IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

LEADER TECHNOLOGIES, INC.,
a Delaware corporation,
Civil Action No. 08-862-JJF

Plaintiff-Counterdefendant,
HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL--

V. FOR ATTORNEY’S EYES ONLY

FACEBOOK, INC.,
a Delaware corporation,

St Mgt v Mg’ vt St vt N Mg’ s’ v’ e’

Defendant-Counterclaimant

LEADER TECHNOLOGIES, INC.’S RESPONSES TO FACEBOOK, INC.’S
FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES (1-9)

Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ, P. 33, Leader Technologies, Inc. (“Leader”) hereby objects and
responds to Defendant Facebook, Inc.’s (“Facebook™) First Set of Interrogatories
(“Interrogatories™). Leader makes these objections and responses herein (“Responses™) based
solely on its current knowledge, understanding, and belief as to the facts and information
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
being given without prejudice to Leader’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. Leader hereby incorporates by reference each and every general objection set
forth below into each and every specific Response. From time to time, a specific Response may
repeat a genéral objection for emphasis or for some other reason. The failure to include a general

objection in a specific Response shall not be interpreted as a waiver of that general objection to



that Response.

2. Leader objects to each and every Definition, Instruction, and Interrogatory to the
extent it purports to impose any requirement or discovery obligation on Leader greater or
different than those imposed by the Federal Rules of Civil Procedures, the Local Civil Rules of
this Court, or orders of the Court governing these proceedings.

3. Leader's identification of documents, evidence, or persons/witnesses in a
Response to any Interrogatory is not intended to waive, and does not constitute waiver of, any
objection which Leader may have to the admissibility, authenticity, competency, relevance, or
materiality of the identified documents, evidence, or persons/witnesses (or testimony from such
identified persons/witnesses). For any and all documents, evidence, and persons/witnesses
identified in the Response to each Interrogatory, Leader reserves all objections or other questions
regarding the admissibility, authenticity, competency, relevance, or materiality of such identified
documents, evidence, and persons/witnesses {and testimony from such identified

persons/witnesses) as evidence in this suit or any other proceeding, action, or trial.

4. Leader objects to each and every Definition, Instruction, and Interrogatory to the
extent it purports to require Leader to identify information that is not within its possession,
custody, or control. Leader limits the scope of its Response to each Interrogatory to information
within its possession, custody, or control.

5. Leader objects to each and every Definition, Instruction, and Interrogatory to the
extent it seeks the identification of “all” or “each” document(s), evidence, or
individual(s)/person(s) where literal interpretation of the Interrogatory asks for the identification
of documents or evidence that are not relevant to the litigation or the identity of
individuals/persons that are not likely to have information that is relevant to the litigation. Such
use of the word “all” renders such Interrogatories overly broad, unduly burdensome, and
oppressive. In such circumstances, subject to any other applicable objection, Leader will make a
reasonable identification of responsive, non-privileged documents and evidence relevant to any

claim or defense.



6. Leader objects to each and every Definition, Instruction, and Interrogatory to the
extent that it seeks information that is in the public domain and is either (a) equally available to
Facebook from another source; or (b) can be obtained more efficiently by Facebook through
other means of discovery. Facebook can ascertain answers to these .Interrogatories from their
own records or from other sources that are readily available to Facebook.

7. Leader objects to each and every Definition, Instruction, and Interrogatory to the
extent it calls for information which is subject to a claim of privilege, including, without
limitation, the attorney-client privilege and/or attorney work product doctrine, or any other
applicable privilege, doctrine, or immunity.

8. Leader objects to each and every Definition, Instruction, and Interrogatory to the
extent that it seeks the production of confidential, business, financial, proprietary, or sensitive
information or trade secrets of Leader before the entry of an acceptable protective order in the
litigation. Leader will not provide its confidential, proprietary, and/or trade secret information
until the Court enters an acceptable protective order in the litigation.

9. Leader objects to each and every Definition, Instruction, and Interrogatory to the
extent that it seeks the production of confidential, business, financial, proprietary, or sensitive
information or trade secrets of third parties that is subject to a pre-existing protective order
and/or confidentiality agreement or in which any third party has an expectation of privacy. Such
information shall not be provided absent an express order from a court of competent jurisdiction
or an authorization from the third party having the interest in the information’s confidentiality.

10.  Leader objects to each and every Definition, Instruction, and Interrogatory to the
extent it purports to require Leader to disclose information concerning entities other than Leader,
or entities over which Leader has control, on the grounds that the Definition, Instruction, or
Interrogatory seeks documents or things that are not relevant to the subject matter of this

litigation.



11.  Leader objects to each and every Definition, Instruction, and Interrogatory to the
extent it seeks information that is not relevant to the issues in the litigation and/or not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence because it is not properly limited in
time.

12.  Leader objects to each and every Definition, Instruction, and Interrogatory to the
extent it is overbroad and therefore seeks information that is not relevant to the issues in this case
and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of adrhissible evidence.

13.  Leader objects to each and every Definition, Instruction, and Interrogatory to the
extent it is unreasonably cumulative or duplicative.

14.  Leader objects to each and every Definition, Instruction, and Interrogatory to the
extent it is premature because the Court has not yet construed the claim terms of U.S. Patent No.
7,139,761 (“the ‘761 Patent™).

15.  Leader objects to each and every Definition, Instruction, and Interrogatory to the
extent it is premature as it seeks documents or information that are scheduled to be disclosed to
Facebook on future dates directed by the Court.

16.  Leader objects to each and every Definition, Instruction, and Interrogatory to the
extent it seeks information that will be the subject of expert testimony.

17.  Leader objects to each and every Definition, Instruction, and Interrogatory to the
extent that it is vague and ambiguous.

18.  Leader objects to each and every Definition, Instruction, and Interrogatory to the
extent it is unduly burdensome and oppressive to the extent it subjects Leader to unreasonable
and undue effort or expense.

19.  Leader objects to each and every Definition, Instruction, and Interrogatory to the
extent that it requires interpretation and application of the legal contentions/conclusions of the
parties. Leader’s Responses shall not be construed as providing legal conclusions concerning the

meaning or application of any terms used in the Facebook Interrogatories.



20.  Leader’s Responses to these Interrogatories and identification of documents,
evidence, and/or persons/witnesses are based upon information and writings available to and
located by its attorneys as of the date of these Responses. Leader has not completed its
investigation of the facts relating to this case, has not completed discovery in this action, and has
not completed its preparation for trial. The information supplied herein is based only on such
information and documents which are reasonably available and specifically known to Leader and
its attorneys as of the date of these Responses. Therefore, Leader’s Responses and
identifications are made without prejudice to Leader’s right to supplement and/or amend the
Responses and to present at any trial or other proceeding evidence discovered and produced
hereafter.

21.  Leader objects to each and every Definition, Instruction, and Interrogatory to the
extent it is unduly burdensome and oppressive on the grounds that it purports to require Leader
to search facilities and inquire of employees other than those facilities and employees that would
reasonably be expected to have responsive information. Leader’s Responses are based upon: (1)
a reasonable search of facilities and files that could reasonably be expected to contain responsive
information; and (2) inquiries of Leader’s employees and/or representatives who could
reasonably be expected to possess responsive information.

22.  Leader objects to each and every Definition, Instruction, and Interrogatory to the
extent it is compound and/or contains multiple subparts. Leader will count each subpart as a
separate interrogatory pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 33(a). Leader will not
respond to interrogatories in excess of the allotted number of interrogatories established in the
Court’s scheduling order.

RESPONSES

Subject to and without waiving the general objections, each of which is specifically

incorporated into the specific Responses contained below, Leader hereby responds to Facebook’s

Interrogatories as follows:



INTERROGATORY NO. 1:

For each claim of the *761 Patent that LTI contends is infringed by any Facebook
apparatus, product, device, process, method, act and/or other instrumentality (the “Accused
Instrumentality™), identify each Accused Instrumentality and provide a chart identifying
specifically where each limitation of each asserted claim is allegedly found within each Accused
Instrumentality, including an explanation of how each such limitation is allegedly found literally
or under the doctrine of equivalents, and for each element that Plaintiff contends is governed by
35 U.8.C. § 112(6), the identity of the structure(s), act(s), or materlal(s) that performs the
claimed function.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 1:

Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it requires a legal interpretation or
conclusion to which no response is required. Teader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it
seeks expert testimony. Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it is premature because
Facebook has not yet produced documents or responded to written discovery in the litigation.
Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it is premature, as the Court has not yet
construed claim terms of the ‘761 Paient. Leader objects to this Request to the extent it seeks
information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other
applicable law, privilege, doctrine, or immunity. Leader objects 1o this Interrogatory to the
extent that it is compound amounting to multiple separate interrogatories because .it is comprised
of discrete subparts.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, Leader
responds as follows: Leader asserts that the Facebook Website (as defined in its Leader’s First
Set of Requests for Documents and Things) literally infringes, or in the alternative, infringes
under the doctrine of equivalents Claims 1-2, 4-5, 7-16, 21, 23-26, 29, and 31-34 of the ‘761
Patent. The following chart provides additional information regarding Facebook’s infringement

of the asserted claims.

The phrase “Facebook Webs1te” as used below shall be afforded the deﬁmtlon set forth in
Leader’s First Set of Requests for Documents and Things to Facebook. The statements and
documents cited below are solely provided by way of example and based on information
available to Leader at the time this chart was created, and not to be used by way of limitation




or for poe of construing the claim terms. Leader reserves its right to supplement thi

chart as additional information becomes known to it.

1. A computer-implemented network-based
system that facilitates management of
data, comprising:

The Facebook Website meets the recited
claim language because it operates on a
computer connected to a network and
facilitates the management of data.

a computer-implemented context
component of the network-based system
for capturing context information
associated with user-defined data created
by user interaction of a user in a first
context of the network-based system, the
context component dynamically storing
the context information in metadata
associated with user-defined data, the
user-defined data and metadata stored on a
storage component of the network-based
system; and a computer-implemented
tracking component of the network-based
system for tracking a change of the user
from the first context to a second context
of the network-based system and
dynamically updating the stored metadata
based on the change, wherein the user
accesses the data from the second context.

The Facebook Website meets the recited
claim language because it uses a context
component to capture context information
associated with user-defined data in a first
context of the Facebook Website, The
Facebook Website stores the context
information in metadata, and the user-defined
data and metadata are stored on a storage
component. The Facebook Website uses a
tracking component for tracking a change of
the user from the first context to a second
context and dynamically updates the stored
metadata based on the change where the user
accesses the data from the second context.

By way of example, and not limitation, when
a user of the Facebook Website logs on, the
user is placed in an initial context. From this
initial context, the user is given the ability to
enter or upload data, When a user enters or
uploads data to the Facebook Website, certain
information concerning the data entry is
collected by Facebook and automatically
associated with the user’s data. At least some
of this information is retrievable from the
storage component using API calls, including,
but not limited to, Users.setStatus and
Users.getInfo. The Facebook Website uses a
tracking component that uses individual
“sessions” to track users as they move from
context to context through the Facebook
Website. The Facebook Website also tracks
the actions of the user in each of the contexts.
When a user accesses data that was entered or
uploaded in a different context, certain
information concerning those actions are
collected by Facebook and associated with the
accessed data. At least some of the tracking
information is retrievable using API calls,




including, but not limited to Auth.getSession.
The ability to access data from a different
context is shown by screen-shots of the
Facebook Website, including but not limited
to LTI000781 to LTI000912. Additional
information regarding the information
maintained by Facebook may be found in
LTI00037 to LTIO00039, LTI000696 to
LTI000697, L.TI000363 to L.TI000365, and
LTI000696 to LTI000702. It should be noted
that the citation to API calls in response to
this interrogatory is to illustrate that this
information is maintained by the Facebook
Website. Once Leader has received
Facebook’s document production and source
code, Leader will supplement its response to
this interrogatory to identify the components
which facilitate these processes.

. The system of claim 1, the context
component is associated with a
workspace, which is a collection of data
and application functionality related to the
user-defined data.

The Facebook Website meets the recited
claim language because in addition to
satisfying all the elements of Claim 1 as
described above, it also uses a component that
captures and dynamically stores data created
by interaction of a user, and the component is
associated with a collection of data and
application functionality related to the user-
defined data.

By way of example and not limitation, when a
user logs on to the Facebook Website and
enters an initial context, the user is presented
with a number of applications. These
applications are described on the Facebook
Website and are illustrated in screen-shots
found in LTI000781 to LTI0O00912.
Information regarding these applications may
be found in LTI0O00705. It should be noted
that these examples are not limiting and
Leader intends to supplement its answer to
this interrogatory once Leader has received
Facebook’s document production.

. The system of claim 1, the context
information includes a relationship
between the user and at least one of an
application, application data, and user

The Facebook Website meets the recited clam
language because in addition to satisfying all
the elements of Claim 1 as described above,
context information captured by a component




environment.

Tof the Fcebo Website cuds te

relationship between a user and at least one of
an application, application data, and user
environment.

By way of example, and not limitation, when
a user enters or uploads data, the Facebook
Website collects information about the user,
application, application data and user
environment. Example screen-shots of the
Facebook Website illustrate that context
information that is collected by Facebook
includes relationships between a user,
application, application data and user
environment. These screen shots are
illustrated in LTIO00781 to LTI000912.
Additional information may be found in
LTI000363 to LTI000365. Again, Leader
intends to supplement its response to this
interrogatory once Facebook has provided
Leader with it document production.

5. The system of claim 1, the context
component captures context information
of the first context and context
information related to at least one other
context.

The Facebook Website meets the recited clam
language because in addition to satisfying all
the elements of Claim 1 as described above, it
also uses a component that captures context
information of a first user context and at least
one other user context.

By way of example, and not limitation, when
a user logs on to the Facebook Website, the
initial context of the user also provides
information of other contexts on the Facebook
Website. Example screen-shots of the
Facebook Website, which may be found in
LTI000781 to LTI000912, illustrate that the
context information captures and displays
context information relating to other contexts.
Additional information may be found in
LTIO00363 to LTI00365. Leader intends to
supplement its response for this interrogatory
once Facebook provides Leader with it
document production.

7. The system of claim 1, wherein data
created in the first context is associated
with data created in the second context.

The Facebook Website meets the recited clam
language because in addition to satisfying all

the elements of Claim 1 as described above, it
also operates such that data created in the first

9




user context is associated with data created in
a second user context.

By way of example, and not limitation, when

a user enters or uploads data in a first context,
that data is automatically updated in other
contexts that are associated with the first
context (and vice-versa). Example screen-
shots of the Facebook Website found in
LTI0O00781 to LTI000912 illustrate that data
which is created in the first context is
associated with data created in the second
context. Additional information may be
found in LTI000363 to LTI000365.
Additional information for this interrogatory
is currently in Facebook’s possession, and
Leader will supplement its response once this
information is provided to Leader.

The system of claim 1, the context
information is tagged to the user-defined
data via the metadata when the user-
defined data is created.

The Facebook Website meets the recited clam
language because in addition to satisfying all
the elements of Claim 1 as described above,
context information is tagged to the user-
defined data via the metadata when the user-
defined data is created.

By way of example, and not limitation, when
a user enters or uploads data to the Facebook
Website, certain information regarding the
data entry is collected by Facebook and
tagged to the data entry. Example screen-
shots of the Facebook Website illustrate that
context information is tagged to the user-
defined data. These screen shots may be
found in LTI000781 to LTI000912 and
LTI000363 to LTI00365. Leader intends to
supplement its response once it has received
Facebook’s document production.

. A computer-implemented method of
managing data, comprising computer-
executable acts of:

The Facebook Website meets the recited
claim language because it operates on a
computer and uses a method of managing data
carried out by acts on a computer.

creating data within a user environment of
a web-based computing platform via user
interaction with the user environment by a
user using an application, the data in the

The Facebook Website meets the recited
claim language because it creates data within
a user environment via user interaction with
the user environment by a user using an

10




form of at least files and documents;
dynamically associating metadata with the
data, the data and metadata stored on a
storage component of the web-based
computing platform, the metadata includes
information related to the user, the data,
the application, and the user environment;
tracking movement of the user from the
user environment of the web-based
computing platform to a second user
environment of the web-based computing
platform; and dynamically updating the
stored metadata with an association of the .
data, the application, and the second user
environment wherein the user employs at
least one of the application and the data
from the second environment.

iEn
application. The data is at least in the form of
files and documents. The Facebook Website
dynamically associates metadata with data
which is stored on a storage component. The
metadata includes, at least, information
related to the user, the data, the application,
and the user environment. The Facebook
Website tracks the movement of the user from
the user environment to a second user
environment of the computer connected to the
Internet. The Facebook Website dynamically
updates the stored metadata with an
association of the data, the application, and
the second user environment where the user
makes use of at least one of the application
and the data from the second environment.

By way of example, and not limitation, when
a user logs on to the Facebook Website, the
user is provided a user environment which
allows the user to enter or upload information.
The Facebook Website creates data
correlating to the information provided by the
user and stores the data in a variety of forms,
including files and documents. At least some
of the data generated by the Facebook
Website can be retrieved using API calls,
including, but not limited to video.upload.
Further, data created via user interaction is
shown on example screen-shots of the
Facebook Website which may be found in
LTI000781 to LTI000912. When a user
enters or uploads information and the
Facebook Website creates corresponding data,
the Facebook Website also collects certain
information regarding the data. This includes
information relating to the user, data,
application and the user environment. At
least some of this information is retrievable
from the storage component using API calls,
including, but not limited to, Users.setStatus
and Users.getInfo. This is also shown in
example screen-shots from the Facebook
Website provided which illustrate the
metadata that is associated with the created
data. The Facebook Website uses a tracking

11




component that uses individual “sessions” to
track users as they move through the
Facebook Website. At least some of the
tracking information is retrievable using API
calls, including, but not limited to
Auth.getSession. When a user employs an
application or data from a different
environment from which the data was created,
the Facebook Website collects information
about the data, application and the user
environment and associates the information
with the employed data. At least some of this
information is retrievable from the storage
component using API calls, including, but not
limited to, Users.setStatus and Users.getInfo.
Example screen-shots, LTI000781 to
LTI000912, from the Facebook Website
illustrate examples of the updated metadata
associated with the data. Additional examples
and information regarding the Facebook
Website can be found in LTI00174 to
LTI00175, LTIO00357 to LTI000365,
LTI000696 to L.TI000702, and LTI0O00037 to
LTI000039. It should be noted that the
citation to API calls in response to this
interrogatory is to illustrate that this
information is maintained by the Facebook
Website. Once Leader has received
Facebook’s document production and source
code, Leader will supplement its response to
this interrogatory to identify the components
which facilitate these processes.

10. The method of claim 9, further comprising
capturing context information of the user.

The Facebook Website meets the recited
claim language because in addition to
satisfying all the elements of Claim 9 as
described above, it also captures information
related to the user.

By way of example, and not limitation, when
a user enters or uploads data, the Facebook
Website collects information about the user.
Moreover, when a user employs an
application or data, the Facebook Website
collects information about the user.
Information about the user can be retrieved

12




e
using API calls, including, but not limited to,
Users.setStatus and Users.getInfo. Additional
information may be found at LTI000696 to
LTIO00697. 1t should be noted that the
citation to API calls in response to this
interrogatory is to illustrate that this
information is maintained by the Facebook
Website. Once Leader has received
Facebook’s document production and source
code, Leader will supplement its response to
this interrogatory to identify the components
which facilitate these processes.

11. The method of claim 9, further comprising

indexing content of the user environment
such that a plurality of users can access
the content from an associated plurality of
user environments.

The Facebook Website meets the recited
claim language because in addition to
satisfying all the elements of Claim 9 as
described above, it also indexes the content of
user environments such that users can access
the content from other user environments,

By way of example, and not limitation, the
Facebook Website allows users to access the
data of other users from a variety of
environments. A user can access the data of
another user by obtaining, or searching for,
information relating to the user, data,
application or the user environment. Access
is shown by example screen-shots of the
Facebook Website which has been provided
as LTI000781 to LTI000912. Additional
information is illustrated in LTI000357 to
LTI000365 and LTI000338 to LTIN00339.
Leader intends to supplement its response
once Facebook has provided Leader with its
document production.

12. The method of claim 9, the least one of

the data and the application is associated
automatically with the second user
environment.

The Facebook Website meets the recited
claim language because in addition to
satisfying all the clements of Claim 9 as
described above, it also includes functionality
that automatically associates at least one of
the data and the application with the second
user environment.

By way of example, and not limitation, when
a user employs an application or data from a
different environment from which the data
was created, the Facebook Website collects

13
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information about the user environment and
automatically associates the information with
the second user environment. At least some
of this information is retrievable from the
storage component using API calls, including,
but not limited to, Users.setStatus and
Users.getlnfo. Example screen-shots from the
Facebook Website, which may be found in
LTI000781 to LTI000912, illustrate examples
of the updated metadata associated with the
data. Additional information may be found in
LTI000696 to LSI000702 and LTI000357 to
LSI1000365. It should be noted that the
citation to API calls in response to this
interrogatory is to illustrate that this
information is maintained by the Facebook
Website. Once Leader has received
Facebook’s document production and source
code, Leader will supplement its response to
this interrogatory to identify the components
which facilitate these processes.

13. The method of claim 9, further comprising
accessing the user environment and the
second user environment using a browser.

The Facebook Website meets the recited
claim language because in addition to
satisfying all the elements of Claim 9 as
described above, the user environments of the
Facebook Website can be accessed through a
browser.

By way of example, and not limitation, the
Facebook Website, and the various
environments it provides, is designed to be
accessed using a browser. Example screen-
shots illustrate that the Facebook Website is
accessed using Internet Explorer and may be
found in LTI000781 to LTI000912 and
LTIO00357 to LTI000365.

14. The method of claim 9, further comprising
communicating with the user environment
using a TCP/IP communication protocol.

The Facebook Website meets the recited
claim language because in addition to
satisfying all the elements of Claim 9 as
described above, communication with a user
environment of the Facebook Website can
occur via the Internet using a TCP/IP
communication protocol.

By way of example, and not limitation, the
Facebook Website, and the various

14




environments it provides, is designed to be
accessed on the Internet which uses the
TCP/IP protocol. Example screen-shots
found at LTI000781 to LTI000912 and
LTIC00357 to LTI000365 illustrate that the
Facebook Website is accessed over the
Internet using Internet Explorer.

15. The method of claim 9, further comprising
locating the user environment from a
remote location using a URL address.

The Facebook Website meets the recited
claim language because in addition to
satisfying all the elements of Claim 9 as
described above, a user environment of the
Facebook Website can be located from a
remote location using a URL address.

By way of example, and not limitation, the
Facebook Website, and the various
environments it provides, is designed to be
accessed using www.facebook.com. Example
screen-shots, found at LTI000781 to
LTI000912 and LTI000357 to LTI00365,
illustrate that the Facebook Website is
accessed using the URL www.facebook.com.

16. The method of claim 9, further comprising
accessing the user environment via a
portable wireless device.

The Facebook Website meets the recited
claim language because in addition to
satisfying all the elements of Claim 9 as
described above, a user environment of the
Facebook Website can be accessed via a
portable wireless device.

By way of example, and not limitation, the
Facebook Website, and the various
environments it provides, is designed to be
accessed using mobile devices. The various
platforms and applications which are designed
specifically for mobile use are described on
the Facebook Website, and can be found at
LTIC00703, LTI000255 to LTI000258 and
LTI000276 to LTI000281.

21. A computer-readable medium for storing
computer-executable instructions for a
method of managing data, the method
comprising:

The Facebook Website meets the recited
claim language because it operates from

‘executing computer instructions which are

stored on a computer-readable medium. The
Facebook Website executes these instructions
in order to manage of variety of data.

creating data related to user interaction of

The Facebook Website meets the recited

15




a user within a user workspace of a web-
based computing platform using an
application; dynamically associating
metadata with the data, the data and
metadata stored on the web-based
computing platform, the metadata includes
information related to the user of the user
workspace, to the data, to the application
and to the user workspace; tracking
movement of the user from the user
workspace to a second user workspace of
the web-based computing platform;
dynamically associating the data and the
application with the second user
workspace in the metadata such that the
user employs the application and data
from the second user workspace; and
indexing the data created in the user
workspace such that a plurality of
different users can access the data via the
metadata from a corresponding plurality
of different user workspaces.

claim language because data is created when a
user uses an application of the Facebook
Website. The Facebook Website dynamically
associates metadata with the data and the data
and metadata are stored on a web-based
platform. The metadata includes information
related to the user of the user workspace, to
the data, to the application and to the user
workspace. The Facebook Website tracks
the movement of the user from the user
workspace to a second user workspace. The
Facebook Website dynamically associates the
data and the application with the second user
workspace in the metadata such that the user
employs the application and data from the
second user workspace. The Facebook
Website indexes the data created in the user
workspace such that a plurality of different
users can access the data via the metadata
from a plurality of different user workspaces.

By way of example, and not limitation, when
a user logs on to the Facebook Website, the
user enters a workspace with a variety of
applications, Some of these applications
allow the user to enter or upload information.
The Facebook Website creates data
correlating to the information provided by the
user. At least some of the data generated by
the Facebook Website can be retrieved using
API calls, including, but not limited to
video.upload. Further, data created via user
interaction is shown on example screen-shots
of the Facebook Website found in LTI000781
to LTI000912. When a user enters or uploads
information and the Facebook Website creates
corresponding data, the Facebook Website
also collects certain information regarding the
data. This includes information relating to the
user, data, application and the user
workspace. At least some of this information
is retrievable from the storage component
using API calls, including, but not limited to,
Users.setStatus and Users.getInfo. Example
screen-shots from the Facebook Website,
found in LTI000781 to LTI000912, illustrate

16




the metadata that is associated with the
created data. The Facebook Website uses a
tracking component that uses individual
“sessions” to track users as they move
through the Facebook Website. At least some
of the tracking information is retrievable
using API calls, including, but not limited to
Auth.getSession. When a user employs the
data and the application used to create the
data from a different workspace from which
the data was created, the Facebook Website
collects information about the workspace and
associates the information with the employed
data. At Jeast some of this information is
retrievable from the storage component using
API calls, including, but not limited to,
Users.setStatus and Users.getInfo. Example
screen-shots from the Facebook Website
illustrate examples of the updated metadata
associated with the data which can be found
in LTI000781 to LTI0O00912. The Facebook
Website allows users to access the data of
other users from a variety of workspaces. A
user can access the data of another user by
associating with, obtaining, or searching for,
information relating to the user, data,
application or the user workspace. Additional
examples can be found in LTI00174 to
LTI000175, LTI000357 to LTI000365,
LTI000696 to LTI000702 and LTIO00037 to
LTIO00039. It should be noted that the
citation to API calls in response to this
interrogatory is to illustrate that this
information is maintained by the Facebook
Website. Once Leader has received
Facebook’s document production and source
code, Leader will supplement its response to
this interrogatory to identify the components
which facilitate these processes.

23. A computer-implemented system that
facilitates management of data,
comprising:

The Facebook Website meets the recited
claim Janguage because it operates on a
computer and facilitates management of data.

a computer-implemented context
component of a web-based server for

The Facebook Website meets the recited clam
language because it uses a context component
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defining a first user workspace of the web- |

based server, assigning one or more
applications to the first user workspace,
capturing context data associated with
user interaction of a user while in the first
user workspace, and for dynamically
storing the context data as metadata on a
storage component of the web-based
server, which metadata is dynamically
associated with data created in the first
user workspace; and a computer-
implemented tracking component of the
web-based server for tracking change
information associated with a change in
access of the user from the first user
workspace to a second user workspace,
and dynamically storing the change
information on the storage component as
part of the metadata, wherein the user
accesses the data from the second user
workspace.

for defining a first user workspace. The
Facebook Website also assigns one or more
applications to the first user workspace and
captures context data associated with user
interaction while the user is in the first user
work space. Further, the Facebook Website
dynamically stores the context data as
metadata which is dynamically associated
with data created in the first user workspace.
The Facebook Website tracks change
information associated with a change in
access of the user from the first user
workspace to a second user workspace, and
dynamically stores the change information on
the storage component as part of the
metadata, wherein the user accesses the data
from the second user workspace.

By way of example, and not limitation, when
a user logs on to the Facebook Website, the
user is placed in an initial context containing
a workspace. From this initial context, the
user is given the ability to enter or upload data
using a variety of applications. When a user
enters or uploads data to the Facebook
Website, certain information concerning the
data entry is collected by Facebook and
automatically associated with the user’s
actions. At least some of this information is
retrievable from the storage component using
API calls, including, but not limited to,
Users.setStatus and Users.getInfo. Facebook
Website uses a tracking component that uses
individual “sessions” to track users as they
move through the Facebook Website. The
Facebook Website also tracks when a user
accesses data that was entered or uploaded in
a different workspace. This tracking
information is collected by Facebook and
associated with the data that was accessed. At
least some of the tracking information is
retrievable using API calls, including, but not
limited to Auth.getSession. The ability to
enter and access data from different
workspaces is shown by screen-shots of the
Facebook Website which may be found in
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LTIO00781 to LTI000912. Additional
information may be found in LTI000696 to
LSI000702, LTI000037 to LTI000039,
LTI000363 to LTI000365 and LTI000696 to
LTI000697. It should be noted that the
citation to API calls in response to this
interrogatory is to illustrate that this
information is maintained by the Facebook
Website. Once Leader has received
Facebook’s document production and source
code, Leader will supplement its response to
this interrogatory to identify the components
which facilitate these processes.

24. The system of claim 23, wherein the
tracking component automatically creates
the metadata when the user accesses the
first user workspace.

The Facebook Website meets the recited
claim language because in addition to
satisfying all the elements of Claim 23 as
described above, it also includes a tracking
component that automatically creates
metadata when the user accesses the first user
workspace.

By way of example, and not limitation, the
Facebook Website automatically collects
certain information concerning the actions of
the users in each workspace. At least some of
this information is retrievable from the
storage component using API calls, including,
but not limited to, Users.setStatus and
Users.getInfo. Information relating to the
AP calls may be found in LTI000696 to
LTIO00702. It should be noted that the
citation to API calls in response to this
interrogatory is to illustrate that this
information is maintained by the Facebook
Website. Once Leader has received
Facebook’s document production and source
code, Leader will supplement its response to
this interrogatory to identify the components
which facilitate these processes.

25. The system of claim 23, wherein the
context component captures relationship
data associated with a relationship
between the first user workspace and at
least one other user workspace.

The Facebook Website meets the recited
claim language because in addition to
satisfying all the elements of Claim 23 as
described above, it also captures relationship
data associated with a relationship between
the first user workspace and at least one other
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user workspace.

By way of example, and not limitation, the
Facebook Website automatically maintains
information about each workspace and
whether those workspaces are related to each
other. At least some of this information is
retricvable from the storage component using
API calls, including, but not limited to,
Users.setStatus and Users.getInfo.
Information describing the API calls may be
found in LTI00696 to LTI000702. It should
be noted that the citation to API calls in
response to this interrogatory is to illustrate
that this information is maintained by the
Facebook Website. Once Leader has received
Facebook’s document production and source
code, Leader will supplement its response to
this interrogatory to identify the components
which facilitate these processes.

26. The system of claim 23, wherein the
application associated with the first user
workspace is automatically accessible via
the second user workspace when the user
moves from the first user workspace to the
second user workspace.

The Facebook Website meets the recited
claim language because in addition to
satisfying all the elements of Claim 23 as
described above, it also includes an
application associated with the first user
workspace that is automatically accessible via
the second user workspace when the user
moves from the first user workspace to the
second user workspace.

By way of example, and not limitation, an
application that is associated in a user’s
workspace is automatically available on
another user’s workspace to the extent the
second user workspace is associated with the
first user workspace. The ability to access the
application from different workspaces is
shown by screen-shots of the Facebook
Website which may be found in LTIO00781 to
LTI000912, LTI000363 to LTI000365 and
LTI000705. Leader will supplement is
answer to this interrogatory once Leader
receives Facebook’s document production.

29. The system of claim 23, wherein when the
data created in the first user workspace is
accessed from the second user workspace,

The Facebook Website meets the recited
claim language because in addition to
satisfying all the elements of Claim 23 as
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in response to which the context
component adds information to the
metadata about the second user
workspace.

eh -
described above, when the data created in the
first user workspace of the Facebook Website
is accessed from the second user workspace,
the context component of the Facebook
Website adds information to the metadata
about the second user workspace.

By way of example and not limitation, the
Facebook Website tracks when a user
accesses data that was entered or uploaded in
a different workspace. This tracking
information is collected by Facebook and
associated with the data that was accessed.
The ability to access data from different
workspaces is shown by screen-shots of the
Facebook Website which may be found in
LTIO00781 to LTI000912, LTI00037 to
LTI000039, LTI000363 to LTI000365, and
LTI000696 to LTI000697. Additional
information is available in Facebook’s
document production and Leader will
supplement its answer once it receives the
documents from Facebook.

31. The system of claim 23, wherein the
storage component stores the data and the
metadata according to at least one of a
relational and an object storage
methodology.

The Facebook Website meets the recited
claim language because in addition to
satisfying all the elements of Claim 23 as
described above, it also includes a storage
component that stores the data and metadata
according to at least one of a relational and an
object storage methodology.

By way of example, and not limitation, the
Facebook Website uses relational and object
storage methodologies. For example, at least
some of the data generated by the Facebook
Website can be retrieved using FQL, which is
a customized version of SQL. Some of this is
illustrated on screen-shots of the Facebook
website which can be found in LTI00174 to
LTI00075 and LTI000357 to LTI000359. It
should be noted that the citation to API calls
in response to this interrogatory is to illustrate
that this information is maintained by the
Facebook Website. Once Leader has received
Facebook’s document production and source
code, Leader will supplement its response to
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1 this ineaty to ii the components
which facilitate these processes.

32. The system of claim 23, wherein storing
of the metadata in the storage component
in association with data facilitates many-
to-many functionality of the data via the
metadata.

The Facebook Website meets the recited
claim language because in addition to
satisfying all the elements of Claim 23 as
described above, storing of the metadata in
the storage component of the Facebook
Website in association with data facilitates
many-to-many functionality 'of the data via
the metadata.

By way of example, and not limitation, the
Facebook Website allows users to access the
data of other users from a variety of contexts
and workspaces. A user can access the data
of another user by associating with, obtaining,
or searching for, information relating to the
user, data, application, user context or user
workspace. Examples of screen shots
illustrating this can be found in LTI000781 to
LTI000912, LTI000338 to LTI000339 and
LTIO00363 to LTI000365. Leader intends to
supplements its response to this interrogatory
once Facebook provides its document
production.

33. The system of claim 23, wherein the first
user workspace provides access to at least
one communications tool, which includes
e-mail, voicemail, fax, teleconferencing,
instant message, chat, contacts, calendar,
task, notes, news, ideas, vote, web and
video conferencing, and document sharing
functionality.

The Facebook Website meets the recited
claim language because in addition to
satisfying all the elements of Claim 23 as
described above, a first user workspace of the
Facebook provides access to at least one
communications tool, which includes e-mail,
voicemail, fax, teleconferencing, instant
message, chat, contacts, calendar, task, notes,
news, ideas, vote, web and video
conferencing, and document sharing
functionality.

By way of example, and not limitation, when
a user logs on to the Facebook Website, the
user has access to a variety of communication
tools. At least one of these communications
tools is email. Examples of screen shots can
be found in LTIO00781 to LTI000912,
LTI000297 to LTI000298, LTI000304 to
LTI000315 and LTI000740-41. Leader
intends to supplement its response to this
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2

interrogatory once it receives Facebook’s
document production.

34. The system of claim 23, wherein one or
more applications include file storage
pointers that are dynamic and associated
with the first user workspace.

The Facebook Website meets the recited
claim language because in addition to
satisfying all the elements of Claim 23 as
described above, the applications used on the
Facebook Website include file storage
pointers that are dynamic and associated with
the first user workspace.

By way of example, and not limitation, the
Facebook Website uses file storage pointers
which are dynamically updated. For example,
at least some of the data generated by the
Facebook Website can be retrieved using API
calls, including, but not limited to photos.get.
Information may also be found in examples of
screen-shots found in LTI00174 to LTI00175
and LTI000357 to LTI00059. It should be
noted that the citation to API calls in response
to this interrogatory is to illusirate that this
information is maintained by the Facebook
Website. Once Leader has received
Facebook’s document production and source
code, Leader will supplement its response to
this interrogatory to identify the components
which facilitate these processes.

Leader’s investigation of this matter is continuing and the Response to this Interrogatory

will be supplemented as additional information becomes known to it.

INTERROGATORY NO. 2:

For each claim of the 761 Patent identified in response to Interrogatory No. 2, state the
construction of each limitation of such claim and identify all intrinsic and extrinsic evidence that

supports such construction.




RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 2:

Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it is unintelligible and nonsensical
because it is circular and does not identify any claims for which to provide a construction.
Leader objects to this Interrogafory to the extent it requires a legal interpretation or conclusion to
which no response is required. Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks expert
testimony. Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it is premature as it seeks
information that is scheduled to be disclosed to Facebook on dates directed by the Court. Leader
objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information protected by the attorney-client
privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable law, privilege, doctrine, or
immunity,

To the extent Leader understands this Interrogatory, subject to and without waiving the
foregoing general and specific objections, Leader identifies the following documents from which
its answer to this Interrogatory may be derived or ascertained pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure 33(d): LTI00001-LT1000031; LTI000396-000695; 1.T1000742-000760. Leader will
provide Facebook with its claim construction and evidentiary support on the dates stipulated by
the parties or directed by the Court.

INTERROGATORY NO. 3:

For each claim of the 761 Patent that LTI contends is infringed by Facebook, describe
with particularity the circumstances surrounding the alleged invention of the claim, including, for
example, the precise date of conception, the persons involved and the nature of their
involvement, the date of actual or constructive reduction to practice, the date and circumstances
of first experimental or test use, the date and circumstances of first public disclosure, the date
and circumstances of the first offer to sell or sale, the steps constituting diligence from
conception to actual or constructive reduction to practice, and all documents and evidence that
Plaintiff contends corroborates any of the foregoing dates and/or diligence.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 3:

Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it requires a legal interpretation or
conclusion to which no response is required. Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it
is premature, as the Court has not yet construed claim terms of the ‘761 Patent. Leader objects to

this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks expert testimony. Leader objects to this Interrogatory to
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the extent it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work product
doctrine, or any other applicable law, privilege, doctrine, or immunity. Leader objects to this
Interrogatory to the extent it seeks the disclosure of Leader’s confidential, proprietary, and/or
trade secret information before the Court has entered a protective order in the litigation. Leader
objects to this Interrogatory to the extent that it is compound amounting to multiple separate
interrogatories because it is comprised of multiple discrete subparts.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, Leader
responds as follows: The date of conception of the invention claimed in the *761 Patent is not
later than December 11, 2002. Mike McKibben and Jeffrey Lamb were involved in the
conception of the invention claimed in the 761 Patent. The individuals involved in the
reasonable diligence toward reduction to practice of the ‘761 Patent include Mike McKibben,
Jeff Lamb, Eric Rosenberg, Brad Whiteman, Steve Hanna, Tim Fathbrucker, Andrea Gieg, and
Mark Astin, Reduction to practice occurred not later than December 11, 2002. The date of first
public disclosure of the invention occurred on or about February 22, 2003.

Leader’s investigation of this matter is continuing and the Response to this Interrogatory
will be supplemented as additional information becomes known to it. Pursuant to Rule 33(d) of
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Leader will identify documents produced in the litigation
from which its answer to the subparts of this Interrogatory may be derived or ascertained after
such documents are produced. Leader will not produce documents that contain Leader’s
confidential, proprietary, and/or trade secret information until the Court enters a protective order
in the litigation.

INTERROGATORY NO. 4:

Identify with particularity all evidence, documents and the complete factual basis of
LTY’s allegation of willful infringement, including, but not limited to, the precise circumstances
by which notice (if any) of the 761 Patent was allegedly provided to Facebook prior to the filing
of the Complaint in this action.
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RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO., 4:

Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it requires a legal interpretation or
conclusion to which no response is required. Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it
is premature because Facebook has not yet produced documents or responded to written
discovery in the litigation. Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks information
known only to Facebook. Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it is premature.
Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks expert testimony. Leader objects to this
Request to the extent it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work
product doctrine, or any other applicable law, privilege, doctrine, or immunity.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, Leader
responds that on information and belief, developers of Facebook accessed a white paper
describing Leader’s proprietary technology made public by Leader on or about February 22,
2003 and copied the technology described in the paper for Facebook’s Website. Facebook had
actual and/or constructive notice of the ‘761 Patent on or about November 21, 2006 when the
patent was issued by the United States Patent and Trademark Office and Leader began marking
its products with the 761 Patent.

Leader’s investigation of this matter is continuing and its Response to this Interrogatory
will be supplemented as additional information becomes known to it.

INTERROGATORY NO. 5:

Identify with particularity all evidence, documents and the complete factual basis of
LTI’s contention that Facebook has been knowingly and actively inducing others to allegedly
infringe the *761 Patent and contributing to alleged infringement by others, including, without
limitation, the identity of the persons whose infringement is or has been induced and/or
contributed to and in what manner, and identify all persons with knowledge regarding the facts
and evidence in support of such contentions.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 5:

Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it requires a legal interpretation or
conclusion to which no response is required. Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it

seeks expert testimony. Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it is premature because
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Facebook has not yet produced documents or responded to written discovery in the litigation.
Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks information known only to Facebook.
Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it is premature, as the Court has not yet
construed. the claim terms of the ‘761 Patent. Leader objects to this Request to the extent it seeks
information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other
applicable law, privilege, doctrine, or immunity. Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the
extent that it is compound amounting to multiple separate interrogatories because it is comprised

of multiple discrete subparts.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, Leader
asserts that Facebook makes and sells the Facebook Website in the United States. The Facebook
Website allows a user to enter an initial context when the user logs-on to the Facebook Website.
From this initial context, the user can enter or upload data. When a user enters or uploads data to
the Facebook Website, certain information concerning the data entry is collected and
automatically associated with the user’s data. The tracking component tracks the user and the
action of the user in each context, as they move from context to context through the Facebook
Website. When a user accesses data that was entered or uploaded in a different context, certain
information concerning those actions are collected and associated with the accessed data. The
Facebook Website is not a staple of commerce and does not have substantial noninfringing uses
because of the functionality that the Facebook Website provides. Furthermore, Facebook
publicly promotes its website through various media channels and generates substantial revenue
from selling advertising on the Facebook Website. The Facebook Website has no use other than
as a medium for creating, storing, organizing, displaying, and exchanging information.

Leader’s investigation of this matter is continuing and the Response to this interrogatory

will be supplemented as additional information becomes known to it.

INTERROGATORY NO. 6:

Identify every instance where any third party has been accused of infringing or put on
notice of the *761 Patent, including the name and address of each third party and the
circumstances surrounding the accusation.
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RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 6:

Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent that it is vague and ambiguous. Leader
objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks the disclosure of Leader’s confidential,
proprietary, and/or trade secret information before the Court has entered a protective order in the
litigation. Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it requires a legal interpretation or
conclusion to which no response is required. Leader objects to this Interrogatory as overbroad,
unduly burdensome, and oppressive to the extent it seeks information that is not relevant to the
issues in the litigation and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Leader objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable law, privilege,
doctrine, or immunity.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, Leader
responds that it has accused Facebook, Inc. of infringement of the ‘761 Patent. Facebook, Inc. is
located at 156 University Ave., Palo Alto, Califorma 94301. Leader put the world on notice of
the >761 Patent by marking products and product related materials, including materials available
on Leader’s website, with the patent number.

INTERROGATORY NO. 7:

Identify and fully describe any and all damages that LTI is claiming in this suit, including
all facts supporting LTI’s contention that “Facebook’s infringement of the 761 Patent has
injured and continues to injure” LTI, the basis for any such damages, the dollar amount of any
such damages, and the detailed methodology and calculations used to determine such amount.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 7:

Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it requires a legal interpretation or
conclusion to which no response is required. Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it
seeks information that will be the subject of expert testimony. Leader objects to this
Interrogatory to the extent it is premature because Facebook has not yet produced documents or
responded to written discovery in the litigation. Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent

it seeks information known only to Facebook. Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it
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is premature as it seeks information that is scheduled to be disclosed to Facebook on dates -
directed by the Court. Leader objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information protected
by the attorney-client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable law, privilege,
doctrine, or immunity. |

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, Leader
responds as follows: As compensation for Facebook’s infringement of Leader’s ‘761 Patent,
Leader seeks all damages to which it is entitled under the Patent Laws, including 35 U.S.C. §§
284-285. Leader sceks damages adequate to compensate Leader for the infringement, including
but not limited to, damages in an amount not less than a reasonable royalty, together with interest
and costs fixed by the Court. Leader also seeks an accounting of all revenues tied to Facebook’s
infringement. Facebook’s request for Leader’s damages calculation is premature as Leader’s
investigation of this matter is continuing and its methodology and calculations will be formulated
after relevant Facebook documents are made available to Leader. Leader’s investigation of this
matter is continuing and the Response to this Interrogatory will be supplemented as additional
information becomes known to it. Leader will supplement the Response to this Interrogatory in
the form of expert reports in accordance with the date set by the Court.
INTERROGATORY NO. 8:

Identify with particularity all evidence, documents and the complete factual and legal
bases upon which you base any contention that LTI is entitled to a permanent injunction against
Facebook.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 8:

Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it requires a legal interpretation or
conclusion to which no response is required. Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it
seeks information that will be the subject of expert testimony. Leader objects to this
Interrogatory to the extent it is vague and ambiguous. Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the
extent it is premature because Facebook has not yet produced documents or responded to written

discovery in the litigation. Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks information
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known only to Facebook. Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it is premature as it
seeks information [that] is scheduled to be disclosed to Facebook on dates directed by the Court.
Leader objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information protected by the attorney-client
privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable law, privilege, doctrine, or
immunity.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, Leader
asserts as follows: Leader is entitled to a permanent injunction in the litigation because (a)
Facebook’s unlawful activities caused Leader to suffer, and, absent a permanent injunction, will
continue to cause Leader to suffer, irreparable harm; (b) monetary damages are inadequate to
compensate Leader for the irreparable harm; (c) the balance of the hardships between the parties
warrants equitable relief; and (d) the public interest would be served by a permanent injunction.,

Leader has been, and, in the absence of a permanent injunction, will continue to be
irreparably harmed by Facebook’s infringing activities. Leader made substantial investments in
terms of time, energy, resources and money in developing the invention claimed in the ‘761
Patent. Facebook’s ongoing infringement of the ‘761 Patent deprives Leader of its rightful
benefit of its investment as an innovator. Additionally, Facebook’s infringing activities occurred
at a crucial time in the development of the market. Facebook’s infringing activities shaped the
market to Leader’s disadvantage in a way that has caused long-term customer loss and prevented
Leader from occupying its rightful place as a leader in the market. Facebook’s infringing
activities neutralized Leader’s pioneering efforts and denied Leader the good will that it should
have enjoyed as a technology innovator in the market. Leader has repeatedly chosen to develop
its own products in lieu of licensing the technology to other market participants such as
Facebook. Facebook’s ongoing infringement in the absence of an injunction will force Leader to
involuntarily license its proprietary technology. As such, the imposition upon Leader of an
involuntary licensing relationship with Facebook will irreﬁafably harm Leader because it will
constitute a denial of Leader’s right to exclude others in the marketplace from using the
technology claimed in the ‘761 Patent.
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The fact that Leader’s harm is irreparable is evidence that there is no adequate remedy at
law. For example, Leader suffered incalculable harms associated with loss of market position,
lost opportunities to establish itself in the market place, and lost ability to capture market share.
Finally, the statutory right to exclude is a benefit that cannot be equated by an award of damages.
Generally speaking, I.eader will suffer ongoing irreparable harms of the nature discussed above
if a permanent injunction is not entered in this case to prevent further infringing conduct by
Facebook. In contrast, the harm Facebook will endure if a permanent injunction is entered is that
Facebook will no longer be able to continue their infringement of the ‘761 Patent. The pubic
interest favors the issuance of a permanent injunction in this matter because the public has a
substantial interest in the enforcement of valid patents.

Leader’s investigation of this mattef is continuing and the Response to this Interrogatory
will be supplemented as additional information becomes known to it.

INTERROGATORY NO. 9:

For each claim of the *761 Patent that LTI contends is practiced by any product(s) and/or
services of LTI, identify all such product(s) and/or service(s) and provide a chart identifying
specifically where each limitation of each claim is found within such product(s) and/or
service(s).

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 9:

Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it requires a legal interpretation or
conclusion to which no response is required. Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it
seeks information that will be the subject of expert testimony. Leader objects to this
Iﬁterrogatory to the extent it is vague and ambiguous. Leader objects to this Interrogatory as
overbroad, unduly burdensome, and oppressive to the extent it seeks information that is not
relevant to the issues in the litigation and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence. Leader objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information protected

by the attorney-client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable law, privilege,

doctrine, or immunity. Leader objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks the disclosure of
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Leader’s confidential, proprietary, and/or trade secret information before the Court has entered a

protective order in the litigation.
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