
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

TAMPA DIVISION 

AAMP OF FLORIDA, INC. d/b/a/ 
AAMP OF AMERICA 

Plaintiff, Case No.: 8:13-cv-02019-MSS-TGW 

v. 

AUTOMOTIVE DAT A 
SOLUTIONS, INC., 

Defendant. 

PLAINTIFF AAMP OF AMERICA'S 
AMENDED INTERROGATORY RESPONSES 

Plaintiff AAMP of America responds as follows to Defendant's interrogatories 1-

12. AAMP has previously responded to interrogatories 1-7; some of those responses have 

been amended. AAMP is responding for the first time to ADS's interrogatories 8-12. 

AAMP reserves the right to supplement these responses as discovery progresses. 

General Objection 

I. AAMP objects to Defendant's introduction, definitions, and instructions to 

the extent they attempt to alter the scope of permissible discovery, the procedures 

therefore, or the parties' obligations as set forth in the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 

and the Local Rules of this Court. 
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Responses 

I . Provide all facts relating to any investigation conducted by you pursuant to 

Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 11 into whether any of the ADS Accused Products 

infringe the '540 patent as alleged in your Complaint. 

Response: After conferring with ADS, ADS has advised AAMP that this 

interrogatory does not ask for information protected by the attorney/client privilege or the 

work product doctrine. With that understanding: AAMP, together with its counsel, 

investigated prior to filing this lawsuit whether the accused ADS products infringed 

AAMP's '540 and '825 patents. Specifically, AAMP and its counsel obtained the accused 

ADS steering wheel interface products and compared the products to the asserted claims of 

the '540 and '825 patents on a limitation by limitation basis, and concluded that there was 

a reasonable basis for a finding of infringement of at least the asserted claims of both 

asserted patents. The underlying details of such comparisons are privileged. AAMP's 

preliminary infringement contentions do, however, detail the conclusions reached by 

AAMP and its counsel as a result of AAMP 's pre-filing investigation. AAMP has also 

reviewed ADS' s non-infringement contentions and, notably, ADS does not identify a 

single meaningful distinction between the accused products and the invention claimed in 

AAMP's patents. 

2. If you contend that the Accused Products contain the '540 patent's 

limitation of" ... a transmitter adapted to produce and broadcast to the stereo receiver an 

output signal in the second format ... ,"then provide all facts supporting your contention. 

Answer: AAMP contends that the Accused Products contain the referenced 

limitation. The facts supporting that contention are set foith in AAMP 's preliminary 

infringement contentions, which are incorporated herein by reference. It is beyond dispute 
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that the Accused Products produce and broadcast to the stereo receiver an output signal in 

a second format. The equipment that broadcasts the output signal is, by definition, a 

transmitter. 

3. Identify any business relationship, patent licensing arrangement, and any parent 

company and subsidiary company relationship between Lightning Audio (Lightning 

Audio has a website at http://www.lightningaudio.com/) and You (including PAC and 

P.B. Clarke and Associates) between 1997 and 2004. 

Response: PAC and Lightning Audio had a business relationship in the sense that 

PAC sold products to Lightning Audio, which products Lightning Audio then resold. 

4. Identify, as precise as possible, when You first sold or offered to sell in the United 

States each of the PAC SWI series of interface devices, including but not limited to SWI-

1, SWI-2. 

Response: 

The SWI-1 was a prototype that was never offered for sale, in the United States or 

otherwise. 

The SWI-2 was first sold after November 17, 1998, but before November 1999. 

The SWI-3 was first sold after November 17, 1998, but before November 1999. 

The SWI-4 was first sold after November 17, 1998, but before November 1999. 

AAMP does not believe the SWI-5 was ever sold. 

The SWI-6 was first sold after November 17, 1998, but before April 2000. 

The SWI-7 was first sold after November 17, 1998, but before April 2000. 
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In addition to the responses above, AAMP would direct ADS to the following documents 

that, together with the response above, constitute all of AAMP's knowledge in response 

to the interrogatory: 

• AAMP _ ADS004094-AAMP _ ADS004257 
• AAMP ADS004258-AAMP ADS004371 

- -
• AAMP _ADS004372-AAMP _ADS004499 
• AAMP_ADS004712-AAMP_ADS004719 
• AAMP _ ADS004 720-AAMP _ ADS004 731 
• AAMP _ADS004732-AAMP _ADS004742 
• AAMP _ADS004743-AAMP _ADS004753 
• AAMP _ADS004754-AAMP _ADS004763 
• AAMP _ADS005451-AAMP _ADS005461 
• AAMP ADS005463-AAMP ADS005626 - -
• AAMP ADS007299-AAMP ADS007302 

- -
• AAMP ADSO 10660 
• AAMP ADSOl 1245 
• AAMP _ADS011246-AAMP _ADS011247 
• AAMP ADS011258 
• AAMP ADS011261 
• AAMP ADSOl 1265 
• AAMP_ADS014521-AAMP_ADS014529 
• AAMP ADS18901-AAMP ADS18906 

- -

5. Identify, as precise as possible, when You first sold or offered to sell in the United 

States each of the Peripheral Electronics series of interface devices, including but not 

limited to PESWI-2, PESWI-3, PESWI-4, PESWI-6, and PESWI-7. 

Response: The dates these devices were first sold in the Unites States are 

approximately the same as those listed for the correspondingly-numbered SWI-series 

interfaces discussed in interrogatory 4. 
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6. Identify all part and model numbers of all Steering Wheel Interface Devices You 

(including PAC and P.B. Clarke and Associates) sold or offered to sell prior to December 

31, 2002. Identify, as precise as possible, when You first sold or offered to sell each of 

these identified devices. 

Response: See AAMP's responses to interrogatories 4 and 5. 

7. For each of the device you identified in Your response to Interrogatory No. 6, 

identify the name of the inventor or developer, whether the device was designed or 

developed by Brett Riggs, whether the development process of the device involved Terry 

Weeder, and whether the device was an embodiment of the invention disclosed in U.S. 

Patent 6,956,952. 

Response: Brett Riggs is the inventor and developer of all of the devices identified 

in AAMP's response to interrogatory 6. Terry Weeder was hired by Mr. Riggs in 

connection with the firmware for the SWI-2, SWI-4, and SWI-6. The Riggs family of 

patents, which includes U.S. Patent No. 6,956,952, discloses steering wheel interface 

devices, and the products identified in response to interrogatory 6 are covered by one or 

more claims of the patents of the Riggs family. 

Inter Partes Review of Pat. No. 9,165,593 
Petitioner Ex. 1029 p. 005

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.


