q Gkay. What was that power supply that you
22 Have you ever designed a tablet that uses USB 22 designed, howdid it work?
23  charging? 23 A WII, the power supply provided the power to
24 A Not necessarily specifically atablet. | worked |24 neet the USB specification. This was a USB-specified
25 with other devices. 25 phone or a USB-conpliant phone, soit --
Page 15 Page 17
1 Q Have you ever designed a device that uses USB 1 Q Howdidit supply that power?
2 charging? 2 A It provided the pover to the phone as necessary
3 A 1've designed devices that do inplenent the UB 3 as the phone needed.
4 specification which woul d include the charging aspects 4 Q Through a USB connection?
5 of USB 5 A It vent through a USB connection, yes.
6 Q What USB specification did they inplement? 6 Q Were did the power come fron?
7 A I'mtrying to renenber. This woul d have been 7 A The power cane fromthe truck battery in one
8 about ten years ago. | don't remenber specifically 8 situation.
9 which version of that was, but it was roughly ten years 9 There is another elenent of this it would be
10 ago. 10 done in the control room and it cane froman AC outl et
11 Q So about 2007, fair? 11 that was converted to the power that was needed to drive
12 A Roughly. 12 the phone or to supply power to the phone.
13 Q Soin 2007 you designed a device that used the 13 Q And you don't remenber what USB specification
14 USB specification for charging, fair? 14 was enployed with that, correct?
15 A It certainly used a phone that had USB charging, |15 A | don't remenber specifically -- | don't
16 and ve took advantage of that for the application. 16  renenber the specification that was specifically used
17 Q Wat was the phone you desi gned? 17 for that.
18 A This was an application that dealt with 18 Q Hwnany volts did --
19 monitoring of concrete trucks comng into a facility 19 MR MMHN jection. Jason, let's let M. Geier
20 where they would be getting their supplies. You know 20 finish his answer, please.
21  their cenent would be put in the truck. As they drove 21 MR SHEASBY: Q Hownany volts did it supply?
22 in, there was a nobile phone invol ved that had USB 22 A For this particular application was a
23 charging that we took advantage of that woul d be 23 USB-specified application, | believe it supplied 5
24 charging the device. 24 volts.
25 Q Wéas it a nobile phone that you designed? 25 Q And how much current did it supply?
Epi q Court Reporting Solutions - Wodland Hlls

wwmwv. deposi ti on. com

DO(’H'@E8 0217

_ ARM

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com.



http://www.deposition.com
https://www.docketalarm.com/

Nsights

Real-Time Litigation Alerts

g Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time
alerts and advanced team management tools built for
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal,
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research

With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native
O docket research platform finds what other services can't.
‘ Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

Identify arguments that have been successful in the past
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips

° Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,

/ . o
Py ,0‘ opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

o ®
Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are
always at your fingertips.

-xplore Litigation

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more
informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of

knowing you're on top of things.

API

Docket Alarm offers a powerful API
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS

Build custom dashboards for your
attorneys and clients with live data
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal
tasks like conflict checks, document
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND

LEGAL VENDORS

Sync your system to PACER to
automate legal marketing.

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD? @ sales@docketalarm.com 1-866-77-FASTCASE




