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1 || PAUL ANDRE (State Bar No. 196585)
pandre@kramerlevin.com

2|| LISA KOBIALKA (State Bar No. 191404)
lkobialka@kramerlevin.com

JAMES HANNAH (State Bar No. 237978)
4 || Jhannah@kramerlevin.com

KRAMER LEVIN NAFTALIS & FRANKEL LLP
511990 Marsh Road

Menlo Park, CA 94025

6 Telephone: (650) 752-1700

7 Facsimile: (650) 752-1800

g || Attorneys for Plaintiff
FINJAN, INC.

10

11 IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

12 FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

13 OAKLAND DIVISION

14
FINJAN, INC., Case No.: 4:14-cv-02998-HSG

15 Plaintiff,

PLAINTIFF FINJAN, INC.’S

16 v. SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES TO

7 DEFENDANT SYMANTEC CORP.’S
SYMANTEC CORP., INTERROGATORIES (NOS. 1 AND 12)

18

Defendant.
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Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 26 and 33, Plaintiff Finjan, Inc. (“Finjan”) responds to Defendant
Symantec Corporation’s (“Symantec” or “Defendant”) Interrogatories (“Interrogatories”). Finjan
makes these objections and supplemental responses herein (collectively “Responses’) based solely on
its current knowledge, understanding, and belief as to the facts and information reasonably available to
it as of the date of the Responses.

Additional discovery and investigation may lead to additions to, changes in, or modifications of
these Responses. The Responses, therefore, are given without prejudice to Finjan’s right to
supplement these Responses pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(e), or to provide subsequently discovered
information and to introduce such subsequently discovered information at the time of any trial or
proceeding in this action.

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

1. Finjan incorporates by reference its general objections set forth in its Responses to
Symantec’s First Set of Interrogatories, dated December 4, 2014; Supplemental Responses to
Symantec’s First Set of Interrogatories (No. 3), dated December 19, 2014; Supplemental Responses to
Symantec’s First Set of Interrogatories (Nos. 3 and 4), dated February 11, 2015; Supplemental
Responses to Symantec’s First Set of Interrogatories (Nos. 1, 5-11), dated April 13, 2015; Responses
to Symantec’s Second Set of Interrogatories (Nos. 12-16), dated April 27, 2015; Responses to
Symantec’s Third Set of Interrogatories (Nos. 17-19), dated November 28, 2016; Supplemental
Responses to Symantec’s First Set of Interrogatories (No. 1), dated December 2, 2016; Responses to
Symantec’s Fourth Set of Interrogatories (Nos. 20-21), dated June 2, 2017; Supplemental Responses to
Symantec’s Interrogatories (Nos. 1, 3, 5-18), dated June 7, 2017; Responses to Symantec’s Fifth Set of
Interrogatories (Nos. 22-25), dated June 9, 2017; and Supplemental Responses to Symantec’s
Interrogatories (Nos. 18, 23-24), dated July 7, 2017.

OBJECTIONS TO DEFINITIONS

1. Finjan incorporates by reference its objections to Definitions set forth in its Responses
to Symantec’s First Set of Interrogatories, dated December 4, 2014; Supplemental Responses to

Symantec’s First Set of Interrogatories (No. 3), dated December 19, 2014; Supplemental Responses to
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Symantec’s First Set of Interrogatories (Nos. 3 and 4), dated February 11, 2015; Supplemental
Responses to Symantec’s First Set of Interrogatories (Nos. 1, 5-11), dated April 13, 2015; Responses
to Symantec’s Second Set of Interrogatories (Nos. 12-16), dated April 27, 2015; Responses to
Symantec’s Third Set of Interrogatories (Nos. 17-19), dated November 28, 2016; Supplemental
Responses to Symantec’s First Set of Interrogatories (No. 1), dated December 2, 16; Responses to
Symantec’s Fourth Set of Interrogatories (Nos. 20-21), dated June 2, 2017; Supplemental Responses to
Symantec’s Interrogatories (Nos. 1, 3, 5-18), dated June 7, 2017; Responses to Symantec’s Fifth Set of
Interrogatories (Nos. 22-25), dated June 9, 2017; and Supplemental Responses to Symantec’s
Interrogatories (Nos. 18, 23-24), dated July 7, 2017.

INTERROGATORY RESPONSES

Subject to and without waiving its general objections and objections to Definitions set forth
above, each of which is specifically incorporated into the specific Responses contained below, Finjan
hereby responds to Symantec’s Interrogatories as follows:

INTERROGATORY NO. 1:

State the date and location of the first conception and reduction to practice, whether actual or
constructive, of each asserted claim of the Asserted Patents and identify all factual and legal support
therefor, including all evidence relating to diligence between the date of conception and reduction to
practice and description of each person’s role and participation in the conception and reduction to
practice; all persons having knowledge of such conception, diligence, and reduction to practice; all
documents supporting your response (identified by the Bates numbers and including sufficient detail to
verity the date, source, and all recipients of the information); and if this information was
communicated in an oral or other unrecorded form, provide a complete statement of the
communication, the date and time of the communication, and identify all witnesses of this
communication.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 1:

Finjan objects to this Interrogatory as overbroad, unduly burdensome, and oppressive to the

extent it seeks information not relevant to any claim or defense of any party and/or not reasonably
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