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                 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
               NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
                   SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION
                CASE NO. 07-CV-01658 PJH(EDL)

    ORACLE USA, INC., a Colorado
    corporation, et al.,

               Plaintiffs,

    -vs-

    SAP AG, a German corporation, et al.,

               Defendants.
                                   /

    * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *

                     HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL
                    ATTORNEYS' EYES ONLY

    VIDEOTAPED
    DEPOSITION OF:       CATHERINE HYDE

    DATE TAKEN:          TUESDAY, MAY 12, 2009

    TIME:                9:06 A.M.

    PLACE:               9300 AIRPORT BOULEVARD
                         ORLANDO, FLORIDA

    REPORTED BY:         CARMEN THOMAS, REGISTERED
                         PROFESSIONAL REPORTER AND
                         NOTARY PUBLIC

    * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *
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16:57:28              
16:57:30

16:57:32              
16:57:32              
16:57:34

16:57:36

16:57:40              
816:57:40          Q    Let's look at them.
916:57:56               MR. HOWARD:  Exhibit 1300 is the February 2,

1016:57:58          2005 development unit testing notes by C. Hyde.
1116:58:04          The -- which is the first document listed on the
1216:58:14          second to last page of Exhibit 1299.
1316:58:40               (Exhibit 1300 was marked for identification.)
1416:58:40     BY MR. HOWARD:
1516:58:42          Q    Ms. Hyde, is Exhibit 1300 a document that you
1616:58:46     authored?
1716:58:46          A    That's what it says.
1816:58:48          Q    Do you have any reason to doubt it?
1916:58:58          A    No.
2016:59:00          Q    Do you recall this document?
2116:59:02          A    No.
2216:59:02          Q    And it relates to modification of a COBOL; is
2316:59:10     that right, for a Pennsylvania state tax?
2416:59:16          A    It's included in there, yes.
2516:59:20          Q    On page three of the document there's a
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116:59:26     before and after comparison of the COBOL changes   Do
216:59:30     you see that?
316:59:30          A    Yes
416:59:30          Q    Is that showing us an araxis merge
516:59:36     comparison?
616:59:36          A    I believe so
716:59:38          Q    And what is the comparison that we see there
816:59:40     on page three of the document?
916:59:44          A    It looks like it's highlighting the changes

1016:59:48     I've made
1116:59:50          Q    This is the changes in the COBOL before you
1216:59:56     modified it compared to the changes after you modified
1317:00:02     it?
1417:00:02               MS  LEE:  Objection   Vague and ambiguous
1517:00:04               THE WITNESS:  According to this, that's what
1617:00:06          I'd get out of it, yes
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