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I. Introduction 

The ’746 patent specification describes an interface device designed to 

facilitate the transfer of data between an input/output (“i/o”) device and a host 

computer that allegedly obviates the need for installation of driver software on the 

computer. Ex. 1201 at 1:37-40; 7:11-20. 

The ’746 patent is owned by Papst Licensing GmbH & Co., KG (“Papst” or 

the “Patent Owner”). The District Court judge in a litigation involving an ancestor 

of the ’746 patent described Papst by stating that “the business of Papst is 

litigation, not invention or production.” Ex. 1202 (Memorandum Order of Judge 

Collyer) at 6 (emphasis in original). Papst acquired the patent family, including the 

five earlier applications and two issued patents related to application no. 

12/891,443 (“the ’443 application”) from which the ’746 patent issued, nine years 

after the filing date of the earliest application in the chain. See USPTO Assignment 

Record executed Mar. 8, 2006, at 17314-114. The ’443 application was filed and 

prosecuted entirely under Papst’s control during the pendency of patent 

infringement litigation filed by Papst, in which litigation Papst now asserts the 

resulting ’746 patent. 

Filed in 2010, the ’443 application, issued in 2013. During prosecution of 

the ’443 application, Papst presented nearly 600 references for the Examiner to 

consider via Information Disclosure Statements — a near impossible task for a 
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