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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
OAKLAND DIVISION

ORACLE CORPORATION, a
Delaware corporation,
ORACLE USA, INC., a
Colorado corporation, and
ORACLE INTERNATIONAL
CORPORATION, a California
corporation,

Plaintiffs,
VS.

SAP AG, a German
corporation, SAP AMERICA,
INC., a Delaware
corporation, TOMORROWNOW,
INC., a Texas corporation,
and DOES 1-50, inclusive,

Defendants.
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Page 550

TEXT REMOVED - NOT RELEVANT TO MOTION

Q. Did you make sure that the third-party
service vendors available to a potential customer
at the time serviced all versions of all products
within the either PeopleSoft, JD Edwards, or Siebel
families?

MR. McDONELL: Object to the form of the
question. Compound, overly broad. Incomplete.

THE WITNESS: 1 didn®"t do that analysis.

I didn"t think 1t was necessary. And as we know,
TomorrowNow didn®"t even support all of the
different elements, as a matter of fact.

MR. PICKETT: Q. So you haven"t looked at
which particular elements, to use your word, each
of the third-party alternative vendors offered. Is
that correct?

MR. McDONELL: Same objections.

THE WITNESS: I think that®"s what | just
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I declare under penalty of perjury that
the foregoing is true and correct. Subscribed at

, California, day of

2010.

e

PHEN K. CLARKE
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CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER

I, HOLLY THUMAN, a Certified Shbrthand
Reporter, hereby certify that the witness in the
foregoing deposition was by me duly sworn to tell
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the
truth in the within-entitled cause;

That said deposition was taken down in
shorthand by me, a disinterested person, at the time
and place therein state, and that the testimony of
sald witness was thereafter reduced to typewriting,
by computer, under my direction and supervision;

That before completion of the deposition review
of the transcript [X] was { ] was not requested. If
requested, any changes made by the deponent (and
provided to the reporter) during the period allowed
are appended hereto.

I further certify that I am not of counsel or
attorney for either or any of the parties to the
said deposition, nor in any way interested in the
event of this cause, and that I am not related to

any of the parties thereto.

DATED: ) wne | Jih L2610
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> HOLLY THUMAN, CSR






