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Pursuant to Rules 33 and 34 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and the Local Rules
of the United States District Court for the District of Utah, Plaintiff, The SCO Group, Inc.
(“SCO™), hereby responds and objects to Defendant Novell, Inc.’s (“Novell”) First Set of
Interrogatories, as follows:

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

1. SCO objects to Novell’s definitions, instructions, interrogatories, and document requests to
the extent that they purport to require searches of files and the production of documents in
the possession, custody, or control of third parties.

2. SCO objects to Navell's definitions, instructions, interrogatories and document requests to
the extent that they seek to impose a burden or obligations beyond the scope permitted or
authorized by the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.

3. SCO objects to Novell’s definitions, instructions, interrogatories and document requests to
the extent that the information sought is unreasonably cumulative or duplicative, or is
obtainable from some other source that is more convenient, less burdensome, or less
expensive, as provided by the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.

4. SCO objects to the requests and the interrogatories insofar as they seek documents or
information equally accessible to Novell and/or are in Novell’s exclusive possession,
custody, or control.

5. SCO objects to Novell’s interrogatories and document requests to the extent they are vague,
ambi Buous, overly broad, unduly burdensome, seek irrelevant information, or are not
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence,

6. SCO objects to Novell's definitions, instructions, interrogatories, and document requests to

the extent that the information sought is protected from disclosure by the work-product
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doctrine, the attorney-client privilege, or any other privilege, doctrine, exemption or
immunity, on the ground that such information is not properly discoverable under the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure. Inadvertent disclosure or production of any privileged or protected
documents or information shall not constitute a waiver of any privilege, work-product
protection, or immunity, or any other ground for objecting to discovery of the documents or
information. SCO reserves the right to demand and obtain the return of any privileged
documents it may produce, and all copies thereof. If the production of any document is
deemed to be a waiver of any right or privilege, the waiver shall be a limited waiver
pertaining to that document or information only.

7. SCO has produced and will produce SCO confidential documents and information
(including, but not limited to, confidential business information, trade secrets, or information
subject to any confidentiality agreement, order, and/or obligation) pursuant to an agreement
by and between SCO and Novell that documents and information labeled confidential by the
producing party will be kept confidential by the requesting party.

8. SCO objects to Novell's definitions, instructions, interrogatories, and document requests
insofar as they seek documents or information subject to a confidentiality obligation owed to
a non-party to this case. SCO will attempt to obtain permission of such non-party to provide
the requested information. For any non-party that does not provide permission to provide
such information, SCO will provide to Novell the identity of such non-party and a sufficient
description of the information in SCO’s custody, control, or possession to allow Novell to
request the information directly from such non-party. SCO will withhold preduction of all
non-party confidential documents and information until and unless permission has been

granted by the non-party to produce such documents and information.
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DATED this 27th day of January, 2006.

HATCH, JAMES & DODGE, P.C.
Brent O. Hatch
Mark F. James

BOIES, SCHILLER & FLEXNER LLP
Robert Silver

Stuart H. Singer

Stephen N. Zack

Edward Normand

By

Counsel for The SCO Group, Inc.
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