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Counsel:

Please find attached third-party Nokia of America Corporation’s (“Nokia”) response to Cisco’s
subpoena in the above-mentioned matter. We apologize for the inadvertent oversight in the
delay of service. Please also find the below link containing responsive documents produced by
Nokia bearing production numbers NOK_24-cv-1074_000001 to NOK_24-cv-1074_025256.
Please note that this production contains documents designated as RESTRICTED –
ATTORNEYS’ EYES ONLY pursuant to the Protective Order (D.I. 42) and should be treated
accordingly.

https://desmaraisllp.box.com/s/d0zlwzf4po1a1b8nvn5if5a3s16mc3k3

Best regards,

Nicole

Nicole Romeu | Paralegal II
Desmarais LLP

230 Park Avenue
New York, NY  10169
T: (212) 490-4059|E: NRomeu@desmaraisllp.com

This email may contain confidential and privileged material for the use of the intended
recipient. Any review, use, or distribution by anyone other than the addressee is strictly
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply email and
delete all copies of this message.
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS


MARSHALL DIVISION 


QUICKER CONNECTIONS LLC.


Plaintiff,
v.


CISCO SYSTEMS, INC. 


Defendant.


Case No. 2:24-cv-1074-JRG


JURY TRIAL DEMANDED


NON-PARTY NOKIA OF AMERICA CORP.’S RESPONSES AND OBJECTIONS 
TO CISCO SYSTEMS’ RULE 45 SUBPOENA FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS


Non-party Nokia of America Corporation (“NoAC”) asserts the following general and 


specific objections to the Rule 45 Subpoena for Production of Documents (“Subpoena”) served by 


Defendant CISCO Systems (“CISCO”).


RESERVATION OF RIGHTS


NoAC makes the objections and responses herein (collectively the “Responses”) in 


accordance with its interpretation and understanding of the Subpoena and in accordance with its 


current knowledge, understanding, and belief as to the facts and the information available to it as 


of the date of the Responses. If CISCO subsequently asserts an interpretation of any Request for 


Production (collectively, the “Requests”) that differs from NoAC’s understanding, NoAC reserves 


the right to complete its investigation and discovery of the facts, and to rely at trial or in other 


proceedings on documents and information in addition to the information provided herein, 


regardless of whether such information is newly discovered or newly in existence. However, the 


Responses shall not constitute an admission by NoAC that any of the Requests, any of the 


Responses, or any documents produced in connection therewith, are admissible as evidence in any 
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trial or other proceeding. NoAC specifically reserves the right to object on any grounds, at any 


time, to the admission or use of any Request or any Response or any document produced in 


connection therewith in any such trial or other proceeding.


Additional discovery and investigation may lead to additions to, changes in, or 


modifications of these Responses. Therefore, these Responses are provided without prejudice to 


NoAC’s right to revise, amend, correct, supplement, modify, or clarify these Responses to the 


extent permitted or required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(e), the applicable Local Rules, or any order 


entered in the case.


NoAC does not waive any objection made in these Responses, nor any claim of privilege, 


whether expressly asserted or not, by providing any information or identifying any document or 


thing in response to any Request. The inadvertent disclosure of such information, or the inadvertent 


identification or production of such a document, shall not constitute a waiver of any applicable 


privilege as to that document or any other document identified or produced by NoAC. All 


objections as to privilege, immunity, relevance, authenticity, or admissibility of any information 


or documents referred to herein are expressly reserved. Further, these Responses are not a 


concession that any individual identified may be called as a witness or that such person possesses 


discoverable information, or that the subject matter of any particular Request or Response thereto 


is relevant to the case. The information provided in these Responses is information available to 


NoAC as of the date of these Responses; however, NoAC may discover additional relevant, 


responsive, non-objectionable, and non-privileged information, or may develop or identify 


additional materials or responses as this matter progresses.


GENERAL OBJECTIONS


NoAC hereby incorporates its Reservation of Rights as enumerated above.
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1. NoAC objects to the dates, times, and locations specified in the Subpoena as 


unduly burdensome given NoAC’s status as a third party and the scope of information requested. 


If NoAC produces any of the requested information, it will be at a date, time, and location mutually 


agreed upon between counsel for CISCO and NoAC, subject to all General and Specific Objections 


set forth herein.


2. NoAC objects to CISCO’ Requests and the definitions and instructions contained 


therein to the extent they seek information that is protected or immune from production by the 


attorney-client privilege, the attorney work-product doctrine, the joint defense privilege, the 


common interest privilege, or any other applicable doctrine or privilege.


3. NoAC objects to CISCO’ Requests and the definitions and instructions contained 


therein to the extent CISCO seeks to have NoAC search for and produce emails. CISCO has not 


made a showing of good cause, and thus NoAC will not search for or produce any emails in 


response to CISCO’ Requests.


4. NoAC objects to CISCO’ Requests and the definitions and instructions contained 


therein to the extent they purport to impose on NoAC duties or obligations greater than those 


imposed by the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the Local Rules of the Court, and any other 


applicable statutes and rules.


5. NoAC objects to CISCO’ Requests and the definitions and instructions contained 


therein to the extent they seek documents or information that does not exist or that is not in NoAC’s 


possession, custody, or control, or that is equally available to any named party.


6. NoAC objects to CISCO’ Requests and the definitions and instructions contained therein 


to the extent they seek documents or information from a time period that is unduly burdensome, 


unnecessarily broad, or otherwise not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.


7. NoAC objects to CISCO’ Requests and the definitions and instructions contained 
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therein to the extent they use words and phrases that are not defined in an understandable manner. 


To the extent feasible, NoAC will interpret the terms and phrases used in these Requests as those 


terms and phrases are understood by NoAC. NoAC will not speculate as to the meaning ascribed 


to these terms. 


8. NoAC objects to CISCO’ Requests and the definitions and instructions contained 


therein to the extent they request disclosure of documents or information that NoAC cannot 


disclose pursuant to confidentiality obligations to third parties after a reasonable effort to obtain 


consent to do so.


9. NoAC objects to CISCO’ Requests and the definitions and instructions contained 


therein to the extent that they seek identification of “all” or “any” piece of information or 


documents that refer or relate to a particular subject on the grounds of overbreadth, undue burden, 


and expense. Subject to NoAC’s objections, NoAC is making a reasonable search for documents 


relevant to the issues. If any non-privileged, non-immune, relevant documents are discovered in 


the course of any further or continuing searches, they will be identified and/or produced in 


accordance with Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(e). 


10. NoAC objects to CISCO’ Requests and the definitions and instructions contained 


therein to the extent they request that NoAC provide information in a manner other than the manner 


in which such information is kept in the usual course of business.


11. NoAC objects to CISCO’ Requests and the definitions and instructions contained 


therein as a whole on each of the above grounds. Insofar as the Requests and the definitions and 


instructions contained therein seek documents or information to which any of the above 


Reservation of Rights and/or General Objections apply, NoAC hereby incorporates such 


Reservation or Rights and/or General Objections into its specific responses to such Requests for 
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Production. Accordingly, the failure to note any general objection in any specific response above 


shall not be a waiver of such objection with respect to any Request.


SPECIFIC OBJECTIONS TO INSTRUCTIONS


1. NoAC hereby incorporates its Reservation of Rights and General Objections to 


CISCO’ Requests set forth above. 


2. NoAC objects to the Instructions set forth in CISCO’ Requests to the extent they 


purport to impose on NoAC duties or obligations greater than those imposed by the Federal Rules 


of Civil Procedure, the Local Rules of the Court, and any other applicable statutes and rules. NoAC 


will respond to the Requests for Production only to the extent required by the applicable rules.


SPECIFIC OBJECTIONS TO DEFINITIONS


1. NoAC hereby incorporates its Reservation of Rights and General Objections to 


CISCO’ Requests set forth above. 


2. NoAC objects to the definition of “Nokia” and “You,” as overly broad and 


unduly burdensome, to the extent that it includes individuals outside of NoAC or individuals that 


are not currently employed by NoAC, and particularly to the extent that it encompasses NoAC’s 


“officers, directors, employees, representatives, consultants, agents, servants, attorneys, 


accountants, or any other person or entity acting on its behalf, or any person or entity that served 


in any such role at any time, as well as corporate parents, subsidiaries, affiliates, divisions, 


predecessor companies or proprietorships.” 


3. NoAC objects to the definitions of “Document,” “relates,” and “relating” in 


CISCO’ Definitions contained in its Subpoena to the extent it seeks to impose on NoAC duties or 


obligations greater than those imposed by the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the Local Rules 


of the Court, and any other applicable statutes and rules. NoAC further objects to the definition of 
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“Document” in CISCO’ Definitions contained in its Subpoenas to the extent that it seeks 


information that is not in the possession, custody, or control of NoAC. NoAC further objects to 


the definition of “Document” to the extent it seeks to have NoAC search for and produce e-mails. 


CISCO has not made a showing of good cause, and thus, NoAC will not search for or produce any 


emails in response to CISCO’ Requests. 


SPECIFIC OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO REQUESTS 


Without waiving or limiting in any manner any of the foregoing General Objections, but 


rather incorporating them into each of the following responses to the extent possible, NoAC 


responds to each of the Requests as follows:


REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION


NoAC sets forth the following objections and responses to CISCO’ requests for production:


REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 1:


All documents relating to the DDM-2000 FiberReach Multiplexer, DDM-2000 OC-3 
Multiplexer, DDM-2000 OC-12 Multiplexer, and FT-2000 OC-48 Multiplexer products including 
manuals, guides, spec sheets, data sheets, product catalogs, announcements, invoices, and sales 
records prior to July 24, 2001. 


RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 1:


NoAC objects to this Request in accordance with its Reservation of Rights, General 


Objections, Specific Objections to Definitions, and Specific Objections to Instructions as set forth 


above and incorporates them herein.


NoAC further objects to the phrases “all documents relating to” and “including manuals, 


guides, spec sheets, data sheets, product catalogs, announcements, invoices, and sales records” as 


vague, ambiguous, overbroad, unduly burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case.


NoAC further objects to the phrase “sales records” with respect to “the DDM-2000 


FiberReach Multiplexer, DDM-2000 OC-3 Multiplexer, DDM-2000 OC-12 Multiplexer, and FT-
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2000 OC-48 Multiplexer products” to the extent the request seeks products that were offered for 


sale, sold, and/or in public use outside the United States.


NoAC further objects to this Request to the extent it calls for information protected or 


immune from discovery by the attorney-client privilege, the attorney work-product doctrine, the 


common interest privilege, or any other applicable doctrine of privilege.


NoAC further objects to this Request as overly broad, unduly burdensome, and seeking the 


disclosure of information that is not relevant to this action or that is not relevant to any claim or 


defense of any party or reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence 


pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 26.


NoAC further objects to this Request to the extent it asks NoAC to produce or analyze 


information not within its possession, custody, or control, call for information that can be obtained 


from others or public sources, calls for NoAC to prepare documents and/or things that do not 


already exist, or calls for information in a format other than in which it is ordinarily kept by NoAC. 


NoAC further objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information subject to confidentiality 


restrictions of a third party.


NoAC further objects to this Request to the extent it seeks to have NoAC search for and 


produce e-mails.


NoAC reserves the right to object on any additional grounds, at any time, to this Request.


Subject to and without waiving the specific and general objections above, NoAC responds 


as follows: NoAC intends to produce documents (such as software release descriptions, planning 


and ordering guides, installation manuals, quick reference guides, and user/service manuals) 


regarding the DDM-2000 OC-3, OC-12, FiberReach Multiplexers, and FT-2000 OC-48 


Multiplexer products (collectively, the “Prior Art Products”) that can be found by way of a 
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reasonable search. To the extent any other documents are called for by this request, NoAC is 


willing to meet and confer regarding the scope of this request.


REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 2:


Documents describing how the DDM-2000 FiberReach Multiplexer, DDM-2000 OC-3 
Multiplexer, DDM-2000 OC-12 Multiplexer, and FT-2000 OC-48 Multiplexer products operate 
in ring networks prior to July 24, 2001, including but not limited to:


i. how the DDM-2000 FiberReach Multiplexer, DDM-2000 OC-3 Multiplexer, DDM-
2000 OC-12 Multiplexer, and FT-2000 OC-48 Multiplexer products implement dual 
ring interconnect (DRI) path protection switching;


ii. how the DDM-2000 FiberReach Multiplexer, DDM-2000 OC-3 Multiplexer, DDM-
2000 OC-12 Multiplexer, and FT-2000 OC-48 Multiplexer products use SONET K1 
and K2 bytes to make routing decisions in the event of a failure within a ring network; 
and/or


iii. how the DDM-2000 FiberReach Multiplexer, DDM-2000 OC-3 Multiplexer, DDM-
2000 OC-12 Multiplexer, and FT-2000 OC-48 Multiplexer products implement the 
Resource Reservation Protocol (RSVP) for establishing label-switched path (LSP) 
tunnels in a ring network.


RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 2:


NoAC objects to this Request in accordance with its Reservation of Rights, General 


Objections, Specific Objections to Definitions, and Specific Objections to Instructions as set forth 


above and incorporates them herein.


NoAC further objects to the phrases “documents describing how” and “including but not 


limited to” as vague, ambiguous, overbroad, unduly burdensome, and not proportional to the needs 


of the case.


NoAC further objects to this Request to the extent it calls for information protected or 


immune from discovery by the attorney-client privilege, the attorney work-product doctrine, the 


common interest privilege, or any other applicable doctrine of privilege.


NoAC further objects to this Request as overly broad, unduly burdensome, and seeking the 


disclosure of information that is not relevant to this action or that is not relevant to any claim or 


defense of any party or reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence 
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pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 26.


NoAC further objects to this Request to the extent it asks NoAC to produce or analyze 


information not within its possession, custody, or control, call for information that can be obtained 


from others or public sources, calls for NoAC to prepare documents and/or things that do not 


already exist, or calls for information in a format other than in which it is ordinarily kept by NoAC. 


NoAC further objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information subject to confidentiality 


restrictions of a third party.


NoAC further objects to this Request to the extent it seeks to have NoAC search for and 


produce e-mails.


NoAC reserves the right to object on any additional grounds, at any time, to this Request.


Subject to and without waiving the specific and general objections above, NoAC responds 


as follows: NoAC intends to produce documents (such as software release descriptions, planning 


and ordering guides, installation manuals, quick reference guides, and user/service manuals) 


regarding the DDM-2000 OC-3, OC-12, FiberReach Multiplexers, and FT-2000 OC-48 


Multiplexer products (collectively, the “Prior Art Products”) that can be found by way of a 


reasonable search. To the extent any other documents are called for by this request, NoAC is 


willing to meet and confer regarding the scope of this request.


REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 3:


Documents sufficient to identify the date that the DDM-2000 FiberReach Multiplexer, 
DDM-2000 OC-3 Multiplexer, DDM-2000 OC-12 Multiplexer, and FT-2000 OC-48 Multiplexer 
products first became publicly available within the United States.


RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 3:


NoAC objects to this Request in accordance with its Reservation of Rights, General 


Objections, Specific Objections to Definitions, and Specific Objections to Instructions as set forth 


above and incorporates them herein.
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NoAC further objects to the phrase “documents sufficient to identify” as vague, 


ambiguous, overbroad, unduly burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case.


NoAC further objects to this Request to the extent it calls for information protected or 


immune from discovery by the attorney-client privilege, the attorney work-product doctrine, the 


common interest privilege, or any other applicable doctrine of privilege.


NoAC further objects to this Request as overly broad, unduly burdensome, and seeking the 


disclosure of information that is not relevant to this action or that is not relevant to any claim or 


defense of any party or reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence 


pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 26.


NoAC further objects to this Request to the extent it asks NoAC to produce or analyze 


information not within its possession, custody, or control, call for information that can be obtained 


from others or public sources, calls for NoAC to prepare documents and/or things that do not 


already exist, or calls for information in a format other than in which it is ordinarily kept by NoAC. 


NoAC further objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information subject to confidentiality 


restrictions of a third party.


NoAC further objects to this Request to the extent it seeks to have NoAC search for and 


produce e-mails.


NoAC reserves the right to object on any additional grounds, at any time, to this Request.


Subject to and without waiving the specific and general objections above, NoAC responds 


as follows: NoAC intends to produce documents (such as software release descriptions, planning 


and ordering guides, installation manuals, quick reference guides, and user/service manuals) 


regarding the DDM-2000 OC-3, OC-12, FiberReach Multiplexers, and FT-2000 OC-48 


Multiplexer products (collectively, the “Prior Art Products”) that can be found by way of a 
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reasonable search. To the extent any other documents are called for by this request, NoAC is 


willing to meet and confer regarding the scope of this request.


REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 4:


Documents sufficient to identify the first sale, offer for sale, and/or public use of the DDM-
2000 FiberReach Multiplexer, DDM-2000 OC-3 Multiplexer, DDM-2000 OC-12 Multiplexer, and 
FT-2000 OC-48 Multiplexer products.


RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 4:


NoAC objects to this Request in accordance with its Reservation of Rights, General 


Objections, Specific Objections to Definitions, and Specific Objections to Instructions as set forth 


above and incorporates them herein.


NoAC further objects to the phrase “documents sufficient to identify the first sale, offer for 


sale, and/or public use” as vague, ambiguous, overbroad, unduly burdensome, and not proportional 


to the needs of the case.


NoAC further objects to the phrase “documents sufficient to identify the first sale, offer for 


sale, and/or public use” to the extent the request seeks products that were offered for sale, sold, 


and/or in public use outside the United States.


NoAC further objects to this Request to the extent it calls for information protected or 


immune from discovery by the attorney-client privilege, the attorney work-product doctrine, the 


common interest privilege, or any other applicable doctrine of privilege.


NoAC further objects to this Request as overly broad, unduly burdensome, and seeking the 


disclosure of information that is not relevant to this action or that is not relevant to any claim or 


defense of any party or reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence 


pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 26.


NoAC further objects to this Request to the extent it asks NoAC to produce or analyze 


information not within its possession, custody, or control, call for information that can be obtained 
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from others or public sources, calls for NoAC to prepare documents and/or things that do not 


already exist, or calls for information in a format other than in which it is ordinarily kept by NoAC. 


NoAC further objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information subject to confidentiality 


restrictions of a third party.


NoAC further objects to this Request to the extent it seeks to have NoAC search for and 


produce e-mails.


NoAC reserves the right to object on any additional grounds, at any time, to this Request.


Subject to and without waiving the specific and general objections above, NoAC responds 


as follows: NoAC intends to produce documents (such as software release descriptions, planning 


and ordering guides, installation manuals, quick reference guides, and user/service manuals) 


regarding the DDM-2000 OC-3, OC-12, FiberReach Multiplexers, and FT-2000 OC-48 


Multiplexer products (collectively, the “Prior Art Products”) that can be found by way of a 


reasonable search. To the extent any other documents are called for by this request, NoAC is 


willing to meet and confer regarding the scope of this request.


REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 5:


Source code for each of the DDM-2000 FiberReach Multiplexer, DDM-2000 OC-3 
Multiplexer, DDM-2000 OC-12 Multiplexer, and FT-2000 OC-48 Multiplexer products showing 
each product’s operation prior to July 24, 2001.


RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 5:


NoAC objects to this Request in accordance with its Reservation of Rights, General 


Objections, Specific Objections to Definitions, and Specific Objections to Instructions as set forth 


above and incorporates them herein.


NoAC further objects to the phrase “source code for each of the DDM-2000 FiberReach 


Multiplexer, DDM-2000 OC-3 Multiplexer, DDM-2000 OC-12 Multiplexer, and FT-2000 OC-48 


Multiplexer products” as vague, ambiguous, overbroad, unduly burdensome, and not proportional 
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to the needs of the case.


NoAC further objects to this Request to the extent it calls for information protected or 


immune from discovery by the attorney-client privilege, the attorney work-product doctrine, the 


common interest privilege, or any other applicable doctrine of privilege.


NoAC further objects to this Request as overly broad, unduly burdensome, and seeking the 


disclosure of information that is not relevant to this action or that is not relevant to any claim or 


defense of any party or reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence 


pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 26.


NoAC further objects to this Request to the extent it asks NoAC to produce or analyze 


information not within its possession, custody, or control, call for information that can be obtained 


from others or public sources, calls for NoAC to prepare documents and/or things that do not 


already exist, or calls for information in a format other than in which it is ordinarily kept by NoAC. 


NoAC further objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information subject to confidentiality 


restrictions of a third party.


NoAC further objects to this Request to the extent it seeks to have NoAC search for and 


produce e-mails.


NoAC reserves the right to object on any additional grounds, at any time, to this Request.


Subject to and without waiving the specific and general objections above, NoAC responds 


as follows: NoAC is willing to meet and confer with CISCO regarding the scope of this request. 


Dated: May 14, 2025 Respectfully submitted,


/s/ Thomas W. Davison
Thomas W. Davison (FL 55687)
ALSTON & BIRD LLP
950 F. Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20004
Telephone: (202) 239-3300
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Facsimile: (202) 239-3333 
tom.davison@alston.com


Attorney for Nokia of America Corp.


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE


I hereby certify that I served a copy of the foregoing objections and responses on counsel 


for Plaintiff CISCO LLC by email on May 14, 2025.


/s/Thomas W. Davison
Thomas W. Davison








