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KLENK
SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES — CENTRAL DISTRICT
DAVID COPPEDGE, CASE NO. BC 435600 |
Plaintiff DEFENDANT CALIFORNIA INSTITUTE
’ OF TECHNOLOGY'’S OBJECTIONS AND
RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF’S DEMAND
vs. FOR INSPECTION AND COPYING OF -
DOCUMENTS, TANGIBLE THINGS AND'
ELECTRONICALLY STORED
JET PROPULSION LABORATORY; ‘
CALIFORNIA INSTITUTE OF INFORMATION (SET ONE)
TECHNOLOGY, et al.,
Defendant.
PROPOUNDING PARTY: PLAINTIFF DAVID COPPEDGE
RESPONDING PARTY: DEFENDANT CALIFORNIA INSTITUTE OF
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TO PLAINTIFF DAVID COPPEDGE; AND TO HIS ATTORNEY OF RECORD, WILLIAM J.

BECKER, JR., ESQ., THE BECKER LAW FIRM:

Defendant CALIFORNIA INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY (“Defendant™)
hereby answers, objects, and otherwise responds to Plaintiff’s First Demand for Inspection and

Copying of Documents, Tangible Things and Electronically Stored Information as follows:

DEFENDANT’S PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

I. Defendant has not completed its invéstigation relating to this action, has
not completed discovery in this action, and has not completed preparation for trial. As discovery
proceeds, facts, information, evidence, documents and things may be discovered that are not set
forth in thése responses, but which may have been responsive to Plaintiff’s Request. The
following responses are based on Defendant’s knowledge, information and belief at this time and
are complete as to Defendant’s best knowledge at this time. Defendant assumes no obligation to
voluntarily supplement or amend these responses to reflect information, evidence, documents or
things discovered following service of these responses. Furthermore, these responses were
prepared based on Defendant’s good faith interpretation and understanding of the individual
Requests and are subject to cor"rection for inadvertent errors or omissions, if any. Thesé
responses are given without prejudice to subsequent revision or supplementation based upon any
information, evidence and doCumcntatioﬁ that hereinafter may be discovered. Defendant reserves
thé right to refer to, to conduct discovery with reference to, or to offer into evidence at the time of
trial, any and all facts, evidence, documents and things developed during the course of discovery

and trial preparation, notwithstanding the reference to facts, evidence, documents and things in

these responses.

2. To the extent that any Request seeks documents that are also sought by or

identified pursuant to any other Request, Defendant declines to produce or identify multiple
LEGAL_US_W # 65809007.1 o -1-
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copies of such documents, and states that each document produced or identified pursuant to any

Request is also produced pursuant to every other Request to which it is or may be responsive.
3. To the extent that any Request seeks documents that have already been
produced, or which have been identified as exhibits to any depositions in this action, Defendant

declines to produce or identify such documents,

4. To the extent that any Request seeks documents that are protected by the

attorney-client privilege and/or attorney work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege

or immunity, Defendant declines to produce such documents, which would include and would not

be limited to:

(a) All documents that constitute or record correspondence or other
communications between counsel for Defendant or its agents or employees and Defendant or its

agents or employees regarding this action;

(b)  All documents prepared for use in this litigation including notes,
memoranda, draft pleadings and correspondence prepared by, at the direction of, or for review by

counsel for Defendant; and

(©) All documents that constitute or record correspondence or other

communications between Defendant and counsel for Defendant regarding this action.

LEGAL_US_W # 65809007.1 2-
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DEFENDANT’S GENERAL OBJECTIONS TO PLAINTIFF’S

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

| 1. Defendant objects to Plaintiff’s definition of thé terms “YOU” and

“YOUR” as vague, ambiguous, 'overbroad, and not reasonably tailored to lead to the discovery of

admissible evidence,

2. Defendant objects to Plaintiff’s Requests to the extent they seek documents

created or relating to events prior to the date on which Defendant hired Plaintiff,

3. Defendant objects to Plaintiff’s Request in its entirety to the extent that it
seeks documents that are not relevant to the subject matter of this litigation and are not reasonably

calculated 10 lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

4, Defendant objects to Plaintiff’s Request in its entirety to the extent that it

+ calls for the production of documents that are protected from disclosure by the attorney-client

privilege and/or work product doctrine, and/or any other applicable privilege or immunity.

5. Defendant objects to Plaintiff’s Request in its entirety to the extent that it is
overly broad and requires Defendant to make an unreasonable and unduly burdensome

investigation.

6. Defendant objects to Plaintiff’s Request in its entirety to the extent that it

seeks documents, the disclosure of which would constitute an unwarranted invasion of the

. affected persons’ constitutional, statutory and/or common-law rights of privacy and

confidentiality.

LEGAL_US_W ¥ 65809007.1 -3-
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7. Defendant objects to this Request in its entirety to the extent that it seeks

private, privileged, or confidential commercial, financial, and/or proprietary business information.

All General Objections are incorporated by reference into each Response as

though set forth in full therein.

DEFENDANT’S OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF’S

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 1:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS contained in PLAINTIFF’S personnel file.
OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 1:

Subject to and without in any way waiving its general objections, and to the extent
it understands this Request, Defendant hereby produces Plaintiff’s Section file, which is Bates-

stamped D0O00000001-59.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 2:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS that YOU provided to PLAINTIFF
RELATING TO the following matters: status of employment, rights, duties, compensation, and
benefits. |

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 2:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous as
to “status of employment,” “rights,” and “duties.” Defendant further objects to this Request on
the grounds that it is overly broad as to time and scope.

Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the
extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that it is hereby producing Plaintiff’s

Section file in response to Request No. 1.

LEGAL_US_W # 65809007.1 -4-
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DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 3:

All employment manuals, and all updates, that YOU provided to PLAINTIFF
since 2008. |

" OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 3:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous as
to “employment manuals” and “updates.” Defendant further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is overly broad as to time and scope. Defendant further objects to this Request on
the grounds that it is unduly burdensome and oppressive. Defendant further objects to this
Request on the grounds thal it seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
litigation and is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the
extent it understands this Request, Defendant hereby produces its Discipline Policy, Unlawful
Harassment Policy, Nondiscrimination and Equal Employment Opportunity Policy, and Ethics

and Business Conduct Policy, Problem Resolution Policy, as well as its Ethics Handbook.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 4:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR practices and
policies for hiring and/or firing of employees since 2008.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 4:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous as
to “practices and policies for hiring and/or firing.” Defendant further objects to this Reqﬁest on
the grounds that it is overly broad as to time and scope. Defendant further objeéts to this Requé;t
on the grounds that if is undﬁly burdensome and oppressive. Defendant further objects to this,
Request on the grounds that it secks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
litigation and is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Based upon the foregoing objections, and to the extent it understands this Request,

Defendant not will produce documents in response to this Request.

LEGAL_US_W # 65809007.1 -5-
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DOCUMENT REQUEST NQ. 5:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR practices and
policies for handling disciplinary matters with employees since 2008.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 5:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous as
to “practices and policies for héndling disciplinary matters with employees.” Defendant further
objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly broad as to time and scope. Defendant
further objects to this Request on the gréunds that it is unduly burdensome and oppressive.

Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the
extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that it is already producing its ﬁiscipline

Policy in response to Request No. 3.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 6:

A}l DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO any formal or informal
complaints, civil or administrative complaints, inquiries, and/or comments from any of YOUR
employees, or third party, concerning PLAINTIFF.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 6:

Defendant ijects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous as
to “civil or administrative complaints,” “inquiries,” and “comments.” Defendant further objects
to this Request on the grounds that it is overly broad as to time and scope. Defendant further
objects to this Request on the grounds that it is unduly burdensome and oppressive.

Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the
extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that documents produced in responsive to
Request Nos. 11 and 12 are responsive to this Request. Defendant further responds that Pléintiff‘ 5
notébooks, which Plaintiff produced to Defendant in the course of this litigation, are also
responsive to-this -Request._,-Inladdit-ion,--Defendant-héreby—produoes-documentsaBates—stampedwm
D000000213-219, which are email commuﬁications regarding Plaintiff's work performance

(including his communications and interactions with customers).
LEGAL_US_W # 65809007.1 -6-
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DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 7:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO any formal or informal
complaints, civil or administrative complaints, inquiries, and/or comments from any of YOUR
employees, or third party, concerning PLAINTIFEF’s interest in intelligent design.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 7:

Defeﬁdant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous as
to “civil or administrative complaints,” “inquiries,” “comments,” and “PLAINTIFF’s interest in
intelligent design.” Defendant further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly
broad as to time and scope. Defendant further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is
unduly burdensome and oppressive.

Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the
extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that documents produced in response to

Request No. 6 are responsive to this Request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 8:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO any formal or informal
complaints, civil or administrative complaints, inquiries, and/or comments from any of YOUR
employees, or third party, concerning PLAINTIFF’s interest in religion.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 8:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous as
to “civil or administrative complaints,” “inquiries,” “comﬁents,” and “PLAINTIFF’s interést in |
religion.” Defendant further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly broad as'to
time and scope. Defendant further objects tb this Request on the grounds that it is unduly

burdensome and oppressive.

Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the

—extent it.understands.this. Request, Defendant responds that-documents-produced-in-response-tg-- |-

Request No. 6 are responsive to this Request.

LEGAL_US_W # 65800007.1 : -7-

DEFENDANT CALTECH'S OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF’S DOCUMENT DEMAND




)
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

26

27
28

H

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 9.

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO any formal or informal
complaints, civil or administrative complaints, inquiries, and/or comments from any of YOUR
employees, or third party, concerning PLAINTIFF’s interest in political issues.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 9:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous as
to “civil or administrative complaints,” “inquiries,” “comments,” and “PLAINTIFF’s interest in
political issues.” Defendant further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly broad
as to time and scope. Defendant further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is unduly
burdensome and oppressive.

Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the

extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that documents produced in response to

Request No. 6 are responsive to this Request,

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 10:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO any formal or informal
complaints, civil or administrative complaints, inquiries, and/or comments from any of YOUR
employees, or third party, concerning Darwin’s theory of evolution.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO, 10:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous as
to “civil or administrative complaints,” “inquiries,” and “comments.” Defendant further objects
to this Request on the grounds that it is overly broad as to time and scope, particularly given that
the Request does not relate in any way to Plaintiff. Defendant further objects to this Request on
the grounds that it is unduly burdensome and oppressive. Defendant further objects to this -
Request on the grounds that it seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this

_litigation.and.is.not reasonably.calculated.to.lead to-the.discovery.of.admissible.evidence.

Based upon the foregoing objections, and to the extent it understands this Request,

Defendant responds that it will not produce documents in response to this Request.
LEGAL_US_W # 658090071 ' -8
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DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 11:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS constituting the record of an investigation
conducted in 2009 by Jhertaune Huntley concerning PLAINTIFF.
OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 11:

Subject to and without in any way waiving its general objections, and to the extent
it understands this Request, Defendant hereby produces documents Bates-stamped D00O0000060-
109, which constitutes the Employee Relations file maintained by Jhertaune Huntley relating to

Defendant’s investigation of Plaintiff in Spring 2009.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 12:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS constituting the record of an investigation(s)

conducted in 2009 by Karen Saidiner and/or the Employee Relations Office concerning

PLAINTIFF.
OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 12:

- Subject to and without in any way waiving its general objections, and to the extent
it understands this Request, Defendant hereby produces documents Bates-stamped DO00000110-
137, which constitutes the Employee Relations file maintained by Karen Saidiner relating to

Defendant’s investigation of Plaintiff in Spring 2009.

- DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 13:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS constituting the record of all investigations
conducted by YOU in 2009 and 2010 concerning PLAINTIFF.
OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TQO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 13:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous as

to “all investigations.”

BT BT

_Subject.to.and ‘without-in-any-way-waiving-its-general-ebjections;-and-to-the-extent-——
it understands this Request, Defendant responds that documents produced in response to Request

Nos. 11 and 12 are responsive to this Request.
LEGAL_US_W # 65809007.] 9.
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' DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 14; -

All 'DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS constituting reports prepared concerning
allegations that PLAINTIFF was engaged in harassing co-workers in 2009.
OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TQ DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 14:

Subject to and without in any way waiving its general objections, and to the extent

it understands this Request, Defendant responds that documents produced in response to Request

Nos. 11 and 12 are responsive to this Request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 15;

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO the administrative protocol

or procedures conducted in response to complaints or comments by YOUR employees concerning

PLAINTIFF.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 15:
" Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambigﬁous as

to “the administrative protocol or procedures conducted.” Defendant further objects that this

Request is unintelligible as written. - Defendant further objects to this Request on the grounds that

it is overly broad as to time and scope. Defendant further objects to this Request on the grounds
that it is unduly'burdensome and oppressive. Defendant further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it seeks infdnnation that is not relevant to the subject matter of this litigation and is
not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Based upon its foregoing objections, Defendant cannot respond to this Request as

~ drafted.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 16:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO CHIN’S response to,

‘reaction-to-or-impressions-concerning PLAINTIFF’s interest-in religion.

LEGAL_US_W # 65809007.1 : -10-
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> 1 | OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 16:

2 Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous as

L1 R T

3 | to“response,” “reaction,” “impressions concerning,” and “PLAINTIFF’s interest in religion.”
4 | Defendant further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly broad as to time and

5 | scope. Defendant further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is unduly burdensome and

6 | oppressive.
7 Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the
8 | extent it understands this Request as applying to the fact of Plaintiff’s stated interest in religion,
9 | Defendant responds that it has not located any documents responsive to this Request.

10

11 | DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 17:

12 _ All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO CHIN’S response to,
13 | reaction to or impressions concerning PLAINTIFF’s interest in politics.

14 | OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 17:

135 Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous as

" By €47

16 | to“‘response,” “reaction,” “impressions concerning,” and “PLAINTIFF’s interest in politics.”

17 | Defendant further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly broad as to time and

18 | scope. Defendant further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is unduly burdensome and
19 | oppressive. |

20 Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to thé

21 || extentit understands this Request as applying to the fact of Plaintiff’s stated interest in politics,
22 || Defendant responds that it has not located any documents resbonsivé to this Request.

23
24 | DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 18:

25 All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO CHIN’S response to,

SRR I . --wreactionfto-orLimpressions,conceminguPLA-INIIEEls-interest-in-intelligent-design,

27

28

TT A TAND

LEGAL_US_W # 65809007.1 -11-

DEFENDANT CALTECH’S OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S DOCUMENT DEMAND




~ G s W

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
2%
25
PR .
27
Lo 28

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 18:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous as

LR I ALy

to “response,” “reaction,” “impressions conceming,” and “PLAINTIFF’s interest in intelligent
design.” Defendant further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly broad as to
time and scope. Defendant further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is unduly
burdensome and oppr_essive. |

Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the

- extent it understands this Request as applying to the fact of Plaintiff’s stated interest in intelligent

design, Defendant responds that it has not located any documents responsive to this Request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 19: _ -
Al DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO removing PLAINTIFF as

Cassini Systems Administration Team Lead.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 19:

' Subject to and without in any way waiving its general objections, and to the extent
it understands this Request as re'questinlg documents reflecting the reasons for Defendant’s
decision that Plaintiff would no longer perform lead activities for the systems administrators

group, Defendant responds that is hereby producing non-privileged documents that are respbnsive

to this Request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 20:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO demoting PLAINTIFF.
OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 20:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous as

to “demoting.” Defendant further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly broad as

.to.time.and SCOPe. e

LEGAL_US_W # 65809007.1 -12-
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Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections,‘ and to the
extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that Plaintiff was not demoted and

therefore no such documents exist,

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 21:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO terminating PLAINTIFF.,
OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 21:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds fhat it is overly broad as to time
and scope. Defendant further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is unduly burdensome
and oppressive. Defendant further objects to this Request on the grounds that it seeks information
that is not relevant to the subject matter of this litigation and is not reasonabIAy calculated to lead
to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the
extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that it has not located any documents

reéponsive to this Request,

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 22:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS identifying YOUR Unlawful Harassment
Policy between 2008 and 2019.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 22:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous as
to “identifying.” Defendant further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly broad
as to scope. Deféndant further objects to this Réquest on the grounds that it is unduly
burdensome and oppressive., Defendant further objects to this Request to the extent it seeks

information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this litigation and is not reasonably

-|—calculated-to-lead-to-the discovery-of-admissible-evidence; — e

Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the

extent it understands this Request, Defendant hereby produces its Unlawful Harassment Policy.
LEGAL_US_W # 65809007.1 -13-
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DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 23:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS identifying YOUR Ethics and Business
Conduct Policy between 2008 and 2010.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 23:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds‘ that it is. vague and ambiguoﬁs as
to “identifying:” Defendant further objects to this Request to the extent it is overly broad as to
scope. Defendant further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is unduly burdensome and
oppressive. Defendant further objects to this Request on the grounds that it seeks information
that is not relevant to the subject matter of this litigation and is not reeisonably calculated to lead
to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Subject to and Without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the
extent it understands this Request, Defendant hereby produces its Ethics ﬁnd Business C.onduct

Policy.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 24:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS identifying YOUR discrimination policy
between 2008 and 2010,

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 24:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous as
to “identifying.” Defendant further objects to this Request to the extent it is overly broad as to
scope. Defendant further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is unduly burdensome and
6ppressive. Defendant further objects to this Request on the grounds that it seeks information
that is not relevant to the subject matter of this litigation and is not reasonably calculated to lead

to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the

~-extent-it-understands-this ‘Request; Defendant-hereby-produced-its-Nondiserimination-and-Equal- -

Employment Opportunity Policy.

LEGAL_US_W # 658090071 -14-
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. 1 | DOCUMENT REQUEST NQ. 25:

Al DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS identifying YOUR diversity trammg policy
between 2008 and 2010.

N )

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 25:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous as

wh

to “identifying” and “diversity training policy.” Defendant further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is overly broad as scope. Defendant further objects to this Réquesi’ on the grounds

that it is unduly burdensome and oppressive. Defendant further objects to this Request to the

N ~F O

extent it seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this litigation and is not
10 | reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

11 Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the
12 { extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that no such written policy exists.
13 ‘

14 | DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 26:

15 The “short note” given to Human Resources by CHIN stating that there were
16 | allegations made against PLAINTIFF of a hostile work environment.

17 § OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 26:

18 Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous as
19 | to“short note.”
20 Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the

21 | extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that no responsive documents have been

. 22 1| located.
23 _
24 | DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 27:

25 | All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS supporting the contention, as stated the

S ~26-|~-Seventh-Affirmative-Defense-to-YOUR-Answer-to- the First-Amended-Complaint; that

27 i PLAINTIFF failed to exhaust his administrative remedies, the allegations in the Complaint fall

28 | outside the scope of any administrative charges PLAINTIFF filed and/or PLAINTIFF otherwnse
LEGAL_US_W # 65809007.] -15-
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failed to comply with the statutory prerequisites to the bringing of this action, pursuant to the

- FEHA, California Government Code section 12900 ef seg.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 27:

Subject to and without in any way waiving its general objections, and to the extent
it understands this Request, Defendant refers Plaintiff to his production of documents relating to

the charges he filed with the Department of Fair Employment and Housing.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 28:
All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS supporting the contention, as stated the

Eighth Affirmative Defense to your Answer to the First Amended Complaint, that The
Complaint, and each of its causes of action‘, is barred because Defendants are unable to
reasonably accommodate PLAINTIFF’s alleged religious beliefs and/or practices withouf undue
hardship. |
OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO, 28:

- Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the
extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that it has not located documents

responsive to this Request. Defendant’s investigation is continuing.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 29:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS supporting the contention, as stated thé Tenth
Affirmative Defense to YOUR Answer to the First Amended Complaint, that the Complaint, and
each of its Causes of Action, is barred because PLAINTIFF did not satisfy and/or breached his

statutory obligations as provided in the California Labor Code including, but not limited to,

sections 2854 and 2856-2859. _
OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 29:

Subject-to-and-without-in-any-way-waiving-the-foregoing-objections;-and-to-the -~

extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that documents produced in résponse to

'Request No. 1 are responsive to this Request.
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‘ i | DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 30:
y) All e-mail messages between and/or among CHIN, BURGESS, KLENK,
3 | Jhertaune Huntley and/or Karen Saidiner COnceming allegations of harassment against
4 | PLAINTIFF,
5 | OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 30:
6 Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous as
7 | to “allegations of harassment.” Defendant further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is
8 | overly broad as to time and scope; Defendant further objects to this Request on the grounds that
9 | itisunduly burdensome and oppressive.
10 Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the
11 | extent it understands this Request, Defendant is hereBy producing non-privileged documents
12 | responsive to this Request.
13 |
14 | DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 31:
15 All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS supporting YOUR contention that
16 | PLAINTIFF’s actions were “unwelcome a'r'xd disruptive.”
17 | OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NQ. 31:
--1 8 Defendant objects to this Request on the grouncis that it is vague and ambiguous as
19 | to “actions.” Defendaﬁt further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly bfoad as to
20 | time and scope. Defendant further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is unduly
21 | burdensome and oppressive.
22 Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to‘ the
23 | extent it understands this Request, Defeﬁdant responds that documents produced in response to
24 | Request Nos. 6, 11, and 12 are responsive to this Request. |
25
-------------------------------- 26 DOCUMENTREOUESTN@GE e R
.Y All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS supporting YOUR contention that
; 28 | PLAINTIFF violated YOUR harassment policy.
& LEGAL_US_W # 65809007.) -17-
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OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 32:

Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the
extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that documents produced in response to

Request Nos. 3,6, 11 and 12 are résponsive to this Request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NQ. 33:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS supporting YOUR contention that
PLAINTIFF violated YOUR ethics policy.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 33:
Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the
extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that documents produced in response to

Request Nos. 3, 6, 11, and 12 are responsive to this Request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 34:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS supporting YOUR contention that
PLAINTIFF violated YOUR discrimination policy. |
OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 34:

Subject to and without in any way waiving its general objections, and to the extent

it understands this Request, Defendant responds that no such documents exist.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 35:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR contention that

PLAINTIFF continued to discuss politics or religion with his co-workers while in the office after

being instructed not to do so.

QBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 35;
e e Jubject-to-and-without in-any-way-waiving the-foregoing objections;-and-to-the-——
extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that documents produced in response to

Request Nos. 6, 11 and 12 are responsive to this Request.
LEGAL_US_W # 658090071 -18-
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DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 36:
All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR First Affirmative

defense.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 36:

Defendant objects té this Request on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and
overbroad in that it seeks documents to support a legal contention. Defendant further objects to
this Request to the extent that it seeks information protected by the attorney-client brivilege
and/or attorney work product doctrine,

Based upon the foregoing objections, and to the extent it understands this Request,
Defendant responds that documents produced in response to Request Nos. 3, 6, 11 and 12 are

responsive to this Request, |

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 37:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR Second Affirmative

defense.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 37:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and
overbroad in that it seeks documents 1o support a legal contention. Defendant further objects to
this Request to the extent that it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege
and/or attorney work product doctrine.

Based upon the foregoing objections, and to the extent it understands this Request,

Defendant responds that it cannot respond to this Request as phrased.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 38:
| All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR Third Affirmative

defense:-- - =+
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OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 38:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague, ambigﬁous, and
overbroad to the extent it seeks documents to support a legal contention. Defendant further
objects to this Request to the extent that it seeks information protected by tﬁe attorney-chient
privilege and/or attorney work product doctrine.

Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the
extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that documents produced in response to

Request Nos. 1, 3, 6, 11 and 12 are responsive to this Request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO, 39:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR Fourth Affirmative

Defense.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 39:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and

- overbroad to the extent it seeks documents to support a legal contention. Defendant further

objects to this Request to the extent that it seeks information protected by the attorney-cliént
privilege and/or attorney work product doctrine.

Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the
extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that documents produced in response to .

Request Nos. 1, 3, 6, 11 and 12 are responsive to this Request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 40:
All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR Fifth Affirmative

defense.

OBIECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 40;
Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague, ambigu'ous, and

overbroad to the extent it seeks documents to support a legal contention. Defendant further

LEGAL_US_W # 65809007.1 ' -20-

DEFENDANT CALTECH’S OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF’S DOCUMENT DEMAND




T SR A TR

e =1

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

20

21
22

23

24

25
26
27
28

o o
objects to this Request to the extent that it seeks information protected by the attorney-client
.privilege and/or attorney work product doctrine.
Subject to and without in any way wéiﬁng the foregoing objections, and to the
extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that documents produced in respoﬁse to

Request Nos. 1,3, 6, 11 and 12 are responsive to this Request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 41:

All DOCUMENTS énd WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR Si)-cth Affirmative

defense.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 41:
| Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and
overbroad to the extent it seeks documents to support a legal contention. Defendant further
objects to this Request to the extent that it seeks information protected by the attorney-client
privilege and/or attorney work product doctrine.
Subject to and without in any way waiving the forégoing objections, and to the
extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that documents produced in response to

Request Nos. 1 and 6 are responsive to this Request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 42:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR Seventh Affirmative

Defense.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 42:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is duplicative of Request

No. 27. Subject to and without in any way waiving its general objections, and to the extent it

understands this Request, Defendant refers Plaintiff to his Production of Documents relating to

the charges he filed with the Department of Fair Employment and Housing.
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DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 43:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR Eighth Affirmative

Defense.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 43;

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is duplicative of Request
No. 28. Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the extent it
understands this Request, Defendant responds that it has not located documents responsive to this

Request. Defendant’s investigation is continuing.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 44:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR Ninth Affirmative

Defense.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 44:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and
overbroad to the extent it seeks documents to support a legal contention. Defendant further
objects to this Request to the extent that it seeks information protected by the attorney-client
privilege and/or attorney work product doctrine.

Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the
extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds‘that‘ documents produced in response to

Request Nos. 1, 3, 6, 11 and 12 are responsive to this Request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 45:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR Tenth Affirmative

Defense.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 45:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is duplicative of Request

No. 29: Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the extent it

LEGAL_US_W # 65809007.1 22
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understands this Request, Defendant responds that documents produced in response to Request

No. 1,3, 6, 11 and 12 are responsive to this Request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 46:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR E]evénth Affirmative

Defense,

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 46:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and
overbroad to the extent it seeks documents to support a legal contention. Defendant further
objects to this Request to the extent that it seeks information protected by the attorney-client
privilege and/or attorney work product doctrine.

Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objectiéns, and to the
extent 1t understands this Request, Defendant responds that documents produced in response to

Request Nos. 1, 3, 6, 11 and 12 are responlsive 10 this Request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 47:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR Twelfth Affirmative

. Defense.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 47:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and
overbroad to the extent it seeks documents to support a legal contention. Defendarnt further
objects to this Request to the extent that it secks information protected by the attorney-client
privilege and/or attorney work product doctrine.

Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the
extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that documents produced in response to

Request Nos. 1, 3, 6, 11 and 12 are responsive to this Request.

LEGAL_US_W # 65809007.1 ‘ 23-

DEFENDANT CALTECH'S OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S DOCUMENT DEMAND




O 3

EE R e 2

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 48:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR Thirteenth

Affirmative Defense.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO, 48:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and
overbroad to the extent it seeks documents to support a legal contention. Defendant further
objects to this Request to the extent that it seeks information protected by the attorney-client
privilege and/or attorney work product doctrine. |

Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the
extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that documents produced in response to

Request Nos. 1, 3, 6, 11 and 12 are responsive to this Request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 49:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR Fourteenth

Affirmative Defense,

OBJ ECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 49;
| Defendant objects to this Réquest on the ‘grounds that 1t is vague, _ambiguoﬁs', and
overbroad to the extent it seeks documents to support a legal contentién. Defendant further .
objects to this Request to the extent that it seeks information prptected by the attorney-client
privilege and/or attorney work product doctrine. |
Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the
extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that documents produced in response to

Request Nos. 1, 3, 6, 11 and 12 are responsive to this Request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 50:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR Fifteenth

Affirmative Defense.
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OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 50:

Defendant objects to this Requést on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and
overbroad to the extent it seeks documents to support a legal contention, Defendant further
objects to this Request to the extent that it seeks information protected by the attorney-client
privilege and/or attorney work product doctrine.

Subject to and without in any way Waiving the foregoing objections, and to the
extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that documents produced in response to

Request Nos. 1, 3, 6, 11 and 12 are responsive to this Request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 51:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR Sixteenth

Affirmative Defense. -

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT R.EOUES'f NO. 51:
Deféndant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and
overbroad to the extent it seeks documents to support a legal contention. ]jcfendant further
objects to this Request to the extent that it seeks information protected by the attorney-client
privilege and/or attorney work product doctrine.
Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the
extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that documents produced in response to

Request No. 1 are responsive to this Request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 52:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR Seventeenth

Affirmative Defense.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 52:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and

overbroad to the extent it seeks documents to support a legal contention. Defendant further
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objects to this Request to the extent that it seeks information protected by the attorney-client
privilege and/or attorney work product doctrine.

Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the
extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that documents produced in response to

Request Nos. 1, 3,6, 11 and 12 are responsive to this Request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 53:

‘All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR Eighteenth

Affirmative Defense.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 53:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and
overbroad in that it seeks documents to support a legal contention. Defendant further objects to
this Request to the extent that it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege
and/or attorney work product doctrine,

Based upon the foregoing objections, ahd to the extent it understands this Request,

Defendant responds that it cannot respond to this Request as phrased.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 54:

- All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TC YOUR Nineteenth

“Affirmative Defense.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQU.‘EST NO. 54:

Defenc}ant objects to this Requést on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and
overbroad to the extent it seeks documents to support a legal contention. Defendant further
objects to this Request to the extent th;',!t it seeks information protected by the attorney-client

privilege and/or attorney work product doctrine.
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Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the
extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that this information is within Plaintiff’s

possession, custody, and control. Discovery is ongoing.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 55:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR Twentieth

Affirmative Defense.

QBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 55:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and
overbroad in that it seeks documents to support a legal contention. Defendant further objects to
this Request to the extent that it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege

and/or attorney work product doctrine.

Based upon the foregoing objections, and to the extent it understands this Request,

~ Defendant responds that it cannot respond to this Request as phrased.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 56:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR Twenty-First

Affirmative Defense.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 56:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and
overbroad in that it seeks documents to support a legal contention,” Defendant further objects to
this Request to the extent that it seeks information protected by. the attorney-client privilege
and/or attorney work product doctrine.

Based upon the foregoing objections, and to the extent it understands this Request,

Defendant responds that it cannot respond to this Request as phrased.
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DOCUMENT REQUEST NQ. 57:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR Twenty-Second

Affirmative Defense.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 57:

Defendant objects to this Request on ‘the grounds thaf it is vague, ambiguous, and
overbroad in that it seeks documents to support a legal contention.” Defendant further objects to
this Request to the extent that it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege
and/or attorney work product doctrine.

Based upon the foregoing objections, and to the extent it understands this Request,

Defendant responds that it cannot respond to this Request as phrased.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 58:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR Twenty-Third

Affirmative Defense.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 58:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and
overbroad in that it seeks documents to éupport a legai contention.” Defendant further objects to
this Request to the extent that it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege
and/or attorney work product doctrine.” |

‘Based upon the foregoing objections, and to the extent it understands this Request,

Defendant responds that it cannot respond to this Request as phrased.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 59:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR Twenty-Fourth

Affirmative Defense.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 59.
Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and

overbroad to the extent it seeks documents to support a legal contention. Defendant further
LEGAL_US_W # 65809007.1 .08

DEFENDANT CALTECH'S OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF’S DOCUMENT DEMAND




FTRAT T

th I W

A= - e T #5

10
11
12
13

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

objects to this Request to the extent that it seeks information protected by the attorney-client
privilege and/or attorney work product doctrine.

| Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to tﬁe
extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that documents produced in response to

Request Nos. 1, 6, 11 and 12 are responsive to this Requesf.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 60:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR Twenty-Fifth

Affirmative Defense.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 60:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and

overbroad in that it seeks documents to support a legal contention.” Defendant further objects to

“this Request to the extent that it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege

and/or attorney work product doctrine.

Based upon the foregoing objections, and to the extent it understands this Request,

Defendant responds that it cannot respond to this Request as phrased.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 61:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR Twenty-Sixth

Affirmative Defense.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 61:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and '
overbroad in that it seeks documents to suppb'rt a legal contention.” Defendant further objects to
‘this Request to the extent that it seeks information prdtected by the attorney-client privilege
and/or attorney work product doctrine,

Based upon the foregoing objections, and to the extent it understands this Request,

Defendant responds that it cannot respond to this Request as phrased.
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DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 62:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR Twenty—Sevehth

Affirmative Defense.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 62:

Defendant objects to this Requestlon the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and
overbroad to the extent it seeks documents to support a legal contention. Defendant further
objects to this Request to the extent that it seeks information protected by the attorney-client
privilege and/or attorney work produét doctrine.

Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the
extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that documents produced in response to

Request Nos. 1, 3, 6, 11 and 12 are responsive to this Request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 63:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR Twenty-Eighth ,

Affirmative Defense.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 63:
| Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and
overbroad to the extent it seeks documents to support a legal contention. Defendant further
objects to this Request to the extent that it seeks information protected by the attorney-client
privilege. and/or attorney work product doctrine.
Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the
extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that documents produced in response to

Request Nos. 1, 3, 6, 11 and 12 are responsive to this Request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 64:

All DOCUMENTS and WRITINGS RELATING TO YOUR Twenty-Ninth

Affirmative Defense.
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QBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TQ DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 64:

Defendant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and

overbroad to the extent it seeks documents to support a legal contention. Defendant further

objects to this Request to the extent that it seeks information protected by the attorney-client

privilege and/or attorney work product doctrine.

Subject to and without in any way waiving the foregoing objections, and to the

extent it understands this Request, Defendant responds that documents produced in response to

Request Nos. 1, 3, 6, 11 and 12 are responsive to this Request. -

DATED: October 27,2010

(AS TO OBJECTIONS ONLY)

LEGAL_US_W # 65809007.1

PAUL, HASTINGS, JANOFSKY & WALKER LLP
JAMES A. ZAPP
CAMERON W. FOX

Attorneys for Defendants

CALJFORNIA INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY,
GREGORY CHIN, CLARK A. BURGESS, KEVIN
KLENK
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PROOF OF SERVICE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

. S8
CITY OF LOS ANGELES AND COUNTY OF
LOS ANGELES

I am employed in the City of Los Angeles and County of Los Angeles, State
of California. I am over the age of 18, and not a Earty to the within action. My business
address is as follows: 515 So. Flower Street, 25th Floor, Los Angeles, CA 90071.

.On October 27, 2010, I served the foregoing document(s) described as:

DEFENDANT CALIFORNIA INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY'S OBJECTIONS
AND RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF’S DEMAND FOR INSPECTION AND COPYING
OF DOCUMENTS, TANGIBLE THINGS AND ELECTRONICALLY STORED
INFORMATION (SET ONE)

on the interested parties by placing a true and correct copy thereof in a sealed envelope(s)
addressed as follows: S

William J. Becker, Jr., Esq. Attorney for Plaintiff
THE BECKER LAW F1 DAVID COPPEDGE
11500 Olympic Blvd, Suite 400 :

Los Angeles, CA 90064

VIA U.S. MAIL:

tam readily familiar with the firm's practice of collection and processing of
correspondence for mailing. Under that practice such sealed envelope(s) would be
deposited with the U.S. postal service on October 27, 2010 with postage thereon fully
prepaid, at Los Angeles, California. )

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California
téxalt‘ }he above is true and correct and was executed on October 27, 2010, at Los Angeles,
alifornia,

Christine Wilson ., M L(j}‘é/

Type or Print Name Signature '




