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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS 

PHILIPS NORTH AMERICA LLC, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

FITBIT, INC., 

Defendant. 

Civil Action No. 1:19-cv-11586-IT 

DEFENDANT FITBIT, INC.’S SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES AND OBJECTIONS TO 
PLAINTIFF PHILIPS NORTH AMERICA LLC’S INTERROGATORY NO. 1 

 Pursuant to Rule 33 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and the Rule 26(f) Pretrial 

Order in this case, Defendant Fitbit, Inc. (“Fitbit” or “Defendant”) hereby provides supplemental 

objections and responses to Plaintiff Philips North America LLC’s (“Philips” or “Plaintiff”) 

Interrogatory No. 1.  

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

Fitbit’s responses are based on Fitbit’s present knowledge, information, and belief. 

Discovery is in its early stages and investigation, research, and analysis are ongoing, and may 

disclose the existence of additional facts or documents, add meaning to known facts or 

documents, or lead to additions, variations, or changes to these objections and its responses. 

Accordingly, Fitbit’s objections and responses are given without prejudice to Fitbit’s right to use 

or rely on at any time, including trial, subsequently discovered information omitted from its 

responses by inadvertence or mistake. Fitbit reserves its right to amend or supplement its 

responses after considering information obtained or reviewed through further discovery and 

investigation, including Plaintiff’s detailed disclosure of its infringement contentions, and in 

connection with expert discovery. 
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The objections set forth below and Fitbit’s responses are intended to apply to all 

information and documents produced or provided pursuant to these Interrogatories. Any 

responses Fitbit provides are made solely for the purpose of this action and Fitbit’s responses do 

not in any way waive any objections by Fitbit, in this or in any subsequent proceeding, on any 

grounds, at any time, to the admission of any response or any document identified in connection 

therewith at trial or in any other proceeding, all of which Fitbit reserves and may interpose at the 

time of trial.  

Any response provided by Fitbit stating that documents and things will be produced is to 

be construed as referring only to responsive documents and things that are not otherwise subject 

to any specific objection noted below. Moreover, such a statement with respect to any 

Interrogatory is not a representation that any such documents or things exist, but only that Fitbit 

will conduct a reasonably diligent search of the materials within its possession, custody, and 

control, and will produce responsive, non-privileged documents or things if any are discovered 

as a result of that search.  

Fitbit does not waive any objection made in its responses, nor any claim of privilege, 

whether expressly asserted or not by providing any information or identifying any document or 

thing in response to any Interrogatory. The inadvertent disclosure of such information, or the 

inadvertent identification of such a document, shall not constitute a waiver of any applicable 

privilege as to that information or document or any other privileged information or document.  

Any statement made by Fitbit of an intent to produce documents is not, and shall not be 

deemed, an admission of any factual or legal contention contained in any individual 

Interrogatory. Fitbit objects to each Interrogatory to the extent it contains any factual or legal 

misrepresentations. 
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GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

1. Fitbit objects to each of Plaintiff’s Instructions and Interrogatories to the extent 

that it imposes obligations extending beyond those imposed or authorized by the Federal Rules 

of Civil Procedure, the Federal Rules of Evidence, the Local Rules of Massachusetts, or the 

Patent Rules of Massachusetts (collectively, “Rules”). 

2. Fitbit objects to each of Plaintiff’s Instructions and Interrogatories as premature to 

the extent that it seeks information prior to the date such information is to be exchanged pursuant 

to the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the Local Rules, or any Order of this Court. Fitbit 

objects to any interrogatory to the extent it seeks information that is the subject of expert 

testimony; such information will be provided on the timeframes established by the Court in this 

action. 

3. Fitbit objects to each of Plaintiff’s Instructions and Interrogatories to the extent 

that it is overbroad and seeks information not relevant to any party’s claim or defense and not 

proportional to the needs of the case, considering the importance of the issues at stake in the 

action, the amount in controversy, the parties’ relative access to relevant information, the parties’ 

resources, the importance of the discovery in resolving the issues, and whether the burden or 

expense of the proposed discovery outweighs its likely benefit. 

4. Fitbit objects to each of Plaintiff’s Instructions and Interrogatories to the extent it 

seeks confidential and proprietary information, including trade secrets and competitively 

sensitive business information, where any purported marginal benefits of production of the 

requested information are outweighed by the burden or risk associated with producing such 

highly sensitive materials. 
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5. Fitbit objects to each of Plaintiff’s Instructions and Interrogatories to the extent 

that it seeks information pertaining to products or functionalities outside of the United States. 

6. Fitbit objects to each of Plaintiff’s Instructions and Interrogatories to the extent 

that it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work product doctrine, or 

any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection (“privileged information”). Fitbit hereby 

asserts all such applicable privileges, immunities, and protections, and excludes privileged, 

immune, and protected information from its responses to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories. Fitbit also 

objects to the logging of privileged documents that were created after the filing of the Complaint 

in this case. Fitbit will not log any such documents. To the extent any Interrogatory may be 

construed as calling for disclosure of information, documents, and/or things protected by such 

privileges or doctrines, a continuing objection to each and every such Interrogatory is hereby 

asserted. 

7. Fitbit objects to each of Plaintiff’s Definitions, Instructions, and Interrogatories to 

the extent that it is vague, ambiguous, fails to describe the information sought with the required 

reasonable particularity, or otherwise uses words and phrases that are nonsensical or not 

understandable. To the extent reasonably feasible, Fitbit will interpret the terms and phrases used 

in these Interrogatories as those terms and phrases are understood by Fitbit. 

8. Fitbit objects to each of Plaintiff’s Instructions and Interrogatories to the extent it 

is overly broad and unduly burdensome. 

9. Fitbit objects to each of Plaintiff’s Instructions and Interrogatories to the extent 

that it is not limited as to time, or is limited to a time period that is unduly burdensome or overly 

broad. In such cases, Fitbit will endeavor to place a reasonable time restriction on such 

interrogatory.  

Case 1:19-cv-11586-FDS   Document 241-1   Filed 09/28/21   Page 5 of 46

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
	� 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 

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,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

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

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

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

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.


