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From: Dean Boland 
Sent: Tuesday, August 07, 2012 2:22:14 PM (UTC-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada) 
To: Southwell, Alexander H.; Paul Argentieri 
Subject: Discovery related to Motion to Dismiss for Statute of Limitations 

Alex:  
 
I have reviewed your letter.   
 
You are past your due date to provide these responses to us.  We graciously gave you until Friday of this week 
to respond.  And, that delay in time was merely for you to draft a letter finding that Plaintiff has not constructed 
a single interrogatory or document request that complies with the court's order, which is your opinion. 
 
You have refused to comply with any of the interrogatories or requests for production of documents related to 
our right of discovery responding to Defendants' statute of limitations motion to dismiss. 
 
Each of these interrogatories were carefully crafted to obtain information related to the court's discovery order: 
 
"Plaintiff is thus permitted discovery under Rule 56(d), limited to serving, within 60 
days, interrogatories and document requests directly concerning (1) assuming, 
arguendo, the Work for Hire contract dated August 28, 2003 is authentic, what 
were Plaintiff’s intellectual property rights and other ownership interests under 
the contract’s language providing that Plaintiff, in exchange for helping fund 
Zuckerberg’s development of FaceBook, would own “a half interest (50%) in the 
software, programming language and business interests derived from the 
expansion of that service to a larger audience....” 
 
We expect answers to each of our interrogatories by Friday as well as the production of documents 
requested.  Thank you. 
 
Dean Boland.  
 
--  
Dean Boland  
Owner/Member 
Boland Legal, LLC 
1475 Warren Road 
Unit 770724 
Lakewood, Ohio 44107 
216.236.8080 ph 
866.455.1267 fax 
dean@bolandlegal.com 
 
Please note, I typically only review my emails once daily.  If there is something urgent in any email, please do 
not hesitate to contact my office at 216-236-8080. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

PAUL D. CEGLIA,

Plaintiff, 

v.

MARK ELLIOT ZUCKERBERG, Individually, 
and FACEBOOK, INC.

Defendants.

Civil Action No. : 1:10-cv-00569-RJA

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF 
DOCUMENTS TO DEFENDANT 

ZUCKERBERG

 Pursuant to Rule 33 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and this Court’s orders, 

Plaintiff Paul Ceglia propound the following request for production of documents to Defendant 

Zuckerberg whom shall respond to these interrogatories separately and fully, in writing and 

under oath, with the responses reasonably amended as required by law.

INSTRUCTIONS AND DEFINITIONS

1. The following apply to all interrogatories

a. The terms “any,” “all,” “each,” and “every” should be understood to be either their most 

inclusive or least inclusive sense as necessary to bring within the scope of any 

interrogatory, all information otherwise construed to be outside of its scope.

b. The terms “and” and “or” are to be construed disjunctively or conjunctively as necessary 

to include all information that might otherwise be considered outside of the scope of 

these interrogatories

c. The use of the singular and plural are interchangeable.

1

Case 1:10-cv-00569-RJA-LGF   Document 476-1   Filed 08/10/12   Page 2 of 5



d. If an answer is based on information and belief, specify and identify the source of the 

information and the grounds for the belief.

e. You must provide all requested information, not subject to a valid objection, that is 

known to, possessed by or available to you,

f. If you are unable to answer any of the interrogatories, you must answer as fully as 

possible and explain your inability to answer the remainder.

g. If you object to any interrogatory on the basis of attorney/client or work product 

privilege, identify the privilege claimed as well as each statement or communication for 

which such privilege is claimed, together with the following information for each such 

statement or communication:  (a) the date made; (b) the persons present; (c) the subject 

matter;  and (d) the basis on which the privilege is claimed.

DEFINITIONS

1. “You” and “Your” refers to Defendant Zuckerberg and any of your agents or 

independent contractors.

2. Facebook Contract or “the contract” or “the contract between the parties” refers to the 

two page paper document presented to Defendants’ experts in July 2011 for evaluation 

and examination at the offices of Harris Beach in Buffalo, New York.

3. References to “Facebook” include “thefacebook, Inc.” and vice versa.

4. “Person” refers to any natural person or any business, legal or governmental entity or 

association in any form.

5. “Plaintiff” refers to Paul D. Ceglia.
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6. “Defendants” refers to any of the following parties as well as their employees, agents, 

independent contractors or affiliated entities:  Mark Elliot Zuckerberg and Facebook.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

REQUEST NO. 1

 All documents executed by you or any representative or agent for you involving the 

purported to transfer any software, programming language, business interests or other intellectual 

property into Facebook before, during and after its incorporation in July 2004.

REQUEST NO. 2

 All documents reflecting Facebook’s your claimed ownership rights in the software, 

programming language and business interests in the business before the incorporation of 

Facebook.

REQUEST NO. 3

 All agreements executed by you and any other person(s) or entities who claimed 

ownership in the business before the incorporation of Facebook in 2004.

REQUEST NO. 4

 All documents reflecting your ownership rights in the software, programming language 

and business interests in the business after the incorporation of Facebook.

REQUEST NO. 5

 All documents supporting your claimed breach of the Facebook Contract with Plaintiff.

REQUEST NO. 6
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 All documents executed by you in connection with the incorporation of Facebook in July 

2004.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/Dean Boland

Paul A. Argentieri 
188 Main Street 
Hornell, NY 14843 
607-324-3232 phone
607-324-6188 
paul.argentieri@gmail.com 

Dean Boland
1475 Warren Road
Unit 770724
Lakewood, Ohio 44107
216-236-8080 phone
866-455-1267 fax
dean@bolandlegal.com
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

PAUL D. CEGLIA,

Plaintiff, 

v.

MARK ELLIOT ZUCKERBERG, Individually, 
and FACEBOOK, INC.

Defendants.

Civil Action No. : 1:10-cv-00569-RJA

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF 
DOCUMENTS TO DEFENDANT 

FACEBOOK

 Pursuant to Rule 33 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and this Court’s orders, 

Plaintiff Paul Ceglia propound the following request for production of documents to Defendant 

Facebook whom shall respond to these interrogatories separately and fully, in writing and under 

oath, with the responses reasonably amended as required by law.

INSTRUCTIONS AND DEFINITIONS

1. The following apply to all interrogatories

a. The terms “any,” “all,” “each,” and “every” should be understood to be either their most 

inclusive or least inclusive sense as necessary to bring within the scope of any 

interrogatory, all information otherwise construed to be outside of its scope.

b. The terms “and” and “or” are to be construed disjunctively or conjunctively as necessary 

to include all information that might otherwise be considered outside of the scope of 

these interrogatories

c. The use of the singular and plural are interchangeable.
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d. If an answer is based on information and belief, specify and identify the source of the 

information and the grounds for the belief.

e. You must provide all requested information, not subject to a valid objection, that is 

known to, possessed by or available to you,

f. If you are unable to answer any of the interrogatories, you must answer as fully as 

possible and explain your inability to answer the remainder.

g. If you object to any interrogatory on the basis of attorney/client or work product 

privilege, identify the privilege claimed as well as each statement or communication for 

which such privilege is claimed, together with the following information for each such 

statement or communication:  (a) the date made; (b) the persons present; (c) the subject 

matter;  and (d) the basis on which the privilege is claimed.

DEFINITIONS

1. “You” and “Your” refers to Defendant Facebook and any of your agents or independent 

contractors.

2. Facebook Contract or “the contract” or “the contract between the parties” refers to the 

two page paper document presented to Defendants’ experts in July 2011 for evaluation 

and examination at the offices of Harris Beach in Buffalo, New York.

3. References to “Facebook” include “thefacebook, Inc.” and vice versa.

4. “Person” refers to any natural person or any business, legal or governmental entity or 

association in any form.

5. “Plaintiff” refers to Paul D. Ceglia.
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6. “Defendants” refers to any of the following parties as well as their employees, agents, 

independent contractors or affiliated entities:  Mark Elliot Zuckerberg and Facebook.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

REQUEST NO. 1

 All documents executed by Facebook or any representative or agent for Facebook 

involving the purported to transfer any software, programming language, business interests or 

other intellectual property into Facebook before, during and after its incorporation in July 2004.

REQUEST NO. 2

 All documents reflecting Facebook’s ownership rights in the software, programming 

language and business interests in the business just before the incorporation of Facebook.

REQUEST NO. 3

 All agreements executed by Facebook and any other person(s) or entities who claimed 

ownership in the business before the incorporation of Facebook in 2004.

REQUEST NO. 4

 All documents reflecting the ownership rights in the software, programming language and 

business interests in the business just after the incorporation of Facebook.

REQUEST NO. 5

 All documents supporting your claimed breach of the Facebook Contract with Plaintiff.

REQUESTS NO. 6

 All documents executed by any persons involved with the incorporation of Facebook in 

July 2004 who claimed ownership of any percentage of the software, programming or business 

interests of the business being incorporated.
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Respectfully submitted,

/s/Dean Boland

Paul A. Argentieri 
188 Main Street 
Hornell, NY 14843 
607-324-3232 phone
607-324-6188 
paul.argentieri@gmail.com 

Dean Boland
1475 Warren Road
Unit 770724
Lakewood, Ohio 44107
216-236-8080 phone
866-455-1267 fax
dean@bolandlegal.com
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

PAUL D. CEGLIA,

Plaintiff, 

v.

MARK ELLIOT ZUCKERBERG, Individually, and 
FACEBOOK, INC.

Defendants.

Civil Action No. : 1:10-
cv-00569-RJA

INTERROGATORIES TO 
DEFENDANT ZUCKERBERG

 Pursuant to Rule 33 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and this Court’s orders, 

Plaintiff Paul Ceglia propound the following written interrogatories to Defendant Zuckerberg 

whom shall respond to these interrogatories separately and fully, in writing and under oath, with 

the responses reasonably amended as required by law.

INSTRUCTIONS AND DEFINITIONS

1. The following apply to all interrogatories

a. The terms “any,” “all,” “each,” and “every” should be understood to be either their most 

inclusive or least inclusive sense as necessary to bring within the scope of any 

interrogatory, all information otherwise construed to be outside of its scope.

b. The terms “and” and “or” are to be construed disjunctively or conjunctively as necessary 

to include all information that might otherwise be considered outside of the scope of 

these interrogatories

c. The use of the singular and plural are interchangeable.
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d. If an answer is based on information and belief, specify and identify the source of the 

information and the grounds for the belief.

e. You must provide all requested information, not subject to a valid objection, that is 

known to, possessed by or available to you,

f. If you are unable to answer any of the interrogatories, you must answer as fully as 

possible and explain your inability to answer the remainder.

g. If you object to any interrogatory on the basis of attorney/client or work product 

privilege, identify the privilege claimed as well as each statement or communication for 

which such privilege is claimed, together with the following information for each such 

statement or communication:  (a) the date made; (b) the persons present; (c) the subject 

matter;  and (d) the basis on which the privilege is claimed.

DEFINITIONS

1.  “You” and “Your” refers to Defendant Zuckerberg and any of your agents or 

independent contractors.

2. Facebook Contract or “the contract” or “the contract between the parties” refers to the 

two page paper document presented to Defendants’ experts in July 2011 for evaluation 

and examination at the offices of Harris Beach in Buffalo, New York.

3. References to “Facebook” include “thefacebook, Inc.” and vice versa.

4. “Person” refers to any natural person or any business, legal or governmental entity or 

association in any form.

5. “Plaintiff” refers to Paul D. Ceglia.
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6. “Defendants” refers to any of the following parties as well as their employees, agents, 

independent contractors or affiliated entities:  Mark Elliot Zuckerberg and Facebook.

INTERROGATORIES

INTERROGATORY NO. 1

 Assuming the Facebook Contract between Defendant Zuckerberg (Zuckerberg) and 

Plaintiff (the parties) is authentic, please define the terms "software", "programming language" 

and "business interests" as they appear in the contract.

INTERROGATORY NO. 2

 Assuming the Facebook Contract between the parties is authentic, what intellectual 

property rights did the contract convey to Plaintiff in the software, programming language and 

business interests defined in #1 above?

INTERROGATORY NO. 3

 Assuming the Facebook Contract between the parties is authentic, what are the ownership 

interests of all persons whom you claim owned any portion of the software, programming 

language and business interests defined in #1 above after execution of the Facebook Contract on 

April 28, 2003?

INTERROGATORY NO. 4 

 Assuming the Facebook Contract between the parties is authentic, list all persons with an 

ownership interest in the software, programming language and business interests as defined in #1 

above at the time of the incorporation of thefacebook, Inc. (Facebook) in July 2004 and their 

respective percentage of ownership of each of the three items (i.e. software, programming 

language, business interests).

3

Case 1:10-cv-00569-RJA-LGF   Document 476-3   Filed 08/10/12   Page 4 of 8



INTERROGATORY NO. 5

 Assuming the Facebook Contract between the parties is authentic, list the percentages of 

each person's ownership interest in the software, programming language and business interests as 

defined in #1 that was transferred into Facebook on or after July 2004.

INTERROGATORY NO. 6

 Assuming the Facebook Contract between the parties is authentic, list the consideration 

paid by Facebook to all persons whom you claim owned an interest in the software, 

programming language and business interests as defined in #1 in exchange for the transfer of that  

percentage ownership into Facebook on or after July 2004.

INTERROGATORY NO. 7

 Assuming the Facebook Contract between the parties is authentic, did the agreement 

include payment to you for work done on a project other than Facebook?

INTERROGATORY NO. 8

 Assuming the Facebook Contract between the parties is authentic, were you paid by 

Plaintiff for work done under the contract for the project other than Facebook known as 

StreetFax?

INTERROGATORY NO. 9

 Assuming the Facebook Contract between the parties is authentic, did your work on the 

StreetFax part of the agreement include the development of software for StreetFax?

INTERROGATORY NO. 10
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 Assuming the Facebook Contract between the parties is authentic, did the contract 

authorize you to use all, some or none of the StreetFax software for purposes other than 

StreetFax?

INTERROGATORY NO. 11

 Assuming the Facebook Contract between the parties is authentic, what were Plaintiff's 

intellectual property rights in the StreetFax software created by the contract?

INTERROGATORY NO. 12

 Assuming the Facebook Contract between the parties is authentic, what were your 

intellectual property rights in the StreetFax software created by the contract?

INTERROGATORY NO. 13

 Did you use any portion of the StreetFax software for any purpose related to Facebook or 

any other non-StreetFax purpose and if so

(A) on what date did that use begin

(B) describe that use of the StreetFax software

(C)  on what date did use of that StreetFax software terminate?

INTERROGATORY NO. 14

 Assuming the Facebook Contract between the parties is authentic, did you inform 

Facebook upon its incorporation that you did not own 100% of the software, programming 

language and business interests of the business?

INTERROGATORY NO. 15 
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 If your answer to the previous question is "no", what percentage ownership in the 

software, programming language, and business interests did you tell Facebook you owned upon 

its incorporation?

INTERROGATORY NO. 16

 List and describe all documents, including the year executed and all parties signing those 

documents reflecting the transfer into Facebook of any software, programming language and 

business interests as defined in #1 above.

INTERROGATORY NO. 17

 Provide the date when your ownership interest in Facebook fell below 50%.

INTERROGATORY NO. 18

 Assuming the Facebook Contract between the parties is authentic, what percentage 

ownership in the software, programming language and business interests of the business did 

Plaintiff own at the time of the incorporation of Facebook in Delaware?

INTERROGATORY NO. 19

 Assuming the Facebook Contract between the parties is authentic, was Plaintiff's interest 

in the software, programming language and business interests of the business transferred into 

Facebook and if so, what was the date of that transfer?

INTERROGATORY NO. 20

 Assuming the Facebook Contract between the parties is authentic and Plaintiff's interest 

in the software, programming language and business interests of the business was transferred 

into Facebook when was the fact of that transfer first publicly disclosed?

INTERROGATORY NO. 21
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 Assuming the Facebook Contract between the parties is authentic, list and describe all 

acts and their dates of occurrence that you claim constitute your breach of the contract.

INTERROGATORY NO. 22

 List Plaintiff's current percentage ownership interest, respectively, in Facebook's 

software, programming language and business interests.

INTERROGATORY NO. 23

 List all dates when you or Defendant Facebook breached the Facebook Contract with 

Plaintiff and

(a) the act(s) which you claim breached the agreement; and

(b) whether that act(s) was ever repeated at any later point in time; and

(c) when that act(s) was communicated to Plaintiff, if ever; and

(d) when that act(s) was publicly disclosed, if ever.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/Dean Boland

Paul A. Argentieri 
188 Main Street 
Hornell, NY 14843 
607-324-3232 phone
607-324-6188 
paul.argentieri@gmail.com 

Dean Boland
1475 Warren Road
Unit 770724
Lakewood, Ohio 44107
216-236-8080 phone
866-455-1267 fax
dean@bolandlegal.com
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

PAUL D. CEGLIA,

Plaintiff, 

v.

MARK ELLIOT ZUCKERBERG, Individually, and 
FACEBOOK, INC.

Defendants.

Civil Action No. : 1:10-
cv-00569-RJA

INTERROGATORIES TO 
DEFENDANT FACEBOOK

 Pursuant to Rule 33 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and this Court’s orders, 

Plaintiff Paul Ceglia propound the following written interrogatories to Defendant Facebook 

whom shall respond to these interrogatories separately and fully, in writing by a representative of 

Facebook and under oath by that representative, with the responses reasonably amended as 

required by law.

INSTRUCTIONS AND DEFINITIONS

1. The following apply to all interrogatories

a. The terms “any,” “all,” “each,” and “every” should be understood to be either their most 

inclusive or least inclusive sense as necessary to bring within the scope of any 

interrogatory, all information otherwise construed to be outside of its scope.

b. The terms “and” and “or” are to be construed disjunctively or conjunctively as necessary 

to include all information that might otherwise be considered outside of the scope of 

these interrogatories

c. The use of the singular and plural are interchangeable.
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d. If an answer is based on information and belief, specify and identify the source of the 

information and the grounds for the belief.

e. You must provide all requested information, not subject to a valid objection, that is 

known to, possessed by or available to you,

f. If you are unable to answer any of the interrogatories, you must answer as fully as 

possible and explain your inability to answer the remainder.

g. If you object to any interrogatory on the basis of attorney/client or work product 

privilege, identify the privilege claimed as well as each statement or communication for 

which such privilege is claimed, together with the following information for each such 

statement or communication:  (a) the date made; (b) the persons present; (c) the subject 

matter;  and (d) the basis on which the privilege is claimed.

DEFINITIONS

1. “You” and “Your” refers to Defendant Facebook and any of your agents or independent 

contractors.

2. Facebook Contract or “the contract” or “the contract between the parties” refers to the 

two page paper document presented to Defendants’ experts in July 2011 for evaluation 

and examination at the offices of Harris Beach in Buffalo, New York.

3. References to “Facebook” include “thefacebook, Inc.” and vice versa.

4. “Person” refers to any natural person or any business, legal or governmental entity or 

association in any form.

5. “Plaintiff” refers to Paul D. Ceglia.
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6. “Defendants” refers to any of the following parties as well as their employees, agents, 

independent contractors or affiliated entities:  Mark Elliot Zuckerberg and Facebook.

INTERROGATORIES

INTERROGATORY NO. 1

 Assuming the Facebook Contract between the parties is authentic, please define the terms 

"software", "programming language" and "business interests" as they appear in the contract.

INTERROGATORY NO. 2

 Assuming the Facebook Contract between the parties is authentic, what intellectual 

property rights did the contract convey to Plaintiff in the software, programming language and 

business interests defined in #1 above?

INTERROGATORY NO. 3

 Assuming the Facebook Contract between the parties is authentic, what are the ownership 

interests of all persons whom you claim owned any portion of the software, programming 

language and business interests defined in #1 above after execution of the Facebook Contract on 

April 28, 2003?

INTERROGATORY NO. 4

 Assuming the Facebook Contract between the parties is authentic, list all persons with an 

ownership interest in the software, programming language and business interests as defined by 

Defendant Zuckerberg at the time of the incorporation of thefacebook, Inc. (Facebook) in July 

2004 and their respective percentage of ownership of each of the three items (i.e. software, 

programming language, business interests).

INTERROGATORY NO. 5
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 Assuming the Facebook Contract between the parties is authentic, list the percentages of 

each person's ownership interest in the software, programming language and business interests as 

defined in #1 that was transferred into Facebook on or after July 2004.

INTERROGATORY NO. 6

 Assuming the Facebook Contract between the parties is authentic, list the consideration 

paid by Facebook to all persons whom Defendant Zuckerbeg claimed owned an interest in the 

software, programming language and business interests as defined by Defendant Zuckerberg in 

exchange for the transfer of that percentage ownership into Facebook on or after July 2004.

INTERROGATORY NO. 7

 Did Defendant Zuckerberg use any portion of the StreetFax software for any purpose 

related to Facebook and if so:

(a) on what date did that use begin

(b) how was the StreetFax software or any portion of it used for any purpose related to Facebook

(c) on what date did use of that StreetFax software terminate?

INTERROGATORY NO. 8

 Assuming the Facebook Contract between the parties is authentic, did Defendant 

Zuckerberg inform Facebook upon its incorporation that he did not own 100% of the software, 

programming language and business interests of the business?

INTERROGATORY NO. 9

 If your answer to the previous question is "no", what percentage ownership in the 

software, programming language, and business interests did Defendant Zuckerberg tell Facebook 

he owned upon its incorporation?
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INTERROGATORY NO. 10

 List and describe all documents, including the year executed and all parties signing those 

documents reflecting the transfer into Facebook of any software, programming language and 

business interests as defined in #1 above.

INTERROGATORY NO. 11

 Provide the date when Defendant Zuckerberg's ownership interest in Facebook fell below 

50%.

INTERROGATORY NO. 12

 Please identify the current owner(s) of the software, programing language and business 

interests as defined by Zuckerberg relating to the Facebook Contract and those owners' 

respective percentages of ownership of each of those three items.

INTERROGATORY NO. 13

 Was the business operated by Facebook just after incorporation in July 2004 the same 

business being operated by Defendant Zuckerberg just before incorporation?

INTERROGATORY NO. 14

 Assuming the Facebook Contract between the parties is authentic, what percentage 

ownership in the software, programming language and business interests of the business did 

Plaintiff own at the time of the incorporation of Facebook?

INTERROGATORY NO. 15

 Assuming the Facebook Contract between the parties is authentic, was Plaintiff's interest 

in the software, programming language and business interests of the business transferred into 

Facebook and if so, what was the date of that transfer?
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INTERROGATORY NO. 16

 Assuming the Facebook Contract between the parties is authentic and Plaintiff's interest 

in the software, programming language and business interests of the business was transferred 

into Facebook when was the fact of that transfer first publicly disclosed?

INTERROGATORY NO. 17

 List Plaintiff's current percentage ownership interest, respectively, in Facebook's 

software, programming language and business interests.

INTERROGATORY NO. 18

 List all dates when you or Defendant Zuckerberg breached the Facebook Contract with 

Plaintiff and

(a) the act(s) which you claim breached the agreement; and

(b) whether that act(s) was ever repeated at any later point in time; and

(c) when that act(s) was communicated to Plaintiff, if ever; and

(d) when that act(s) was publicly disclosed, if ever.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/Dean Boland

Paul A. Argentieri 
188 Main Street 
Hornell, NY 14843 
607-324-3232 phone
607-324-6188 
paul.argentieri@gmail.com 

Dean Boland
1475 Warren Road
Unit 770724
Lakewood, Ohio 44107
216-236-8080 phone
866-455-1267 fax
dean@bolandlegal.com
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From: Dean Boland [mailto:dean@bolandlegal.com]  
Sent: Thursday, August 02, 2012 11:16 PM 
To: Southwell, Alexander H. 
Subject: RE: Discovery responses 
 

Getting your objections and responses a week from tomorrow is fine. 

On Aug 2, 2012 10:50 PM, "Southwell, Alexander H." <ASouthwell@gibsondunn.com> wrote: 

So I am reading this as your agreement to our request for another week from tomorrow for our 
responses and objections.  Please advise ASAP if that is not correct as we will then ask the Court for 
another week to allow us time to meet on these issues. 

  

From: Dean Boland [mailto:dean@bolandlegal.com]  
Sent: Thursday, August 02, 2012 10:30 PM 
To: Southwell, Alexander H. 
Cc: paul.argentieri@gmail.com 
Subject: Re: Discovery responses 

  

Monday is fine. 

On Aug 2, 2012 3:29 PM, "Southwell, Alexander H." <ASouthwell@gibsondunn.com> wrote: 

Mr. Boland: 

  

We have been reviewing your discovery requests and had been planning to discuss with you some issues 
we have with them at the deposition today.  Because you are not here for that, can we schedule some 
time on Monday to discuss the scope of the requests and agree to another week from tomorrow for our 
responses or objections? 

  

Thanks 

Alex 

  

Alexander H. Southwell 
Partner 
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