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Ex. 1001 U.S. Patent No. 6,411,941 to Mullor et al. (“’941 Patent”) 

Ex. 1002 Image File Wrapper of U.S. Patent No. 6,411,941 (“File History”) 

Ex. 1003 Declaration of Andrew Wolfe, Ph.D. (“Wolfe Decl.”) 
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Ex. 1007 Reserved 

Ex. 1008 Reserved 
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No. 93). 

Ex. 1014 Civil Minutes re Telephonic Markman Hearing, Ancora Techs., Inc. 
v. TCT Mobile (US), Inc., No. 8:19-cv-02192 (C.D. Cal. Nov. 12, 
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Nintendo Co., Ltd. and Nintendo of America Inc. (“Petitioners”) seek 

production of all unproduced licenses or settlement agreements involving the 

challenged ’941 patent, including at least the additional unproduced licenses that 

were explicitly cited by Patent Owner and its declarant in its papers. Patent Owner 

has alleged that it has not produced all of its agreements involving the ’941 patent 

because of confidentiality provisions associated with those agreements. But in a 

meet-and-confer preceding this motion, Patent Owner said it would not oppose this 

motion requesting an order requiring it to produce its additional ’941 patent 

licenses as long as they are subject to the proposed protective order (Ex. 2038). 

Consistent with this agreement between Petitioners and Patent Owner, Petitioners 

submit this targeted additional discovery request under 37 C.F.R. § 42.51(b)(2), 

which the Board authorized by email dated May 25, 2022. EX1018. As shown 

below, the motion satisfies all five “Garmin factors” set forth in Garmin Int’l Inc. 

v. Cuozzo Speed Techs. LLC, IPR2012-00001, Paper No. 26, at 6–7 (P.T.A.B. Mar. 

5, 2013) (precedential). 

I. STATEMENT OF THE FACTS 

In its POR, Patent Owner argues that objective evidence in the form of 

certain licenses for the challenged ’941 patent support its non-obviousness 

arguments. POR, 66-70. In support, Patent Owner selectively produced three 
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