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WilsonSonsiniGoodrich& Rosati
PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

Date: August 23, 2004

re: P. Craig Cardon Fax: (415) 4343947 0 Usethisfax
numberordy

Company: Sheppard, Mullin, Richter & Hampton Phone: (415) 434-9100 0 Noti~rsd1~snt
before sendir~

From: Stephen Holmes Phone; (650) 493.9300 X 3256 Return Fax: (650) 585-5100

Original: ~ To follow via mail E To follow via cou~er 0 To follow via email ~ Odginal will not follow

Fax Contains; 2 pages (includftig this sheet). If incomplete, call Purita ~ (650) 461-5220

Message: Please see attached letter

Rgf: 21622.514 Return Odginal to: Pu~taMarquaz Location: BA 1-1

650 Page Mill Road, Palo Alto, CA 94304-1050 650,493,9300 Tel • 650.493,6511 Fax • w’~.wsgr.com
Th~fex may contain conlidentai and prMiegod malodni formo sole use of the intended recipient Any TaVIGMI or distibiitian by others ie skiody prohibitod.

If you are not no intended recipent piea~contact the sender end desliOy au copies.

Entire rmnsmietlon Cep~dgnt©2003 Wul~onSonsiniGoodrich & Rosa!I, AU Rights Rasarved.
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650 Page MIII Road

wiS-’P Wilson SonsiniGoodrich& Rosati Pa1eAIto,CA94304.1Q~O
PROFESSIONALCORPORATION

www~

August23,2004

Via FacsimileandU.S M*iI

P. Craig Cardon
Sheppard,Mu.llin, Richter& HamptonLU’
FourEmbarcaderoCenter,17th Floor
SanFrancisco,CA 94111-4106
FaxNo.: (415) 434-3947

Re: Digital Envoy~Inc. v. GoogleInc.
CaseNo,: C 04-01497ItS

DearCraig:

Furtherto youremailoflastFriday andourconversationtoday,it is Google’sposition
that2019(d)oftheCaliforniaCodeofCivil Procedureappliesin federalcourt, andspecifically
to thepresentproceedingsin theNorthernDistrict of California, SeeComputerEconomics,Inc.,
vs. GartnerGroup, Inc., 50 F. Supp.2d980(SD CA, 1999).

It seemsreasonableto usthataplaintiff in a tradesecretcasemustidentify its alleged
tradesecretsbeforeit commencesdiscovery,which is what2019(d)clearlyrequires. We would
like for thisnot to be anissue,which iswhy I calledthematterto yourattention. Please
thereforeidenti~’Digital Envoy’s tradesecretswith reasonableparticularityassoonaspossible.

Verytruly yours,

WILSON SONSINI GOODRICH& ROSATI

ProfessionalCorporation

~
StephenC. Holmes

cc. Timothy H. JCratz,MeGuireWoodsLLP
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