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I. INTRODUCTION 

In accordance with the Order dated February 10, 2014 (Paper No. 25), the 

parties conferred regarding the Patent Owner's discovery requests. The ending 

point of these discussions was substantially the same as the starting point -

VimetX's Exhibits 2002-2005, which the Board has already ruled are overly broad. 

RPX and Apple presented proposed modifications to the VimetX discovery 

requests with the objective of providing responsive information to VimetX while 

balancing a variety of other factors. VimetX rejected the RPX and Apple 

proposals. 

II. RPX'S PROPOSAL REGARDING DISCOVERY 

The following reflects the proposal RPX presented to VimetX: 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 1: 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 2: Documents or things containing 

communications occurring on or prior to November 22, 2013, between RPX and 

Apple regarding the preparation or filing of the RPX IPRs. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 3: 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 4: Engagement agreements or 

retainer agreements and corresponding tennination agreements between RPX and 

Sidley Austin, RPX and Howison & Arnott, and RPX and ASHE relating to the 

RPXIPRs. 

WITNESS STATEMENTS/FOLLOW-UP INTERROGATORIES: RPX 

will provide written statement(s) by one or more witnesses to testify to 

communications in request for production Nos. 2, 3 and/or 4 (above) that were not 

reduced to writing. VirnetX may submit a reasonable number of follow-up 

interrogatories within the scope of such written statement(s). 

MODIFICATION TO INSTRUCTIONS: Delete Instruction Nos. 3 and 4; 

add the term "responsive" before each instance of the term "document." 

MODIFICATION TO DEFINITIONS: Limit "communications" to tangible 

means and limit the terms "RPX", "Apple'', "Sidley Austin", "Howison & Arnott" 

and "ASHE" to employees (and/or partners) of each entity. 

ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS: With respect to RFP Nos. 1-4, RPX 

proposes that all materials be produced in accordance with the provisions of the 

Default Protective Order currently in effect in these proceedings. Also, RPX 

proposes that the parties agree that the production of the documents in response to 
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RFP No. 4 would not be construed as a waiver of any privilege in these or any 

other proceedings. 

III. DISCUSSION 

RPX believes its proposal strikes the appropriate balance between a number 

of potentially competing factors (producing infonnation that is properly focused on 

the issues raised in the VirnetX motion for discovery; maintaining the current 

schedule for the patent owner's preliminary responses; avoiding unnecessarily 

delving into privileged infonnation; achieving an efficient and cost-effective 

discovery process, etc.). VirnetX only accepted RPX's proposed RFP Nos. 1 and 

4, but these RFP's were of the same scope as or broader than the original VirnetX 

RFPs. 

Production in response to proposed RFP Nos. 1-4 would provide VirnetX 

with the information it sought regarding 

-any documents or things containing communications between Apple and 

RPX regarding the preparation and filing of the RPX IPR petitions (including the 

filing of corrected petitions); 

; and the terms under 

which Sidley Austin, Howison & Arnott, and ASHE were each retained by RPX. 

The Witness Statement/Follow-Up Interrogatories proposal (including an 
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opportunity for follow-up interrogatories) is intended to efficiently provide an 

organized and first-hand accounting of any communications encompassed by 

proposed RFP Nos. 2, 3 and 4 that were not reduced to writing. VirnetX flatly 

rejected this proposal and, in discussions, appeared to want to parlay the RPX 

proposal into a deposition under FRCP 30(b)(6), thereby broadening its original 

requests for discovery from RPX. VirnetX also flatly rejected an alternative RPX 

proposal to allow cross-examination of any Witness Statements, again advocating 

for an open-ended 30(b)(6)-style deposition. Frankly, in addition to timing and 

expense, RPX's largest concern with presenting any witnesses for live testimony is 

that it will be perceived by VirnetX as an unfettered opportunity to expand the 

scope of any discovery granted by the PTAB which, in turn, will provoke 

voluminous disputes regarding scope and privilege that will likely require 

significant PT AB involvement for resolution. 

The reasonableness ofVirnetX's current position should be viewed in light 

of the fact that, after RPX filed its petitions, VirnetX waited 36 days before 

seeking access to Exhibits 1082 and 1083 and 47 days before raising the issue of 

discovery with the PTAB. 

4 

Respectfully submitted, 

/Oliver R. Ashe, Jr./ 
Oliver R. Ashe, Jr. 
Registration No. 40,491 
Counsel for Petitioner 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
	� Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

	� Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
	� With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

	� Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
	� Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

	� Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


