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Plaintiff Signal IP, Inc. (“Signal IP”, “Plaintiff” or “Responding Party”),
through its counsel, and pursuant to F.R.C.P. 26 and 33, hereby amends its prior
responses to the First Set of Common Interrogatories (NOS. 1-8) served on Signal
IP by Defendants American Honda Motor Co., Inc. and Honda of America Mfg.,
Inc., BMW North America LLC, Kia Motors America, Inc., Mazda Motor of
America, Inc., Mercedes-Benz USA, LLC, Nissan North America, Inc., Porsche
Cars North America, Inc., and Subaru of America, Inc. (each a “Defendant” and,
collectively, “Defendants™), as follows:

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT
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Signal IP has not fully completed investigation of the facts relating to this

[EEN
|

case, discovery in this action, or preparation for trial. All of the responses contained

[EEN
N

herein are based only upon such information and documents that are presently
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available to, and specifically known to Signal IP. It is anticipated that further
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discovery, independent investigation, legal research and analysis will supply
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additional facts, which may, in turn, clarify and add meaning to known facts as well
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as establish entirely new factual matters, all of which may lead to substantial

[EEN
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additions to, changes in, and variations from the contentions and responses herein
set forth.
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The following discovery responses are given without prejudice to Signal IP’s

N
o

right to produce evidence of any subsequently discovered fact or facts, witnesses or

N
[

information that Signal IP may later identify, locate, or recall. Signal IP accordingly

N
N

reserves the right to supplement or change any and all responses herein as additional

N
w

facts are ascertained, analyses are made, legal research is completed and contentions

N
D

are formulated. The responses contained herein are made in a good faith effort to

N
(€]

supply as much factual information and as much specification of legal contentions

N
»

as is presently known but should in no way be to the prejudice of this Responding

N
~

Party in relation to further discovery, research, or analysis. This preliminary

statement is incorporated into each and every response set forth below.
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GENERAL OBJECTIONS

1. Signal IP objects to these interrogatories to the extent that they attempt
to impose obligations on it greater or different than those imposed by the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, the Local Rules of the Central District of California, the
Standing Order for Patent Cases Assigned to Judge John A. Kronstadt, or any order
of the Court.

2. Signal IP objects to these interrogatories to the extent that they seek the

disclosure of information protected by the attorney-client privilege, attorney work
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product doctrine, and/or other privileges held by Signal IP or any person acting on

[EEN
o

its behalf or third parties. Signal IP will not waive the attorney-client privilege or

[EEN
|

disclose information protected by the attorney work product doctrine. In responding

[EEN
N

to the interrogatories, whenever the term “privileged” appears it shall encompass the
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attorney-client privilege and word product doctrine.
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3. Signal IP objects to the interrogatories to the extent they assume
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disputed facts or legal conclusions in describing the information or documents
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sought.
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4, Signal IP objects to these interrogatories as they are overbroad, vague,

[EEN
oo

ambiguous and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible

evidence.

N
o O

5. Signal IP objects to these interrogatories in their entirety as they are

N
[

replete with undefined and ill-defined terms, making the interrogatories vague,

N
N

ambiguous and unintelligible. Signal IP has made a good faith effort to provide

N
w

substantive responses to the extent that is able to determine the meaning of the

N
D

interrogatories.

N
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6. Signal IP reserves the right to make any additional or different

N
»

objections as may be appropriate based upon any amendment(s) to the pleadings

N
~

and/or further court proceedings in this action. Signal IP does not concede that any

of its responses are or will be admissible evidence in any subsequent proceeding,
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including the trial of this or any other action, or any evidentiary hearing.

7. Signal IP expressly reserves the right to supplement or amend its
responses based on subsequently discovered information, documents and witnesses
in these actions.

8. Signal IP objects to each interrogatory to the extent it seeks information
equally available to BMW through public sources or records

The general objections set forth above, and the objections to the

interrogatories set forth below, are made as to matters which are clearly

© 0O N o ot A W N B

objectionable from the face of the interrogatories. These objections are made

[EEN
o

without prejudice to or waiver of Signal IP’s right to object, on all appropriate

[EEN
|

grounds to the provision of specific information hereafter, prior to, or at the time of

[EEN
N

service of these responses.

T4th Floor
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Subject to and without waiver of the general objections above, each and every

[EEN
N

one of which is incorporated into each and every response below, and subject to
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Signal IP’s right to amend and supplement these responses, Signal IP responds to
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each interrogatory as follows:

=
o

RESPONSES TO INTERROGATORIES
INTERROGATORY NO. 1:
For each Asserted Claim of each of the Patents-in-Suit, describe in as much

[EEN
O

N DN
= O

detail as You contend is possible the facts and circumstances relating to its

N
N

conception and reduction to practice. While not limiting, it is expected that a full

N
w

response to this Interrogatory would include the date(s) and location(s) of

N
D

conception and reduction to practice, whether and how diligence was exercised in

N
(€]

reducing the alleged invention to practice, whether reduction to practice was actual

N
»

or constructive, the identity of each person (including Third-Parties) who

N
~

contributed to conception or the development of the alleged invention(s) and their

role including, and the identity of any document that supports Your response to this
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Interrogatory.
RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 1:

Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information

that is neither relevant to a claim or defense nor reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence to the extent that it seeks information on the
conception and reduction to practice of the inventions claimed in U.S. Patents
5,714,927 (the “927 Patent”); 5, 954,775 (the “775 Patent™); and 5,463,374 (the

“374 Patent”). As set forth in the various Infringement Contentions served by

© 0O N o ot A W N B

Plaintiff on June 18, 2015, Plaintiff does not claim a priority date earlier than the
application date for the 927 Patent, ‘775 Patent, and ‘374 Patent. For this reason,

I
= o

the conception and reduction to practice of these three patents is not relevant.

[EEN
N

Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks
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w

discovery of information protected from discovery by attorney-client privilege, work
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product doctrine, the joint defense privilege, and the common interest privilege.
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Plaintiff also objects to this Interrogatory to the extent that it seeks information
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protected by any other applicable privilege or immunity. Signal IP objects to this

[EEN
\l

Interrogatory on the grounds that it is compound.

[EEN
oo

Subject to its general and specific objections, and without waiving them,
Plaintiff responds that, pursuant to FRCP 33(d), Defendant is referred to the
documents Plaintiff produced at SIG00001716-1765 for the information available to
Plaintiff on the conception and reduction to practice of U.S. Patent No. 6,434,486.

Plaintiff asserts a priority date for U.S. Patent No. 6,012,007 (the “007
Patent™) based on the application date for U.S. Patent No. 5,732,375, because the

N NN NN DN -
A W N B O ©

007 Patent is a continuation-in-part of that earlier patent. Plaintiff has no

N
(€]

information relating to the conception and reduction to practice of the ‘007 Patent

N
»

beyond the information contained in the patent applications for the ‘375 and ‘007

N
~

Patents.
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