© 00 N oo 0o~ W N P

N N N N NN P B PR R R R R R e
g A W N P O © 0 N O 00~ W N B+ O

WITNESS:

Vincent

EXHIBITS

CX

Number 1985
Number 1982
Number 1948
Number 2558
Number 2561
Number 3111
Number 3112

RX
Number 335

DX
Number 250

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION
I ND E X (PUBLIC RECORD)

DIRECT CROSS REDIRECT RECROSS

7875

FOR ID IN EVID

8031

For The Record, 1

7900
7901
7901
8032
8032
8033
8034

7901

nc.

Waldorf, Maryland

(301) 870-8025

7871



© 00 N oo 0o~ W N P

N N N N NN P B PR R R R R R e
g A W N P O © 0 N O 00~ W N B+ O

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION

In the Matter of: )
Rambus, Inc. ) Docket No. 9302
______________________________ )

Monday, June 30, 2003
9:31 a.m.

TRIAL VOLUME 38
PART 1
PUBLIC RECORD

BEFORE THE HONORABLE STEPHEN J. McGUIRE
Chief Administrative Law Judge
Federal Trade Commission
600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.

Washington, D.C.

Reported by: Josett F. Hall, RMR-CRR

For The Record, Inc.
Waldorf, Maryland
(301) 870-8025

7872



7873
APPEARANCES:

ON BEHALF OF THE FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION:

M. SEAN ROYALL, Attorney
GEOFFREY OLIVER, Attorney
JOHN C. WEBER, Attorney
MICHAEL FRANCHAK, Attorney
Federal Trade Commission
601 New Jersey Avenue, N._W.
Washington, D.C. 20580-0000
(202) 326-3663

ON BEHALF OF THE RESPONDENT:

GREGORY P. STONE, Attorney

STEVEN M. PERRY, Attorney

PETER A. DETRE, Attorney

SEAN GATES, Attorney

Munger, Tolles & Olson LLP

355 South Grand Avenue, 35th Floor
Los Angeles, California 90071-1560
(213) 683-9255

For The Record, Inc.
Waldorf, Maryland
(301) 870-8025



APPEARANCES:

ON BEHALF OF THE RESPONDENT:
A. DOUGLAS MELAMED, Attorney
Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering
2445 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20037-1420
(202) 663-6090

For The Record, Inc.
Waldorf, Maryland
(301) 870-8025

7874



© 00 N oo 0o~ W N P

N N N N NN P B PR R R R R R e
g A W N P O © 0 N O 00~ W N B+ O

7875
PROCEEDINGS

JUDGE McGUIRE: This hearing is now in order.

Counsel, how are you doing this morning? |
hope you had a good weekend.

Any i1tems that should come to the court®s
attention this morning before we begin?

MR. OLIVER: No, Your Honor.

JUDGE McGUIRE: Mr. Stone?

MR. STONE: No, Your Honor.

JUDGE McGUIRE: 1If not, then complaint counsel
may call i1ts next witness.

MR. OLIVER: Complaint counsel calls
Mr. Lester Vincent.

JUDGE McGUIRE: Mr. Vincent, would you please
approach the bench and then you®"ll be sworn by the

court reporter.

Whereupon --
LESTER VINCENT
a witness, called for examination, having been first
duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows:
DIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR. OLIVER:
Q. Good morning, Mr. Vincent.
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A_. Good morning.

How are you today?

Okay -

MR. OLIVER: Your Honor, before 1 proceed,
because we"re in a somewhat unusual posture given that
we"re taking Mr. Vincent out of order and we have
previously read a portion of his deposition transcript,
I thought 1°d just take a moment to explain to you, to
respondent and also to Mr. Vincent just what we do want
to try to accomplish here today.

JUDGE McGUIRE: All right. Go ahead.

MR. OLIVER: First of all, because a fair
number of matters were covered with the deposition
readings, we do not expect this morning to be covering
background matters, any matters before December 1991,
anything regarding the preparations for enforcement of
the "327 patent with respect to Mosys, the withdrawal
letter, and document retention or document
destruction.

We do intend to cover issues relating to
foreign patents and also issues related to events
between December 1991 and June 1996.

Now, with respect to the events between
December 1991 and June 1996, that will involve going
back over some of the documents that have been
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discussed previously. We expect that we will be able
to avoid most of the questioning we"ve done before. We
expect we will have to ask a few questions in order to
set i1n context some additional documents that we have
not had a chance to ask about.

JUDGE McGUIRE: Okay. Mr. Oliver, you may
proceed.

BY MR. OLIVER:

Q. Mr. Vincent, I°d like to ask just a few basic
background questions before we start.

First of all, you were deposed in connection
with the private litigation between Rambus and
Infineon; 1s that right?

A. Yes.

Q. And were you represented by counsel 1in
connection with those depositions?

A. Yes.

Q. Who was your counsel?

A. Gray Cary.

Q. That was the same counsel that represented
Rambus In that matter?

A. Yes.

Q. Who paid your counsel In connection with that
matter?

A_. Rambus.
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Q. You were also deposed iIn connection with the
litigation between Rambus and Micron?
A. Yes.

Q. And were you represented by counsel In that

matter?
A. Yes.
Q. And who was your counsel 1n that matter?
A. Gray Cary.
Q. And who paid for your counsel in that matter?
A_. Rambus.
Q. Are you represented by counsel here today?
A. Yes.
Q. Who 1s your counsel today?
A. The firm Munger, Tolles & Olson.
Q. And who 1s paying your counsel In connection

with this matter?

A_. Rambus.

Q. Now, Mr. Vincent, a part of your work on behalf
of Rambus between 1991 and June 1996 involved foreign
patent filings; isn"t that right?

A. Yes.

Q. And one of the things that you did was to
counsel Rambus representatives with respect to the
countries in which they should file patent
applications?
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A. Yes.

Q. And another one of the things that you did was
try to ensure that various changes were made to foreign
filings In order to track some of the changes made to
United States filings; is that right?

MR. STONE: Your Honor, 1"m going to object
that this invades the area of attorney-client privilege
with respect to the work that he did with respect to
foreign filings which were not the subject of
Judge Payne®s order.

MR. OLIVER: Your Honor, I*11 withdraw that
question.

JUDGE McGUIRE: All right. Thank you.

MR. OLIVER: Your Honor, we do have one
In camera document that we expect to be discussing
today, and that"s going to be coming up next, so at
this point 1 would like to continue the proceedings
In camera.

JUDGE McGUIRE: Okay. To the audience then,
let me just advise you, as | have before, that due to
the prior order issued iIn this case, the testimony
we"re about to hear i1s closed to the public, and we"ll
open the door at the time when i1t"s open again for
public session.

MR. OLIVER: I can add Your Honor, I expect
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this to be very short, | expect five minutes.

JUDGE McGUIRE: Again, I1"1l1 ask that counsel
certify to the court that everyone at their table and
everyone behind them is clear for access to this
In camera evidence.

MR. OLIVER: Yes, Your Honor, we can certify.

MR. STONE: 1t"s Rambus information?

MR. OLIVER: Yes, 1t 1Is.

MR. STONE: And I understand i1t"s Rambus
information and so | can certify on behalf of
respondent.

JUDGE McGUIRE: Thank you.

To the court reporter, we are now iIn In camera
session.

(The 1In camera testimony continued iIn
Volume 38, Part 2, Pages 8046 through 8049, then
resumed as follows.)

BY MR. OLIVER:

Q. Mr. Vincent, 1f 1 could ask you to look at the
next document in the left-hand stack of documents. IFf
you"ll look in the lower right-hand corner, you should
see a number CX-1982.

A. Yes.

Q. This 1s a document the cover page of which
bears the caption PCT Countries as of March 23, 1995.
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then consist of a list, and after
es of pages with the caption

and then towards the back there"s

a series of drawings.

A. Okay. Let me take a look through here.

(Pause i1n the proceedings.)

Q. Mr. Vincent,
about certain pages.
to page 3.

A. Yes.

Q. Then let me
this page is.

MR. STONE:
foundation would be
it before before we
substance of it. 1
foundation.

MR. OLIVER:

1"d like to ask you a question

ITf 1 could ask you to turn first

ask first if you can explain what

Your Honor, 1 think the proper

first to ask him if he"s ever seen

ask him about the contents or

object on the grounds of lack of

111 withdraw the question then.

BY MR. OLIVER:

Q. Have you seen this document before?

A. 1"m a little shaky on whether 1 have or not. |

may have. [I"m just

not entirely sure.

Q. But do you have an understanding of the

contents of page 3?

A. You mean from what it says from the face of it

For The Record, Inc.
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or whatever? It says 1t"s a report and lists a matter
number and some other information.

Q. Do you have a recollection of having prepared
reports of Rambus patents?

A. Yes.

Q. And do you have a recollection of having
prepared reports of Rambus®™ pending patent
application?

A. Yes.

Q. And does the document at page 3 appear to be
one of those reports?

A. No. Not one that I had prepared.

Q. Do you recall that Rambus had a pending patent
application in India as of approximately 19957

A. Yes.

Q. And you recall that that patent involved
integrated circuit 1/0 using a high-performance bus
interface?

A. Yes.

Q. And do you also recall that that patent
application was In substance similar to the first
patent application Rambus filed in the United States?

A. Yes.

Q. Do you recall that as of 1995 Rambus had a
pending patent application known as a PCT application?

For The Record, Inc.
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A. Yes.

Q. Can you please explain your understanding of
what PCT stood for at that time?

A. PCT stands for Patent Cooperation Treaty. It"s
a —-- do you want me to explain 1t?

Q. Yes, please.

A. Yeah. A PCT application is a -- 1t"s a
mechanism where you file a patent application. It"s
then put 1n a certain format and published. 1It"s
World Intellectual Property Organization, WIPO. 1It"s a
creation of that, and 1t allows one to file a PCT
application and then after a certain period of time
then go from the PCT and enter various foreign
countries at the end of the period.

It"s sort of like a waiting period and during
that waiting period certain formalities are done and
the patent application is published.

Q. Now, was it your recollection that the PCT
application was based on Rambus® first United States
patent application?

A. Yes.

Q. And 1t had the same priority date?

A. Yes. You get the priority date when you file a
PCT application.

Q. Now, 1s 1t your recollection that as of
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approximately 1995 Rambus had an issued patent iIn
Taiwan?

A. 1 believe that"s correct.

Q. And again, the original patent application in
Taiwan was also based on Rambus®™ first patent
application in the United States?

A. In terms of base, Taiwan does not, because i1t"s
not technically a country -- 1 mean, according to the
international community -- at least the People®s
Republic of China doesn"t think so. 1It"s not party to
the various treaties that other countries have where
you give them priority, so you don"t get priority on a
Taiwan application to a U.S. application.

But the disclosure or the specification in the
Taiwan application is the same as the original filed
U.S. case.

Q. And the claims in the filing in Taiwan were
identical to the claims in the original U.S. filing as
well?

A. 1 believe that"s the case, original file, yeah.
Well, you know what. 1 want to back up. You know, I
haven®t looked at i1t in a while, so I don"t -- 1°d have
to check, but I don"t -- I don"t recall actually. But
the specification would have been the same. The claims
may have been the same. | just don®"t know without
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checking.

Q. Is it also your recollection that during the
1991 to 1996 time frame Rambus had various patent
applications pending In Israel?

A. 1 don"t know about various. | remember there
was at least one.

Q. Do you remember there was at least one that
again i1n substance was identical or very similar to the
original filing In the United States?

A. 1 believe that"s the case, yes.

Q. Now, i1s 1t also your recollection between
1991 and 1996 Rambus had a patent application pending
in Europe?

A. That, 1 don"t exactly remember. 1°"m not sure.
1"d have to check.

Q. If 1 could ask you to turn to page 19 of this
document.

A. Yes.

Q. Actually before 1 ask you about that, let me
ask you a separate question.

Between 1991 and 1996, were you familiar with
the term "EPO™?

A. Yes.

Q. And what was your understanding of the term
"EPO"'?
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A. That stands for European Patent Office, which
IS the European -- various European countries do --
It"s a centralized examination of patent applications.

Q. Let me ask you to take a look at page 19. 1°d
like to ask if this refreshes your recollection that
Rambus had a patent application pending i1n Europe.

A. Yes, 1t does.

Q. And what is your recollection?

A. That it did.

Q. And again, the -- 1s it your recollection that
the application Rambus had pending iIn Europe between
1991 and 1996 was also based on the original
United States fTiling?

A. Yes.

Q. Is it also your recollection that between
1991 and 1996 Rambus had a pending patent application
in Japan?

A. 1°d have to be refreshed. 1 don"t remember.

Q. Okay. If you could turn to the next page of
the document, please, page 20.

A. Yes.

Q. Does that refresh your recollection as to
whether Rambus had a pending patent application in
Japan?

A. Yes. It did.

For The Record, Inc.
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Q. And was that application also based on Rambus*
original filing In the United States?

A. Yes.

Q. Do you also have a recollection as to whether
Rambus had a pending patent application in Korea
between 1991 and 19967

A. 1 don"t remember.

Q. If 1 could ask you to turn to the next page,
please, page 21.

A. Yes.

Q. Does that refresh your recollection as to
whether Rambus had a pending patent application in
Korea between 1991 and 19967

A. Yes, 1t does.

Q. And what is your recollection?

A. 1t did.

Q. Was that application also based on Rambus*
original filing In the United States?

A. Yes.

Q. Mr. Vincent, i1f 1 could ask you to take a look
at the next document in the left-hand pile in front of
you. It should have a Bates number CX-1937 in the
lower right-hand corner.

A. Yes.

Q. Now, CX-1937 i1s a collection of iInvoices that
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your firm sent to Rambus for services rendered; is that
right?

A. Yes. Redacted.

Q. If 1 could ask you to turn, please, to page 28.

A. Yes.

Q. And I°d like to focus your attention on the
paragraph beginning ''services rendered In connection
with preparation,™ and In particular 1°d like to focus
on a couple of sentences within that paragraph.

A. Let me -- can I just read 1t for a second?

Q. Certainly.

(Pause i1n the proceedings.)

A. Yes.

Q. If we could look at the second sentence, it
reads, ""Teleconference with Allen Roberts concerning
foreign filing of POO1 case.™

Do you see that?

A. Yes.

Q. Now, Allen Roberts was vice president of Rambus
at the time; right?

A. 1 don"t remember what his position was. He
worked for Rambus. 1 knew that.

Q. Did you understand him to be the person at
Rambus responsible for intellectual property matters at
this time?
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A. That was part of his -- that was part of his
responsibility, yes.

Q. Then with respect to your reference here to
POO1 case, that referred to Rambus® original
application; is that right?

A. Yes.

Q. And then 1f 1 could direct your attention two
sentences further on, "Teleconference with Geoff Tate
concerning foreign filing of Rambus P00l PCT patent
application."

Do you see that?

A. Yes.

Q. And this then refers to the general foreign
application I think you referred to a couple moments
ago?

A. Yes. This concerns the PCT application.

By the way, when 1 said Allen Roberts before, 1
mean, there were other people -- |1 mean, Rambus iIs a
small company so I would talk to various people about
various things, intellectual property.

Q. And i1f 1 could direct your attention to the
last sentence, "Prepare memorandum to Maureen Tieman
regarding filing EPO, Japan and South Korea patent
applications.™

Do you see that?
For The Record, Inc.
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A. Yes.

Q. Who &1s Maureen Tieman?

A. Maureen Tieman is the -- she"s the head of our
foreign filing department in LA in this -- at our

Los Angeles office at this time. Back then, the
foreign department was only in LA. Now we also have
one in our Sunnyvale office.

Q. And 1f 1 could direct your attention to the
next sentence -- 1"m sorry. Let me pause there for a
moment.

I assume from the structure of this invoice
that everything we"ve read so far reflects services
that you rendered on behalf of Rambus?

A. Yes.

Q. And then the following sentence reflects
services rendered by Maureen Tieman?

A. Yes.

Q. And the sentence there reads, ''Services
rendered iIn connection with entering the national stage
in the EPO, Japan and Korea."

Do you see that?

A. Yes.

Q. Now, what did you mean when you wrote "entering
the national stage'?

A. Well, as 1°d mentioned earlier, 1 think the PCT
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IS sort of a waiting period and so at the end of it you
then -- 1t"s expensive to go Into these various
countries, and so the PCT defers the costs of entering
them, and so at the end of the PCT period you have to
decide what to do because the PCT doesn"t issue --
there"s no PCT patent, i1t"s just this waiting period,
so you have to decide which countries you®"re going to
enter, 1f any, and so 1t"s -- 1t"s actually national
phase or regional phase because the EPO i1s not actually
a country; right? 1t"s a region.

So you then get the priority that goes all the
way back to your U.S. filing, so you sort of end the
PCT period. You then go into these various countries
or regional patent offices and continue the examination
phase of the patent application, i1t still hasn"t
Issued, and you get the priority date all the way back
to your original U.S. filing date.

For a country -- and only certain countries are
members of the PCT, so there®s only certain countries
you can go iInto.

Q. In fact, one of the subjects that you were
discussing with Allen Roberts and Geoff Tate in these
teleconferences was trying to decide which countries to
enter; isn"t that right?

A. 1 don"t recall.
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Q. 1°d like to ask you to take a look at the next
document i1n the left-hand pile. It should have a
number In the lower right-hand corner CX-1948.

A. Yes.

Q. Actually, I"m sorry. Before we take a look at
CX-1948, could 1 ask you to take one more look back at
CX-1937 on page 28.

A. Yes.

Q. The services we were just discussing appear on
an invoice captioned towards the top Additional
Services Rendered Through October 1992; right?

A. Yes.

Q. Okay. |I1f I could then ask you to take a look
at CX-1948.

Now, this is a letter from you to Geoff Tate of
Rambus from the previous month, September 4, 1992;
right?

A. Let me just take a look at it here.

Q. Sure.

(Pause i1n the proceedings.)

A. Yes. I"m sorry. 1%ve read 1t now. What was

the question?

Q. This 1s a letter you sent to Mr. Tate from the
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A. Yes.

Q. And one of the things that you told Geoff Tate
at this time i1s that prior to October 18, 1992, Rambus
must decide which countries or regions to enter?

A. That"s not exactly what 1t says, but yeah,
that"s the drift of what 1t"s saying.

Q. Okay. And following discussions with you,
Rambus decided to enter, among other countries, the
United Kingdom, France, lItaly and Germany; right?

A. I1™m sorry. You"re talking kind of fast. |1
missed the first part of that one.

Q. Following discussions with you, Rambus decided
to enter, among other countries, United Kingdom,
France, ltaly and Germany; right?

A. Yes. That" what it appears, yes.

Q. If 1 could ask you to take a look at the next
document on the left-hand side. This one should have a
number RX-335.

A. By the way, just to clarify, that last thing, |
mean, 1 think France -- you know, looking at the
billing records, we talked about the EPO. Well, I™m
not sure about, you know, France. 1 think you have to
come out of the EPO and then go into France, so at this
immediate time 1t"s not going into France, 1t"s going
into the EPO. It would have been a later time 1if
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France was listed In what you were saying.

Q-

A.
believe
the EPO
of that

another

Okay -

The same thing with Italy. You know, 1t"s —- |
-- 1"d have to look at the records, but see,

iIs kind of an examination period and at the end
you go into the various countries, so there"s

decision-making process there down the road for

those countries, so...

Q. But at some point In time, though, Rambus
then -- actually let me break i1t down into two
questions.

Initially then Rambus decided to go into the
EPO?
A. That"s what i1t appears, yeah, from the

documents you"ve showed me, yes.

Q.
whole?

A.

And that would be the European Union as a

It"s not exactly -- 1t"s not exactly a

one-to-one correspondence between the EPO office and

the EU,

especially now, the EU has changed, but some

countries are, you know, not iIn the one, and then the

other one -- and actually 1 believe -- you know,

testing

of them

my recollection here, but 1 believe that some

are not in EU or, you know, in the EPO, so --

and 1t changes, so | don"t know what it was back then,
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SO. ..

Q. Would 1t be fair to say i1t"s a collection of
European countries?

A. It"s a collection of European countries, not
all of them, some of them.

Q. And i1t did include United Kingdom, France,
Germany and ltaly at that time?

A. Yes.

Q. And then at some subsequent point in time
Rambus decided to enter United Kingdom, France, Germany
and ltaly?

A. 1 believe that"s right, yes.

Q. If 1 could ask you to look at RX-335, this is a
letter from you to Mr. —-- 1s 1t "Wombwell”? 1Is that
how you pronounce that?

A. That"s a good question. | don"t really talk to
the guy. 1 think 1t"s "Wombwell._"

Q. "Wombwell™?

A. That"s how I said it.

Q. Dated October 7, 1992. 1"11 give you a moment
to look at 1t.

A. Yeah, 1f you"ll give me just a moment to take a
look at it.

(Pause i1n the proceedings.)
Yes. 1"ve had a chance to look at 1t.
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Q. Wwell, first of all, who 1s or who was at this
time Mr. Wombwell?

A. Mr. Wombwell was a U.K. attorney who was also
an EPO attorney, you know, able to practice before the
European Patent Office, and he was what we call one of
our foreign associates, one of the firms we use around
the world to file patent applications iIn other regions
or countries outside of the United States.

Q. And what was Potts Kerr and Company?

A. So 1t"s a British law firm.

Q. That was his law firm or he was a member of
that law firm?

A. Yes.

Q. If 1 could direct your attention to the second
paragraph here on the first page, the paragraph begins,
"Our client now wishes to file a patent application in
the EPO designating the United Kingdom, France, ltaly
and Germany."

Now, what did you mean by filing a patent
application in the EPO designating those four
countries?

A. Well, this 1s the patent -- you"d be filing the
patent application in the European Patent Office
because they now need to examine the patent
application.
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Designating, you can -- well, basically how the
procedure works i1s you designate up front when you file
in the EPO which countries you want to have the
opportunity to file iIn at the end of the EPO.

So what I was saying about, you know, you then
later at the end of the EPO go into the countries.
What happens i1s you can designate a whole bunch of
countries up front and then at the end decide to only
go into some of those countries. It"s very similar to
the way the PCT works also.

So -- now, I"m not sure if I was saying here
that those were the only ones to designate -- you
know, there®s one procedure where you would actually
check off and just say we want to be able to go iInto
anywhere and then later decide to go into a few,
subset of countries, so I"m not sure | was saying just
designate these only or, you know, these down the road
we have an idea that we might decide to go into these
countries.

Q. But In any event, at least among the countries
to be designated were United Kingdom, France, Italy and
Germany?

A. That"s correct.

Q. And looking at the remainder of that sentence,
"and claiming priority from the PCT application and the
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U.S. case," what did you mean by that?

A. 1 meant that you would file 1t and you would --
you actually, you know, on the form when you file you
claim priority, which means you want to get the
original, the benefit of the original filing date.

You know, Ffirst you go back to the PCT -- it
kind of bootstraps. It goes back to the PCT and then
goes back all the way to the original filing date of
the U.S., so you"re claiming the advantage of that
filing date.

Q. So does this claim the advantage of the filing
date of the Rambus original "898 application iIn the
United States?

A. 1 —- P1 1s —- 1f you want to tell me that"s
"898, yeah, the P1, because i1t says "re: P1l" on the
letter.

Q. P1 being your internal designation?

A. Yes. That"s our internal matter number
designation for the patent application.

Q. If 1 could ask you to turn to the second page,
please.

A. Yes.

Q. 1°d like to direct your attention to the second
paragraph.

And --
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A. Yes.

Q. That paragraph, the first sentence reads,
"After the EPO application is filed, we are planning to
then have a preliminary amendment filed that would
conform certain ones of the iIndependent claims to the
amended claims currently being prosecuted In the U.S.
case."

Do you see that?

A. Yes.

Q. Now, essentially what you were telling
Mr. Wombwell there i1s that Rambus was planning to file
a preliminary amendment in the EPO; i1s that right?

A. Well, 1 was, you know, I was -- iIn the next
sentence I"m sort of asking -- I"m trying to get
information from him, but as part of the next coming --
the next question that"s coming up 1"m saying that
we"re planning to file a preliminary amendment in the
EPO. But then I"m asking the question 1T 1t"s a proper
procedure.

Q. But In any event, the purpose there was to try
to conform certain independent claims in the EPO
application to the amended claims being prosecuted iIn
the United States; is that right?

A. Yeah, that seems to be the proposal, yes.

Q. So then with that background, would 1t be fair
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MR. STONE: No objection.

JUDGE McGUIRE: Entered.

(CX Exhibit Number 1982 was admitted iInto
evidence.)

MR. OLIVER: And 1°d like to move to admit
CX-1948.

MR. STONE: No objection.

JUDGE McGUIRE: Entered.

(CX Exhibit Number 1948 was admitted iInto
evidence.)

MR. OLIVER: And 1°d like to move to admit
RX-335.

MR. STONE: No objection.

JUDGE McGUIRE: Entered.

(RX Exhibit Number 335 was admitted into
evidence.)

MR. OLIVER: Your Honor, we"re going to move on
to a new topic now and we"ll get some events between
December 1991 and June of 1996 and we"ve prepared a
demonstrative that we"d like to place up on the tripod
here.

JUDGE McGUIRE: All right. Go ahead.

If you want to just pull your chair up here,
Mr. Stone, that would be all right, too.

MR. STONE: Thank you.
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BY MR. OLIVER:

Q. Mr. Vincent, i1f 1 could ask you to locate the
next document in the left-hand side on the table iIn
front of you. That should have an iIndication in the
lower right-hand corner CX-1941.

A. Yes.

Q. Now, these are your notes of a telephone call
with Rambus vice president Allen Roberts?

A. Let me take just a quick look at it.

Q. Certainly.

(Pause i1n the proceedings.)

A. Okay. 1I1"ve had a chance to look at it.

Q. Are these your notes of a telephone call with
Rambus vice president Allen Roberts?

A. Yes.

Q. And that was March 25, 19927

A. Yes. Assuming he was vice president then,
yes.

Q. Okay. And if you could look down to heading
Roman numeral 117

A. Yes.

Q. It reads, "Said need preplanning before accuse
others of infringement"; right?

A. Yes.

MR. STONE: Your Honor, 1 object. This line of
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questioning was covered iIn the deposition testimony
that was already presented and In fact these very
questions about this document were covered.

MR. OLIVER: Your Honor, I"m simply trying to
lay a little bit of background so we can then go iInto
some other documents and proceed through this
demonstrative.

MR. STONE: My point is it"s cumulative and the
background has already been laid through the deposition
testimony.

JUDGE McGUIRE: If 1t"s already been laid, you
can go ahead then and proceed with your upcoming
questions.

BY MR. OLIVER:

Q. If you could please take a look at the next
document i1n the left-hand pile In front of you. It has
the number CX-1942.

A. Yes.

Q. 1711 give you a moment to take a look at that.

A_. Thank you.

(Pause i1n the proceedings.)

Yes, | see 1it.

Q. Now, these are your notes of a meeting with
Richard Crisp and Allen Roberts on March 27, 19927

A. Yes.
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Q. Now, 1f I could direct your attention about
halfway down the page in this document.

A. Yes.

Q. And there®"s a statement that reads: 1 said
there could be equitable estoppel problem if Rambus
creates 1mpression on JEDEC that it would not enforce
Its patent or patent applications.