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EXHIBIT A

DECLARATION OF KENNETH EMANUELSON
PURSUANT TO 28 U.S.C. § 1746
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
SHERMAN DIVISION

TAJM, LLC d/b/a MIKE LAWS
PERFORMANCE
Plaintiff, Civil Action No. 4:23-cv-1066-SDJ
V. JURY TRIAL REQUESTED

SUNSET PERFORMANCE ENGINES,
L.L.C.

Defendant.

DECLARATION OF KENNETH EMANUELSON
PURSUANT TO 28 U.S.C. § 1746

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, I, Kenneth Thomas Emanuelson, declare as follows:
l. I am over the age of eighteen, of sound mind, and make this declaration based

upon my own knowledge of the facts set forth herein.

2. On April 9, 2024, this Court entered its initial Scheduling Order (Dkt. #12) for
this case.!
3. Pursuant to the initial Scheduling Order, claim construction was to proceed from

April 29, 2024 to a Claim Construction Hearing on October 8, 2024.>
4. The parties proceeded with the claim construction process according to the

Court’s schedule until August 26, 2024.

! See Initial Scheduling Order, Dkt. #12.
2 See Initial Scheduling Order, pp. 1-2.
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5. On August 26, 2024, Defendant asked Plaintiff’s consent to a motion to stay claim
construction deadlines in order to allow Defendant time to prepare and submit a Motion for
Summary Judgement for consideration by the Court.

6. Counsel for Plaintiff and Defendant communicated and conferred regarding the
Defendant’s proposal from August 26 through September 3, 2024.

7. On September 3, 2024, Defendant filed an unopposed motion to stay all claim
construction deadlines (Dkt. #17).

8. Defendant’s Motion was granted by the Court on the same day (Dkt. #19).*

9. At the time of the filing of Defendant’s motion, the parties had engaged in initial
discovery in the form of initial interrogatories and initial document requests, and the responses
thereto.

10. Of particular relevance, Plaintiff had served Requests for Production and
Interrogatories on Defendant requesting evidence relevant to the infringement allegations set
forth in Plaintiff’s Complaint.’

11. On November 26, 2024, Defendant filed a Motion for Summary Judgment (Dkt.
#26).

12. Upon a review of Defendant’s Motion for Summary Judgment, it is clear that the
discovery sought via Plaintiff’s initial interrogatories and requests for production is directly
pertinent to the arguments presented in Defendant’s Motion for Summary Judgment.

13. Further, upon an evaluation of Defendant’s responses to Plaintift’s discovery

requests, it is clear that they were not in compliance with Defendant’s obligations under the

3 See Sunset’s Unopposed Motion to Amend/Correct Scheduling Order, Dkt. #17.

4 See Order Granting Motion to Amend (Dkt. #17); Amended Scheduling Order (Dkt. #19).
5 See Exhibits B and C to Plaintiff’s Rule 56(d) Motion.

¢ See Motion for Summary Judgment (Dkt. #20).
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Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, thus rendering Plaintiff unable to fully respond to Defendant’s
Motion.

14. Defendant’s discovery responses principally relied on boilerplate “general
objections.”’

15. Further, Defendant did not state in most responses whether documents or
information have been withheld from production, in direct contravention of Fed. R. Civ. P. 34.

16. Further, Plaintiff reasonably believes that Defendant has withheld documents that
should have been produced as part of Defendant’s background production obligations and/or
targeted discovery.

17. As an example of documentation expressly sought by Plaintiff via discovery, the
characteristics, components and performance of the engines and carburetors built, offered for
sale and sold by Defendant are highly relevant to the claims and defenses in the present action.

18. Given the relevance of this documentation to the present action, Plaintiff
specifically requested that Defendant produce the documents characterizing the components,
specifications and performance of Defendant’s engines, carburetors and fuel jet tubes in the form
of dynamometer reports and related documentation.®

19. Defendant has flatly refused to produce this documentation to Plaintiff.’

20. Plaintiff reasonably believes that production of the dynamometer reports and
related documentation is likely to reveal that Defendant has been building engines incorporating

twin blade carburetors.

7 See Exhibits D and E to Plaintiff’s Motion for Rule 56(d) Continuance.
8 See Exhibit B, Request No. 10.
% See Exhibit D, Response No. 10.
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21. Plaintiff further reasonably believes that the dynamometer testing will reveal that
engines incorporating twin blade carburetors exhibit enhanced performance over engines
incorporating four-barrel carburetors.

22. In particular, this evidence is highly relevant to the arguments set forth in
Defendant’s Motion for Summary Judgment (Dkt. #20), as Defendant’s motion seeks summary
judgment as to all of Plaintiff’s claims against Defendant, while simultaneously refusing to
produce relevant documentation as to the engines, carburetors and fuel jet tubes made, used,
tested, offered for sale and sold by Defendant.

23. Plaintiff has specifically requested production of documentation and information
relating to carburetors sold by any entities owned in whole or part by Trevor Wiggins or
operating under the name “Get’M.”!?

24, Defendant has not produced any documentation relating to any carburetors other
than those built and sold by Get’M Garage, LLC or Get’M Performance Products, LLC, but has
not revealed to Plaintiff whether it has withheld responsive documents. '

25. Plaintiff reasonably believes that a full disclosure of the engines and carburetors
made, used, sold and offered for sale by Defendant is likely to reveal that Defendant has been
using, selling and offering for sale twin blade carburetors and fuel jet tubes.

26. Defendant’s owner, Joe Jolly, has made public statements to the effect that
Defendant builds and sells 200 to 250 engines per year. Specifically, on or about September 28,
2024, Mr. Jolly participated in a video interview with Engine Builder Magazine!? to showcase

Sunset Performance Engines and its capabilities.

10 See Exhibit B, Requests 1, 2, 5,7, 8, 9.
1'See Exhibit D, Responses 1, 2, 5,7, 8, 9.
12 Engine Builder video, https:/ /www.voutube.com/watch?v=MPPs311eA9A
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217. In response to a question regarding Defendant’s annual production volume, Mr.
Jolly answered as follows: “[W]e're doing 200, 250 engines now, we used to do more, but the
engines have gotten so much more complicated and take more time that we're probably down to
2 to 250 a year now.”13

28. According to Defendant’s website, each engine built by Defendant incorporates
either one or two Get’M carburetors. '

29. Over the course of the six-year period relevant to this case, assuming 200 to 250
engines per year, it is reasonable to estimate that Defendant has purchased or built approximately
1,500 carburetors for its engines.

30. It is undisputed that certain of the carburetors incorporated into Defendant’s
engines were purchased from Get’M Garage, LLC and that certain other carburetors were
purchased from Get’M Performance Products, LLC.

31. Assuming and annual volume of 200 to 250 engines Defendant’s document
production includes information on the source of approximately 220 carburetors, or
approximately 10%-15% of the 1,500-2,200 carburetors required.

32. The source and details of the carburetors incorporated into Defendant's engines
are directly relevant to the claims and defenses of the present action, and Plaintiff believes
Defendant’s production to date has been completely inadequate regarding this documentation
and information.

33. As above, Plaintiff reasonably believes that a full disclosure of the engines and
carburetors used, sold and offered for sale by Defendant is likely to reveal that Defendant is

using, selling and offering for sale twin blade carburetors and fuel jet tubes.

13 Engine Builder video, at 5:49.
14 http://sunsetperformanceengines.com/engines.cfm
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34. As above, this evidence is highly relevant to the arguments set forth in
Defendant’s Motion for Summary Judgment (Dkt. #20), as Defendant’s motion seeks summary
judgment as to all of Plaintiff’s claims against Defendant, while simultaneously failing to
produce relevant documentation as to the majority of engines and carburetors made, used,
offered for sale and sold by Defendant.

35. Plaintiff has requested copies of the advertisements and public communications
produced by Defendant Sunset relating to the accused products and manufacturers since 2018. 13

36. Despite agreeing to produce such advertisements, Defendant Sunset has produced
only a handful of screenshots that appear to be taken on a smartphone.

37. Plaintiff has identified fewer than 50 such screenshots that appear to be
responsive to the discovery requests directed to Defendant’s advertising.

38. Plaintiff reasonably believes that a full and complete production of Defendant’s
advertising materials is likely to reveal that Defendant has been offering the accused twin blade
carburetors and fuel jet tubes for sale to the public.

39. Once again, this evidence is highly relevant to the arguments set forth in
Defendant’s Motion for Summary Judgment (Dkt. #20), as Defendant’s motion seeks summary
judgment as to all of Plaintiff’s claims against Defendant, while simultaneously refusing to
produce relevant documentation as to the products offered for sale by Defendant.

40. Defendant’s Motion for Summary Judgment relies heavily on the Declaration of
Trevor Wiggins (“Wiggins Declaration,” Exh. 1) and the Declaration of Jennifer Jolly (“Jolly

Declaration,” Exh. 2).

15 See Exhibit B, Request Nos. 11-13.
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41. The Wiggins Declaration makes a number of specific factual assertions, including
the assertion that Plaintiff TAJM, LLC contributed the asserted patents to Get’M Garage, LLC,
the assertion that Get’M Garage, LLC had a license to the asserted patents, and the assertion that
all carburetors sold from Get’M Performance Products, LLC to Defendant Sunset have been
identified.'®

42. Defendant’s Motion for Summary Judgment relies heavily on the Wiggins
Declaration, but Plaintiff has not yet deposed Mr. Wiggins in regard to the factual bases, if any,
underlying these assertions.

43. Plaintiff reasonably believes that the deposition of Mr. Wiggins would reveal that
Mr. Wiggins can present no meaningful factual basis for the assertion that TAJM, LLC
contributed the asserted patents to Get’M Garage, LLC.

44. Plaintiff further reasonably believes that the deposition of Mr. Wiggins would
reveal that Mr. Wiggins can present no meaningful factual basis for the assertion that Get’M
Garage, LLC held a license to the asserted patents from TAJM, LLC.

45. Finally, Plaintiff reasonably suspects that the deposition of Mr. Wiggins is likely
to reveal that Mr. Wiggins, or possibly an entity under his control, is providing twin blade
carburetors, fuel jet tubes, or other key components thereof, to Defendant Sunset.

46. The Jolly Declaration includes a collection of assertions, including the assertion
that an advertisement by Defendant Sunset clearly offering Get’M Performance Twin Blade

carburetors for sale to customers was published in error.!”

16 See Wiggins Declaration, Exhibit 1 to Defendant’s Motion (Dkt. #20).
17 See Jolly Declaration, Exhibit 2 to Defendant’s Motion (Dkt. #20).
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47. The Jolly Declaration also includes the assertion that Defendant Sunset made a
decision, based on poor engine performance data, to move away from offering Get’M twin blade
carburetors.'®

48. Jolly’s testimony appears to be directly counter to publicly available evidence. A
substantial volume of publicly available information indicates that Defendant Sunset used,
promoted and sold engines featuring Get’M twin blade carburetors throughout 2019, 2020 and
2021, long after the Summer of 2019.

49. Plaintiff reasonably believes that the deposition of Ms. Jolly will reveal
information indicating that Defendant Sunset did not, in fact, make a business decision to move
away from Get’M twin blade carburetors based on engine performance in the Summer of 2019.

50. In sum, Plaintiff reasonably believes that Defendant has filed its Motion for
Summary Judgment while withholding a significant volume of documents and information that
are directly relevant and pertinent to the allegations and arguments set forth in Defendant’s
Motion.

51. Accordingly, Plaintiff is not in a position to adequately respond to Defendant’s
Motion for Summary Judgment unless Defendant fully complies with its discovery obligations.

52. I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America
that the foregoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge.

Executed on January 4, 2024,
[Kenneth Thomas Emanuelson/
Kenneth Thomas Emanuelson

Counsel for Plaintiff TAJM, LLC
d/b/a Mike Laws Performance

18 See Jolly Declaration, Exhibit 2 to Defendant’s Motion (Dkt. #20).
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EXHIBIT B

Plaintiff TAJM’s First Set of Requests for Production
to Defendant Sunset Performance Engines, LLC
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
SHERMAN DIVISION

TAJM, LLC d/b/a MIKE LAWS
PERFORMANCE

Plaintiff,
Civil Action No. 4:23-cv-1066-SDJ
V.
JURY TRIAL REQUESTED
SUNSET PERFORMANCE ENGINES,
L.L.C.

Defendant.

PLAINTIFF’S FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR
PRODUCTION TO DEFENDANT SUNSET
PERFORMANCE ENGINES. LLC

TO:  Defendant Sunset Performance Engines, LLC, by and through its attorney of record:

David M. Sullivan

Crowe & Dunlevy, P.C.

2525 McKinnon Street, Suite 425

Dallas, TX 75201

Plaintiff TAJM, LLC (“Plaintiff” or “TAJM”) hereby propounds Plaintiff’s First Set of
Requests for Production (1-18) to Defendant Sunset Performance Engines, LLC. Responses to the
foregoing Requests are due within 30 days of the service of these Requests.

DEFINITIONS
As used herein, the following terms have the following meanings, unless otherwise
specifically indicated.
1. “Plaintiff” or “TAJM” means and refers to TAJM, LLC.

2. “Laws” or “Inventor” means and refers to James M. Laws.

3. “Defendant,” “Sunset” or “’You” means and refers to Sunset Performance Engines,
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LLC.

4. “Jolly” refers to Joe Jolly.

5. “Get’M Entity” refers to Get’M Performance Products, LLC, Get’M Garage, LLC
or any other entity owned in whole or in part by Trevor Wiggins doing business under the brand

name “Get’M,” either as part of its corporate name, d/b/a or other marketing.

6. “Wiggins” refers to Trevor Wiggins.
7. “Person” or “persons” means and includes any natural person or individual.
8. “Entity” means and includes any corporate entity, LLC, firm, association,

organization, partnership, joint venture, corporation, governmental employer, agency, bureau,
commission or governmental entity or group or combination of any type acting as a unit, or other
form of legal entity.

9. “Named Inventor” means James M. Laws, the named inventor of the Asserted
Patents.

10. The present tense shall be construed to include the past tense and the past tense
shall be construed to include the present tense as required by the context to elicit all information
discoverable within the broadest scope of these requests.

11. The singular shall be construed to include the plural and the plural shall be
construed to include the singular as required by the context to elicit all information discoverable
within the broadest scope of these requests.

12. “And” and “or” have both conjunctive and disjunctive meanings as required by the
context to elicit all information discoverable within the broadest scope of these requests.

13. “Any” and “all” shall mean “each and every.”

14. “Document” shall refer to each original and each non-identical copy (whether

different from the original by means of notes made on such copy or otherwise) of all forms of

2
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retained information, whether on paper, photograph, magnetic impulse, mechanical or electronic
recording, or any other form, including, without limitation, all material that is handwritten,
typewritten, printed, recorded, posted online (e.g., public or private forums or chat groups), posted
on social media platforms or services (e.g., Facebook, Instagram), transcribed, punched, taped,
photocopies, emailed, texted (SMS), photostatted, telexed, telecopies, filmed, recorded on audio,
video or computer tape or disc, microfilmed, or other graphics or recorded matter, however
denominated by Sunset, and any drafts, revisions, or amendments thereof, whether existing in
hard- copy, paper format or existing only in electronic form.

15. “Communicate” or “communication” shall mean every manner or means of
disclosure, transfer, or exchange of information, and every such disclosure, transfer or exchange
of information, whether orally or in a document, and whether face-to-face, by telephone, mail,
electronic mail (email), text or short message/messaging service (SMS), instant messaging (e.g.,
WhatsApp, iMessage), social media messaging, wire, telex, telecopy, personal delivery or
otherwise.

16. “Meeting” shall mean any assembly, convocation, encounter, conference or
contemporaneous present of two or more persons for any purpose, formal or informal, whether or

not planned, arranged or scheduled in advance.

29 ¢¢ 99 ¢¢

17. “Concern,” “concerning,” “relating to” or “regarding” shall mean mentioning,
reflecting, pertaining to, making reference to, describing, discussing, analyzing or commenting on
a matter, directly or indirectly, in whole or in part.

18. A request relating to any communication or meeting with a corporation, partnership
or other business or governmental entity shall include any communication or meeting with its

officers, directors, controlling shareholders, employees, representative, agents and attorneys acting

on the entity’s behalf.
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19. “Complaint” refers to the Complaint filed by Plaintiff in this case on December 4,
2023.

20. “Asserted Patents” refers to United States Patent No. 10,036,357 B2 (the “‘357
Patent”) and United States Design Patent D748,149S (the “149 Patent”).

21. “Get’M Carburetor” and “Get’M Carburetors” refer to any carburetor or
carburetors manufactured, offered for sale or sold by a Get’M Entity.

22. “Get’M Four-Barrel” refers to any Get’M Carburetor with four separate venturies
and four separate throttle places.

23. “Get’M TwinBlade” refers to any Get’M Carburetor with siamesed venturies and
two separate throttle plates, including but not limited to the Get’M Carburetors advertised and sold
under the brand “Twin Blade” and/or under model numbers TB650, TB750, TB1000, TB1200,
TB1400 and TB1600.

24. “Fuel Jet Tube” refers to any threaded metering tube incorporated into a Get’'M
Carburetor or intended to be used with a Get’M Carburetor.

INSTRUCTIONS

1. The foregoing Requests are continuing and are to be supplemented or revised if
additional information comes into the possession, custody or control, as defined below, of Sunset
or Sunset’s attorneys, between the date of service of these Requests and the time of trial.

2. These Requests are intended to ascertain information and to require Sunset to
make a full and complete inquiry of Sunset’s agents, representatives, investigators, servants,
representatives and employees, independent contractors, experts (either consulted or retained),
attorneys, accountants, and all other persons acting in the past or present, on behalf of Sunset, and
to make a full and complete search for all information and of all files and documents (including

data stored on computer systems, email servers, mobile phones, computer storage systems or

4
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disks) and evidence at Sunset’s or their disposal or in Sunset’s or their possession or that are
contained in the data, records, and documents in Sunset’s or their custody or control, available to
Sunset or them, to compile the requested information.

3. If Sunset cannot answer any request in full after exercising due diligence to secure
the information to do so, Sunset shall state an answer to the request to the extent possible, setting
forth what information or knowledge presently is available to Sunset concerning any unanswered
portion of said request, and specifying any inability to answer the remainder of such request.
These requests shall be deemed continuing to the fullest extent authorized under the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure.

4. Where the following requests request that Sunset “identify” a person, state the

following:

®

the person’s full name and business title;

b. the person’s present, or last known, employer, business, and
residential address, and phone number;

c. the person’s duties or responsibilities with regard to the subject
matter described; and
d. the specific time period(s) for which said person had such duties or
responsibilities.
5. If the person identified is anything other than a natural person, state the following:
a. the entity’s full name;

b. the kind of legal entity;

c. its present or last known address; and
d. its chief executive officer or general partner, if applicable.
6. Where a Request requires that Sunset “identify” an oral communication,

state when and where such communication took place, the form of the communication (e.g.,

telephonic, face-to-face), the full name, and present or last known position, business affiliation
5
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and residential address of each party to such communication, and any person in whose presence
the communication occurred.

7. Where the following requests request that Sunset “identify” a document, state the
date of the document, its author, the person(s) receiving the document and any copies thereof, the
nature of the document (e.g., letter, memorandum, email) and all exhibits, attachments,
appendices, etc. thereto, and the location of the document and copies.

REOQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION
REQUEST NO. 1: Documents sufficient to identify each Get’M Carburetor, by model number
and serial number of each, that Sunset has ordered, requested, purchased, received or otherwise
acquired from any Person or Entity from January 2018 forward.
REQUEST NO. 2: Documents sufficient to identify each Get’M Carburetor, by model number,
serial number, and customer of each, that Sunset has sold, offered for sale, advertised, quoted,
invoiced, delivered, or otherwise provided to any Person or Entity from January 2018 forward.
REQUEST NO. 3: Documents sufficient to identify all Fuel Jet Tubes, by quantity and model
number, that Sunset has ordered, requested, purchased, received or otherwise acquired from any
Person or Entity from January 2018 forward.
REQUEST NO. 4: Documents sufficient to identify all Fuel Jet Tubes, by quantity, model
number and customer, that Sunset has sold, offered for sale, advertised, quoted, delivered, or
otherwise provided to any Person or Entity from January 2018 forward.
REQUEST NO. 5: All written communications relating to Get’M Carburetors between Sunset or
Jolly and any other Person or Entity, from January 2018 forward.
REQUEST NOQO. 6: All written communications relating to TAJM, LLC between Sunset or Jolly
and any other Person or Entity, from January 2018 forward.

REQUEST NO. 7: All written communications relating to the Asserted Patents between Sunset
6
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or Jolly and any other Person or Entity, from January 2018 forward.

REQUEST NO. 8: All written communications relating to the present litigation or the allegations
set forth in the Complaint between Sunset or Jolly and any other Person or Entity, from January
2018 forward.

REQUEST NO. 9: All written communications relating to the present litigation or the allegations
set forth in the Complaint between Sunset or Jolly and any other Person or Entity, from January
2018 forward.

REQUEST NO. 10: Documents sufficient to identify and detail all dynamometer testing
performed by Sunset from January, 2018 to the present, including the customer name, if
applicable, engine and carburetor specifications and performance evaluations for each test,
including but not limited to: engine displacement, number of carburetors, RPM range, torque,
horsepower, fuel used, fuel flow, brake specific fuel consumption, individual cylinder and/or
collector-based air fuel ratios, all graphic data, weather data, correction factor and detailed tuning
changes, if any, made during each test session.

REQUEST NO. 11: Copies of all advertisements and other public communications created,
broadcast, published, posted and/or distributed by Sunset mentioning, promoting or relating to
Trevor Wiggins or any Get’M Entity, from January 2018 forward.

REQUEST NO. 12: Copies of all advertisements and public communications created, broadcast,
posted, published and/or distributed by Sunset mentioning, promoting or relating to the terms
“Get’M,” “TwinBlade” or “Twin Blade,” from January 2018 forward.

REQUEST NO. 13: Copies of all advertisements and public communications created, broadcast,
posted, published and/or distributed by Sunset mentioning, promoting or relating to dynamometer
tests performed by Sunset, from January 2018 forward.

REQUEST NO. 14: All documents related to repair services performed by Sunset on engines that
7
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included carburetors with fuel jet tubes sourced from Get’M Garage, LLC.
REQUEST NO. 15: All documents related to carburetors purchased by Sunset from Get'M
Garage, LLC that included fuel jet tubes.
REQUEST NO. 16: All documents supporting, contradicting or otherwise relevant to Sunset’s
assertion that Get’M Garage, LLC was licensed or otherwise permitted to make and sell
carburetors and/or fuel jet tubes under the *149 and 357 Patents.
REQUEST NO. 17: All documents supporting, contradicting or otherwise relevant to Sunset’s
denial of the allegations of Paragraph 30 of Plaintiff's Complaint.
REQUEST NO. 18: All documents supporting, contradicting or otherwise relevant to Sunset’s
denial of the allegations of Paragraph 35 of Plaintiff's Complaint.
Dated: May 28, 2024 Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Kenneth T. Emanuelson

Kenneth T. Emanuelson

THE EMANUELSON FIRM, P.C.

17304 Preston Road, Suite 800

Dallas, Texas 75252

Phone: 469-363-5808
Ken@Emanuelson.us

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF TAJM, LLC
d/b/a MIKE LAWS PERFORMANCE

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I certify that on the 28th day of May, 2024, a true and correct copy of the foregoing
document was served on counsel for Defendant by electronic mail.

/s/ Kenneth T. Emanuelson
Kenneth T. Emanuelson
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EXHIBIT C

Plaintiff TAJM’s First Set of Interrogatories
to Defendant Sunset Performance Engines, LLC
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TAJM, LLC d/b/a MIKE LAWS
PERFORMANCE

SUNSET PERFORMANCE ENGINES,
L.L.C.

TO:

Plaintiff,

Defendant.

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
SHERMAN DIVISION

Civil Action No. 4:23-cv-1066-SDJ

JURY TRIAL REQUESTED

PLAINTIFF’S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES
TO DEFENDANT SUNSET PERFORMANCE
ENGINES. L1L.C

Defendant Sunset Performance Engines, LLC, by and through its attorney of record:

David M. Sullivan

Crowe & Dunlevy, P.C.

2525 McKinnon Street, Suite 425
Dallas, TX 75201

Plaintiff TAJM, LLC (“Plaintiff” or “TAJM”) hereby propounds Plaintiff’s First Set of

Interrogatories (1-9) to Defendant Sunset Performance Engines, LLC. Responses to the foregoing

Interrogatories are due within 30 days of the service of these Interrogatories.

DEFINITIONS

As used herein, the following terms have the following meanings, unless otherwise

specifically indicated.

1. “Plaintiff” or “TAJM” means and refers to TAJM, LLC.
2. “Laws” or “Inventor” means and refers to James M. Laws.

3. “Defendant,” “Sunset” or “’You” means and refers to Sunset Performance Engines,
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LLC.

4. “Jolly” refers to Joe Jolly.

5. “Get’M Entity” refers to Get’M Performance, LLC, Get’M Garage, LLC or any
other entity owned in whole or in part by Trevor Wiggins doing business under the brand name

“Get’M,” either as part of its corporate name, d/b/a or other marketing.

6. “Wiggins” refers to Trevor Wiggins.
7. “Person” or “persons” means and includes any natural person or individual.
8. “Entity” means and includes any corporate entity, LLC, firm, association,

organization, partnership, joint venture, corporation, governmental employer, agency, bureau,
commission or governmental entity or group or combination of any type acting as a unit, or other
form of legal entity.

9. “Named Inventor” means James M. Laws, the named inventor of the Asserted
Patents.

10. The present tense shall be construed to include the past tense and the past tense
shall be construed to include the present tense as required by the context to elicit all information
discoverable within the broadest scope of these interrogatories.

11. The singular shall be construed to include the plural and the plural shall be
construed to include the singular as required by the context to elicit all information discoverable
within the broadest scope of these interrogatories.

12. “And” and “or” have both conjunctive and disjunctive meanings as required by the
context to elicit all information discoverable within the broadest scope of these interrogatories.

13. “Any” and “all” shall mean “each and every.”

14. “Document” shall refer to each original and each non-identical copy (whether

different from the original by means of notes made on such copy or otherwise) of all forms of

2
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retained information, whether on paper, photograph, magnetic impulse, mechanical or electronic
recording, or any other form, including, without limitation, all material that is handwritten,
typewritten, printed, recorded, posted online (e.g., public or private forums or chat groups), posted
ton social media platforms or services (e.g., Facebook, Instagram), transcribed, punched, taped,
photocopies, emailed, texted (SMS), photostatted, telexed, telecopies, filmed, recorded on audio,
video or computer tape or disc, microfilmed, or other graphics or recorded matter, however
denominated by You, and any drafts, revisions, or amendments thereof, whether existing in hard-
copy, paper format or existing only in electronic form.

15. “Communicate” or “communication” shall mean every manner or means of
disclosure, transfer, or exchange of information, and every such disclosure, transfer or exchange
of information, whether orally or in a document, and whether face-to-face, by telephone, mail,
electronic mail (email), text or short message/messaging service (SMS), instant messaging (e.g.,
WhatsApp, iMessage), social media messaging, wire, telex, telecopy, personal delivery or
otherwise.

16. “Meeting” shall mean any assembly, convocation, encounter, conference or
contemporaneous present of two or more persons for any purpose, formal or informal, whether or

not planned, arranged or scheduled in advance.

29 ¢¢ 99 ¢¢

17. “Concern,” “concerning,” “relating to” or “regarding” shall mean mentioning,
reflecting, pertaining to, making reference to, describing, discussing, analyzing or commenting on
a matter, directly or indirectly, in whole or in part.

18.  An interrogatory relating to any communication or meeting with a corporation,
partnership or other business or governmental entity shall include any communication or meeting

with its officers, directors, controlling shareholders, employees, representative, agents and

attorneys acting on the entity’s behalf.
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19. “Complaint” refers to the Complaint filed by Plaintiff in this case on December 4,
2023.

20. “Asserted Patents” refers to United States Patent No. 10,036,357 B2 (the “‘357
Patent”) and United States Design Patent D748,149S (the “149 Patent”).

21. “Get’M Carburetor” and “Get’M Carburetors” refer to any carburetor or
carburetors manufactured, offered for sale or sold by a Get’M Entity.

22. “Get’M Four-Barrel” refers to any Get’M Carburetor with four separate venturies
and four separate throttle places.

23. “Get’M TwinBlade” refers to any Get’M Carburetor with siamesed venturies and
two separate throttle plates, including but not limited to the Get’M Carburetors advertised and sold
under the brand “Twin Blade” and/or under model numbers TB650, TB750, TB1000, TB1200,
TB1400 and TB1600.

24. “Fuel Jet Tube” refers to any threaded metering tube incorporated into a Get’'M
Carburetor or intended to be used with a Get’M Carburetor.

INSTRUCTIONS

1. The foregoing Interrogatories are continuing and are to be supplemented or
revised if additional information comes into the possession, custody or control, as defined below,
of Sunset or Sunset’s attorneys, between the date of service of these Interrogatories and the time
of trial.

2. These Interrogatories are intended to ascertain information and to require Sunset
to make a full and complete inquiry of Sunset’s agents, representatives, investigators, servants,
representatives and employees, independent contractors, experts (either consulted or retained),
attorneys, accountants, and all other persons acting in the past or present, on behalf of Sunset, and

to make a full and complete search for all information and of all files and documents (including

4
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data stored on computer systems, email servers, mobile phones, computer storage systems or
disks) and evidence at Sunset’s or their disposal or in Sunset’s or their possession or that are
contained in the data, records, and documents in Sunset’s or their custody or control, available to
Sunset or them, to compile the requested information.

3. If Sunset cannot answer any interrogatory in full after exercising due diligence to
secure the information to do so, Sunset shall state an answer to the interrogatory to the extent
possible, setting forth what information or knowledge presently is available to Sunset concerning
any unanswered portion of said interrogatory, and specifying any inability to answer the remainder
of such interrogatory. These interrogatories shall be deemed continuing to the fullest extent
authorized under the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.

4. Where the following interrogatories request that Sunset “identify” a person, state

the following:

a. the person’s full name and business title;

b. the person’s present, or last known, employer, business, and
residential address, and phone number;

c. the person’s duties or responsibilities with regard to the subject
matter described; and

d. the specific time period(s) for which said person had such duties or
responsibilities.

5. If the person identified is anything other than a natural person, state the following:
a. the entity’s full name;

b. the kind of legal entity;

c. its present or last known address; and
d. its chief executive officer or general partner, if applicable.
6. Where an Interrogatory requires that Sunset “identify” an oral
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communication, state when and where such communication took place, the form of the
communication (e.g., telephonic, face-to-face), the full name, and present or last known position,
business affiliation and residential address of each party to such communication, and any person
in whose presence the communication occurred.

7. Where the following interrogatories request that Sunset “identify” a document,
state the date of the document, its author, the person(s) receiving the document and any copies
thereof, the nature of the document (e.g., letter, memorandum, email) and all exhibits,
attachments, appendices, etc. thereto, and the location of the document and copies.

INTERROGATORIES
INTERROGATORY NO. 1: Identify each Get’M Carburetor, by model number and serial
number of each, that Sunset has ordered, requested, purchased, received or otherwise acquired
from any Person or Entity from January 2018 forward.
INTERROGATORY NO. 2: Identify each Get’M Carburetor, by model number and serial
number of each, that Sunset has sold, offered for sale, advertised, quoted, invoiced, delivered, or
otherwise provided to any Person or Entity from January 2018 forward.
INTERROGATORY NO. 3: Identify all Fuel Jet Tubes, by quantity and model number, that
Sunset has ordered, requested, purchased, received or otherwise acquired from any Person or
Entity from January 2018 forward.
INTERROGATORY NO. 4: Identify all Fuel Jet Tubes, by quantity and model number, that
Sunset has sold, offered for sale, advertised, quoted, delivered, or otherwise provided to any
Person or Entity from January 2018 forward.
INTERROGATORY NO. 5: Identify all Persons and Entities with whom Sunset or Jolly has
discussed Get’M Carburetors, orally or in writing, from January 2018 forward.

INTERROGATORY NO. 6: Identify all Persons and Entities with whom Sunset or Jolly has
6
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discussed TAJM, LLC, orally or in writing, from January 2018 forward.
INTERROGATORY NO. 7: Identify all Persons and Entities with whom Sunset or Jolly has
discussed the Asserted Patents, either orally or in writing, from January 2018 forward.
INTERROGATORY NO. 8: Identify all Persons and Entities with whom Sunset or Jolly has
discussed the present litigation or the allegations set forth in the Complaint, either in writing or
orally.
INTERROGATORY NO. 9: Identify all persons assisting in any way in responding to these
Interrogatories and the Interrogatories for which they provided information.
Dated: May 28, 2024 Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Kenneth T. Emanuelson

Kenneth T. Emanuelson

THE EMANUELSON FIRM, P.C.

17304 Preston Road, Suite 800

Dallas, Texas 75252

Phone: 469-363-5808
Ken@Emanuelson.us

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF TAJM, LLC
d/b/a MIKE LAWS PERFORMANCE

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I certify that on the 28th day of May, 2024, a true and correct copy of the foregoing
document was served on counsel for Defendant by electronic mail.

/s/ Kenneth T. Emanuelson
Kenneth T. Emanuelson
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EXHIBIT D

Defendant’s Responses and Objections to
Plaintiff TAJM, LLC’s First Set of Requests for Production
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
SHERMAN DIVISION

TAIM, LLC

Plaintiff,
V. Civil Action No. 4:23-cv-1066-SDJ
SUNSET PERFORMANCE JURY TRIAL REQUESTED
ENGINES, L.L.C.

Defendant.

DEFENDANT’S RESPONSES AND OBJECTIONS TO
PLAINTIFF TAJM, LLC’S FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION

Pursuant to the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, and subject to the objections contained
herein, Defendant Sunset Performance Engines, L.L.C. (“Defendant” or “Sunset”) submits the
following Responses and Objections to Plaintiff TAJM, LLC’s (“Plaintiff”) First Set of Requests
for Production (“Requests” and each of the First set of Requests a “Request”):

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

The following General Objections are incorporated by reference into each of Sunset’s
specific responses (hereinafter, “Responses™) to Plaintiff’s Requests. Any specific Response
herein by Sunset to TAJM’s Requests is made subject to these General Objections:

1. Defendant objects to these Requests to the extent that they purport to require
Defendant to supply documents protected by the attorney-client privilege or the attorney work
product doctrine (including the trial preparation materials doctrine), trial expert privilege, or any
other rule or privilege of confidentiality provided by law. Notwithstanding that this objection may
not be repeated in response to each Request below, Sunset hereby objects to each Request on the

grounds set forth above. Sunset will not produce such information or privileged documents, and
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its Responses should be construed accordingly. Sunset will, however, provide a privilege log for
any documents withheld under a claim of privilege, in accordance with the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure.

2. Defendant objects to any Request which purports to require the creation or
preparation of information or documents that do not exist, or that Defendant does not, in the
ordinary course of business, generate or maintain. Accordingly, Defendant’s Responses to the
Requests are made on the basis of information presently available and specifically known to it
upon reasonable investigation. Defendant expressly reserves its rights to amend, supplement,
and/or clarify its answers, responses, and/or objections to any and all of the Requests.

3. Sunset objects to the Requests to the extent they seek the disclosure of private
and/or confidential, proprietary, trade, financial or other information, the disclosure of which may
harm Sunset financially, economically or otherwise. Sunset further objects to each Request to the
extent that it seeks information, the disclosure of which would violate the privacy rights of Sunset
or any other individual employed by Sunset or with whom Sunset affiliates or contracts. To the
extent Defendant produces information or documents identified within this section, Defendant is
producing them subject to the Protective Order entered by the Court on February 6, 2024 with the
understanding that § 4 of the Protective Order prohibits the parties’ counsel of record from
disclosing confidential-designated documents to their clients.

4. Defendant objects to the Requests to the extent that the documents and/or
information sought therein can be obtained from other sources that are more convenient, less
burdensome, and/or less expensive.

5. To the extent that Plaintiff’s “Instructions” or “Definitions” would impose

requirements broader than those authorized by Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 26 or other
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pertinent sections of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Sunset objects to the same. To the extent
that Plaintiff’s “Definitions” or “Instructions” may be interpreted or intended to attach a meaning
contrary to the plain meaning of a specific Request, Sunset objects as the same renders the Request
vague and ambiguous and would require Sunset to speculate as to which meaning to attach.

6. Sunset objects to each Request to the extent that it is duplicative and/or cumulative,
or to the extent that it seeks information that may be obtained from other sources or through other
means of discovery that are more practical, efficient, convenient, or less burdensome and/or less
expensive. Specifically, Sunset objects to identifying information already in the possession of
TAIM.

7. Sunset objects to each Request to the extent that it seeks information that is neither
relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Sunset further
objects to each Request to the extent that it is overly broad and/or unduly burdensome and not
proportional to the needs of the case, or is not reasonably limited as to time, subject matter or
geographical scope. Further, in providing these Responses, Sunset makes no admission as to the
relevance or admissibility of any of the information set forth herein or provided in response to
TAIM’s Requests and Sunset expressly reserves all objections regarding competency, relevancy,
materiality and/or admissibility.

8. Sunset objects to each Request to the extent that it seeks information and/or
documents generated and/or formulated by third persons independent of Sunset, or over whom
Sunset has no control. Sunset further objects to each Request to the extent that a Response would
require Sunset to generate or collect information that it does not, in the ordinary course of business,
generate or maintain. In any event, where Sunset indicates that it will produce documents, the

Response is intended to indicate that production will be made if such documents exist and are
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within Sunset’s possession, custody, or control. The Response is not intended to confirm the
existence, if any, of any such documents.

SPECIFIC OBJECTIONS

9. Defendant objects to the definition of “Defendant,” “Sunset,” or “You” to the extent
that they may include agents, attorneys, and authorized representatives over which Defendant do
not have control within the meaning of the federal rules and to the extent that that the definition
would purport to require Defendant to provide documents of which they do not have possession,
custody, or control.

10.  Defendant objects to the definition of “Get’M Entity” to the extent it seeks
information from third parties and information not within its possession, custody, control, or
personal knowledge. Defendant is aware of the “Get’M Garage” and “Get’M Performance” entities
and will respond to Plaintiff’s Requests with an understanding that “Get’M Entity” refers to both
“Get’M Garage” and “Get’M Performance.”

11.  Defendant objects to the definition of “Get’M Carburetors” as overbroad and to the
extent it seeks information from third parties and information not within its possession, custody,
control, or personal knowledge as a result of its use of definition of “Get’M Entity” in its definition.

12. Defendant objects to the definition of “Fuel Jet Tube” because it requires an
understanding of whether a particular part is “intended” to be used with a “Get’M Carburetor,”
where the intent of application is unclear and undefined, i.e., it is not clear who or what would
have “intended” for a threaded metering tube to be used with a “Get’M Carburetor.” Defendant
further objects to the definition of “Fuel Jet Tube” to the extent that it broadly refers to a “threaded
metering tube,” which is not a term that is used in either of the Asserted Patents and is not otherwise

defined.



Case 4:23-cv-01066-SDJ  Document 23-4  Filed 01/05/25 Page 6 of 14 PagelD #:
350

13. Defendant incorporates each of the above general objections as and for each of its
responses below to Plaintiff’s Requests. Unless otherwise stated herein, Defendant is not
withholding any documents based upon its objections. Subject to and without waiving those
objections, Defendant further objects and responds to each of Plaintiff’s Requests as follows:

RESPONSES TO REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION

REQUEST NO. 1: Documents sufficient to identify each Get’M Carburetor, by model number

and serial number of each, that Sunset has ordered, requested, purchased, received or otherwise
acquired from any Person or Entity from January 2018 forward.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 1: Objection. Defendant objects to this Request because it

seeks information from third parties and information not within Defendant’s possession, custody,
control, or personal knowledge. The definition of “Get’M Carburetor” is overbroad because of its
use of “Get’M Entity” in its definition. The definition of “Get’M Entity” is overbroad because it
seeks information from third parties (all entities owned by Trevor Wiggins) and information not
within Defendant’s possession, custody, control, or personal knowledge. Subject to these
objections, Defendant will produce documents identifying carburetors sourced from Get’M
Performance Products, LLC and Get’M Garage, LLC, not all entities owned by third-party Trevor
Wiggins. Defendant also objects to this Request to the extent that it seeks information, including
serial numbers, that is not relevant to the claims or defenses in this case. Subject to these objections
and the general and specific objections outlined above, Defendant will produce responsive
documents.

REQUEST NO. 2: Documents sufficient to identify each Get’M Carburetor, by model number,

serial number, and customer of each, that Sunset has sold, offered for sale, advertised, quoted,

invoiced, delivered, or otherwise provided to any Person or Entity from January 2018 forward.
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 2: Objection. Defendant objects to this Request because it

seeks information from third parties and information not within Defendant’s possession, custody,
control, or personal knowledge. The definition of “Get’M Carburetor” is overbroad because of its
use of “Get’M Entity” in its definition. The definition of “Get’M Entity” is overbroad because it
seeks information from third parties (all entities owned by Trevor Wiggins) and information not
within Defendant’s possession, custody, control, or personal knowledge. Subject to these
objections, Defendant will produce documents identifying carburetors sourced from Get’M
Performance Products, LLC and Get’M Garage, LLC, not all entities owned by third-party Trevor
Wiggins. Defendant also objects to this Request to the extent that it seeks information, including
serial numbers, that is not relevant to the claims or defenses in this case. Subject to these objections
and the general and specific objections outlined above, Defendant will produce responsive
documents.

REQUEST NO. 3: Documents sufficient to identify all Fuel Jet Tubes, by quantity and model

number, that Sunset has ordered, requested, purchased, received or otherwise acquired from any
Person or Entity from January 2018 forward.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 3: Objection. Sunset objects to this Request because the

definition of “Fuel Jet Tubes” is unclear. Sunset also states that it did not order, request, purchase,
receive or otherwise acquire from any Person or Entity any Fuel Jet Tubes that were not included
with a “Get’M TwinBlade” carburetor (as that term is defined in in Plaintiff’s Requests) that was
obtained from Get’M Garage, LLC. Subject to these objections and the general and specific

objections outlined above, Defendant will produce responsive documents.
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REQUEST NO. 4: Documents sufficient to identify all Fuel Jet Tubes, by quantity, model number

and customer, that Sunset has sold, offered for sale, advertised, quoted, delivered, or otherwise
provided to any Person or Entity from January 2018 forward.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 4: Objection. Sunset objects to this Request because the

definition of “Fuel Jet Tubes” is unclear. Sunset also states that it did not order, request, purchase,
receive or otherwise acquire from any Person or Entity any Fuel Jet Tubes that were not included
with a “Get’M TwinBlade” carburetor (as that term is defined in in Plaintiff’s Requests) that was
obtained from Get’M Garage, LLC. Subject to these objections and the general and specific
objections outlined above, Defendant will produce responsive documents.

REQUEST NO. 5: All written communications relating to Get’M Carburetors between Sunset or

Jolly and any other Person or Entity, from January 2018 forward.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 5: Objection. Defendant objects to this Request because it

seeks information from third parties and information not within Defendant’s possession, custody,
control, or personal knowledge. The definition of “Get’M Carburetor” is overbroad because of its
use of “Get’M Entity” in its definition. The definition of “Get’M Entity” is overbroad because it
seeks information from third parties (all entities owned by Trevor Wiggins) and information not
within Defendant’s possession, custody, control, or personal knowledge. Accordingly, Defendant
will produce written communications relating to carburetors sourced from Get’M Performance
Products, LLC and Get’M Garage, LLC between Sunset or Jolly and any other Person or Entity.
Also, Defendant objects to this Request to the extent that it seeks information protected from
discovery by the attorney/client privilege, work-product doctrine (including the trial preparation
materials doctrine), trial expert privilege, or any other rule or privilege of confidentiality provided

by law. Sunset will not produce such information or privileged documents, and its Responses



Case 4:23-cv-01066-SDJ  Document 23-4  Filed 01/05/25 Page 9 of 14 PagelD #:
353

should be construed accordingly. Subject to these objections and the general and specific
objections outlined above, Defendant will produce responsive documents.

REQUEST NO. 6: All written communications relating to TAJM, LLC between Sunset or Jolly

and any other Person or Entity, from January 2018 forward.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 6: Objection. Defendant objects to this Request to the extent

that it seeks information protected from discovery by the attorney/client privilege, work-product
doctrine (including the trial preparation materials doctrine), trial expert privilege, or any other rule
or privilege of confidentiality provided by law. Sunset will not produce such information or
privileged documents, and its Responses should be construed accordingly. Subject to this objection
and the general and specific objections outlined above, Sunset will produce responsive documents.

REQUEST NO. 7: All written communications relating to the Asserted Patents between Sunset

or Jolly and any other Person or Entity, from January 2018 forward.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 7: Objection. Defendant objects to this Request to the extent

that it seeks information protected from discovery by the attorney/client privilege, work-product
doctrine (including the trial preparation materials doctrine), trial expert privilege, or any other rule
or privilege of confidentiality provided by law. Sunset will not produce such information or
privileged documents, and its Responses should be construed accordingly. Subject to this objection
and the general and specific objections outlined above, Sunset will produce responsive documents.

REQUEST NO. 8: All written communications relating to the present litigation or the allegations

set forth in the Complaint between Sunset or Jolly and any other Person or Entity, from January
2018 forward.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 8: Objection. Defendant objects to this Request to the extent

that it seeks information protected from discovery by the attorney/client privilege, work-product
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doctrine (including the trial preparation materials doctrine), trial expert privilege, or any other rule
or privilege of confidentiality provided by law. Sunset will not produce such information or
privileged documents, and its Responses should be construed accordingly. Subject to this objection
and the general and specific objections outlined above, Sunset will produce responsive documents.

REQUEST NO. 9: All written communications relating to the present litigation or the allegations

set forth in the Complaint between Sunset or Jolly and any other Person or Entity, from January
2018 forward.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 9: Objection. Defendant objects to this Request to the extent

that it seeks information protected from discovery by the attorney/client privilege, work-product
doctrine (including the trial preparation materials doctrine), trial expert privilege, or any other rule
or privilege of confidentiality provided by law. Sunset will not produce such information or
privileged documents, and its Responses should be construed accordingly. Subject to this objection
and the general and specific objections outlined above, Sunset will produce responsive documents.

REQUEST NO. 10: Documents sufficient to identify and detail all dynamometer testing

performed by Sunset from January, 2018 to the present, including the customer name, if applicable,
engine and carburetor specifications and performance evaluations for each test, including but not
limited to: engine displacement, number of carburetors, RPM range, torque, horsepower, fuel used,
fuel flow, brake specific fuel consumption, individual cylinder and/or collector-based air fuel
ratios, all graphic data, weather data, correction factor and detailed tuning changes, if any, made
during each test session.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 10: Objection. Sunset objects to this Request because it seeks

confidential and/or proprietary business and trade information, the disclosure of which may harm

Sunset financially, economically, or otherwise. Furthermore, Sunset objects to this Request
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because it is not narrowly tailored to seek information relevant to the claims or defenses in this
case. Subject to these objections and the general and specific objections outlined above, Sunset
will not produce dynamometer testing information sought in this Request.

REQUEST NO. 11: Copies of all advertisements and other public communications created,

broadcast, published, posted and/or distributed by Sunset mentioning, promoting or relating to

Trevor Wiggins or any Get’M Entity, from January 2018 forward.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 11: Subject to the general and specific objections outlined

above, Sunset will produce responsive documents.

REQUEST NO. 12: Copies of all advertisements and public communications created, broadcast,

posted, published and/or distributed by Sunset mentioning, promoting or relating to the terms
“Get’M,” “Twinblade” or “Twin Blade,” from January 2018 forward.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 12: Subject to this objection and the general and specific

objections outlined above, Sunset will produce responsive documents.

REQUEST NO. 13: Copies of all advertisements and public communications created, broadcast,

posted, published and/or distributed by Sunset mentioning, promoting or relating to dynamometer
tests performed by Sunset, from January 2018 forward.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 13: Subject to the general and specific objections outlined

above, Sunset will produce responsive documents.

REQUEST NO. 14: All documents related to repair services performed by Sunset on engines that

included carburetors with fuel jet tubes sourced from Get’M Garage, LLC.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 14: Subject to the general and specific objections outlined

above, Sunset will produce responsive documents.

10
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REQUEST NO. 15: All documents related to carburetors purchased by Sunset from Get’'M

Garage, LLC that included fuel jet tubes.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 15: Objection. Sunset objects to this Request because it uses

an undefined term, “fuel jet tubes,” to which it cannot determine the scope and may include “fuel
jet tubes” that is outside the accused instrumentalities at issue in this case. Sunset states that it did
not order, request, purchase, receive or otherwise acquire from any Person or Entity any Fuel Jet
Tubes that were not included with a “Get’M TwinBlade” carburetor (as that term is defined in
Plaintiff’s Requests) and that was obtained from Get’M Garage, LLC. Subject to the general and
specific objections outlined above, Sunset will produce responsive documents.

REQUEST NO. 16: All documents supporting, contradicting or otherwise relevant to Sunset’s

assertion that Get’M Garage, LLC was licensed or otherwise permitted to make and sell
carburetors and/or fuel jet tubes under the *149 and *357 Patents.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 16: Subject to the general and specific objections outlined

above, Sunset will produce responsive documents.

REQUEST NO. 17: All documents supporting, contradicting or otherwise relevant to Sunset’s

denial of the allegations of Paragraph 30 of Plaintiff’s Complaint.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 17: Objection. Sunset objects to this Request because it

requires Sunset to improperly marshal its evidence. Sunset also objects to this Request to the extent
it seeks information protected from discovery by the attorney/client privilege, work-product
doctrine (including the trial preparation materials doctrine), trial expert privilege, or any other rule
or privilege of confidentiality provided by law. Sunset will not produce such information or

privileged documents, and its Responses should be construed accordingly. Subject to these

11
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objections and the general and specific objections outlined above, Sunset will produce responsive
documents.

REQUEST NO. 18: All documents supporting, contradicting or otherwise relevant to Sunset’s

denial of the allegations of Paragraph 35 of Plaintiff’s Complaint.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 18: Objection. Sunset objects to this Request because it

requires Sunset to improperly marshal its evidence. Sunset also objects to this Request to the extent
it seeks information protected from discovery by the attorney/client privilege, work-product
doctrine (including the trial preparation materials doctrine), trial expert privilege, or any other rule
or privilege of confidentiality provided by law. Sunset will not produce such information or
privileged documents, and its Responses should be construed accordingly. Subject to these
objections and the general and specific objections outlined above, Sunset will produce responsive

documents.

Dated: June 27, 2024 Respectfully submitted,

/s/ David M. Sullivan

David M. Sullivan

Oklahoma Bar No. 18851
Christopher M. Staine

Texas Bar No. 24104576

Evan G. Vincent (pro hac vice)
Oklahoma Bar No. 22325

John H. Yoon

Texas Bar No. 24125958

CROWE & DUNLEVY, P.C.
2525 McKinnon Street, Suite 425
Dallas, TX 75201

Telephone: (214) 420-2163
Facsimile: (214) 736-1762
david.sullivan@crowedunlevy.com
christopher.staine@crowedunlevy.com
evan.vincent@crowedunlevy.com
john.yoon@crowedunlevy.com
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ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT
SUNSET PERFORMANCE ENGINES,
L.L.C.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| certify that on June 27, 2024, a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was
served on the following counsel by email:

Kenneth T. Emanuelson

THE EMANUELSON FIRM, P.C.
17304 Preston Road, Suite 800
Dallas, TX 75252
ken@emanuelson.us
Kira@emanuelson.us

/s/ David M. Sullivan
David M. Sullivan
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Defendant’s Responses to Plaintiff’s First Set of Interrogatories to Defendant
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
SHERMAN DIVISION

TAJM, LLC d/b/a Mike Laws Performance

Plaintiff,
V. Civil Action No. 4:23-cv-1066-SDJ

Sunset Performance Engines, L.L.C.

Defendant.

DEFENDANT’S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF’S
FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT

Pursuant to the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, and subject to the objections contained
herein, Defendant, Sunset Performance Engines, L.L.C. (“Defendant” or “Sunset”), provides the
following responses to the First Set of Interrogatories (“First Interrogatories”) from Plaintiff
TAIM, LLC (“Plaintiff” or “TAJM):

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

The following General Objections are incorporated by reference into each of Sunset’s
specific responses (hereinafter, “Responses™) to Plaintiffs First Interrogatories (each of the First
Set of Interrogatories is referred to as an “Interrogatory”). Any specific Response herein by
Sunset to TAJM’s First Interrogatories is made subject to these General Objections:

1. Defendant objects to Plaintiff’s First Interrogatories to the extent that it seeks
information protected from discovery by the attorney/client privilege, work-product doctrine
(including the trial preparation materials doctrine), trial expert privilege, or any other rule or
privilege of confidentiality provided by law. Notwithstanding that this objection may not be

repeated in response to each Interrogatory below, Sunset hereby objects to each Interrogatory on
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the grounds set forth above. Sunset will not produce such information or privileged documents,
and its Responses should be construed accordingly. Sunset will, however, provide a privilege log
for any documents withheld under a claim of privilege, in accordance with the Federal Rules of
Civil Procedure.

2. Sunset objects to each Interrogatory to the extent that it calls for confidential
and/or proprietary business, trade, financial or other information, the disclosure of which may
harm Sunset financially, economically or otherwise. Sunset further objects to each Interrogatory
to the extent that it seeks information, the disclosure of which would violate the privacy rights of
Sunset or any other individual employed by Sunset or with whom Sunset affiliates or contracts.
Information or documents identified within this section will only be produced by Sunset pursuant
to the Protective Order entered in this case -- and all of Sunset’s Responses should be construed
accordingly.

3. Defendant objects to providing the telephone number of any employee, agent, or
representative of Defendant since the only relevant purpose of such information would be to
conduct a prohibited ex-parte interview of such individuals.

4. Defendant objects to Plaintiff’s First Interrogatories to the extent that the
documents and/or information sought therein can be obtained from other sources that are more
convenient, less burdensome, and/or less expensive.

5. Defendant’s Responses to First Interrogatories are made on the basis of
information presently available and specifically known to it upon reasonable investigation.
Because discovery is ongoing, there may be further facts and/or documents of which Defendant
presently is unaware despite reasonable investigation and inquiry. Accordingly, Defendant

reserves the right to supplement or revise any and all responses herein, and to interpose further

2
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objections, as additional information is discovered, analyzed or made available through
discovery. Defendant’s responses to Plaintiff’s First Interrogatories in no way shall prejudice it
in relation to further discovery.

6. Defendant objects to each of Plaintiff’s First Interrogatories and the instructions
therein to the extent that they purport to impose duties and obligations on Defendant in addition
to or inconsistent with the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure or other applicable law.

7. To the extent that Plaintiff’s “Instructions” or “Definitions” would impose
requirements broader than those authorized by Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 26 or other
pertinent sections of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Sunset objects to the same. To the
extent that Plaintiff’s “Definitions” or “Instructions” may be interpreted or intended to attach a
meaning contrary to the plain meaning of a specific Interrogatory, Sunset objects as the same
renders the Interrogatory vague and ambiguous and would require Sunset to speculate as to
which meaning to attach.

8. Sunset objects to each Interrogatory to the extent that it is duplicative and/or
cumulative, or to the extent that it seeks information that may be obtained from other sources or
through other means of discovery that are more practical, efficient, convenient, or less
burdensome and/or less expensive. Specifically, Sunset objects to identifying information
already in the possession of TAJM.

9. Sunset objects to each Interrogatory to the extent that it seeks information that is
neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Sunset
further objects to each Interrogatory to the extent that it is overly broad and/or unduly
burdensome and not proportional to the needs of the case, or is not reasonably limited as to time,

subject matter or geographical scope. Further, in providing these Responses, Sunset makes no
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admission as to the relevance or admissibility of any of the information set forth herein or
provided in response to TAJM’s First Interrogatories and Sunset expressly reserves all objections
regarding competency, relevancy, materiality and/or admissibility.

10. Sunset objects to each Interrogatory to the extent that it seeks information and/or
documents generated and/or formulated by third persons independent of Sunset, or over whom
Sunset has no control. Sunset further objects to each Interrogatory to the extent that a Response
would require Sunset to generate or collect information that it does not, in the ordinary course of
business, generate or maintain. In any event, where Sunset indicates that it will produce
documents, the Response is intended to indicate that production will be made if such documents
exist and are within Sunset’s possession, custody, or control. The Response is not intended to
confirm the existence, if any, of any such documents.

SPECIFIC OBJECTIONS

11.  Defendant objects to the definition of “Get’M Entity” to the extent that it refers to
unknown entities that may have been owned in whole or in part by Trevor Wiggins doing
business under the brand name “Get’M,” and it seeks information from third parties and
information not within Sunset’s possession, custody, control or personal knowledge. Defendant
is aware of the “Get’M Garage” and “Get’M Performance” entities and will respond to Plaintiff’s
First Interrogatories with an understanding that “Get’M Entity” refers to both “Get’M Garage”
and “Get’M Performance.”

12.  Defendant objects to the definition of “Get’M Carburetors” as overbroad and to
the extent it seeks information from third parties and information not within its possession,
custody, control, or personal knowledge as a result of its use of definition of “Get’M Entity” in

its definition.
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13.  Defendant objects to the definition of “Fuel Jet Tube” because it requires an
understanding of whether a particular part is “intended” to be used with a “Get’M Carburetor,”
where the intent of application is unclear and undefined, i.e., it is not clear who or what would
have “intended” for a threaded metering tube to be used with a “Get’M Carburetor.” Defendant
further objects to the definition of “Fuel Jet Tube” to the extent that it broadly refers to a
“threaded metering tube,” which is not a term that is used in either of the Asserted Patents and is
not otherwise defined.

14. Defendant incorporates each of the above general objections as and for each of its
responses below to Plaintiff’s First Interrogatories. Unless otherwise stated herein, Defendant is
not withholding any documents based upon its objections. Subject to and without waiving those
objections, Defendant further objects and responds to each of Plaintiff’s First Interrogatories as
follows:

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR INTERROGATORIES

INTERROGATORY NO. 1: Identify each Get’M Carburetor, by model number and serial
number of each, that Sunset has ordered, requested, purchased, received or otherwise acquired
from any Person or Entity from January 2018 forward.

RESPONSE TO INTERROTORY NO. 1: Sunset objects to this Interrogatory to the extent that

it seeks information, including serial numbers, that is not relevant to the claims or defenses in
this case. Subject to this objection and the general and specific objections outlined above, Sunset
states that it purchased carburetors from Get’M Performance, LLC and Get’M Garage, LLC as
indicated in Document Bates Nos. SPE_000001-SPE_000241; SPE_000950-SPE_001110;

SPE_001820; SPE_001849; SPE_001906-SPE_001923.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 2: Identify each Get’M Carburetor, by model number and serial

number of each, that Sunset has sold, offered for sale, advertised, quoted, invoiced, delivered, or
otherwise provided to any Person or Entity from January 2018 forward.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 2: Sunset objects to this Interrogatory to the extent
that it seeks information, including serial numbers, that is not relevant to the claims or defenses
in this case. Subject to this objection and the general and specific objections outlined above,
Sunset states that it sold carburetors sourced from Get’M Performance, LLC and Get’M Garage,
LLC as indicated in Document Bates Nos. SPE_000242-SPE_000949; SPE_001111-
SPE_001709;  SPE_001821-SPE_001848;  SPE_001850-SPE_001878;  SPE_001906-
SPE_001923.

INTERROGATORY NO. 3: Identify all Fuel Jet Tubes, by quantity and model number, that

Sunset has ordered, requested, purchased, received or otherwise acquired from any Person or
Entity from January 2018 forward.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 3: Sunset object to this Interrogatory because the
definition of “Fuel Jet Tubes” is unclear. Subject to this objection and the general and specific
objections outlined above, Sunset states that it did not order, request, purchase, receive or
otherwise acquire from any Person or Entity any Fuel Jet Tubes that were not included with a
“Get’M TwinBlade” carburetor (as that term is defined in Plaintiff’s First Interrogatories) and
that was obtained from Get’M Garage, LLC, which are identified in Document Bates Nos.
SPE_000001-SPE_000057; SPE_000950-SPE_000999; SPE_001906-SPE_001907.
INTERROGATORY NO. 4: Identify all Fuel Jet Tubes, by quantity and model number, that
Sunset has sold, offered for sale, advertised, quoted, delivered, or otherwise provided to any

Person or Entity from January 2018 forward.
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RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 4: Sunset objects to this Interrogatory because the

definition of “Fuel Jet Tubes” is unclear. Subject to this objection and the general and specific
objections outlined above, Sunset states that it did not sell, offer for sale, advertise, quote, deliver
or otherwise provide to any Person or Entity from January 2018 forward any Fuel Jet Tubes that
were not included as part of a “Get’™M TwinBlade” carburetor (as that term is defined in
Plaintiff’s First Interrogatories) that was obtained by Sunset from Get’M Garage, LLC and later
sold to a Sunset Customer, which are identified in Document Bates Nos. SPE_000001-
SPE_000057; SPE_000950-SPE_000999; SPE_001906-SPE_001907.

INTERROGATORY NO. 5: Identify all Persons and Entities with whom Sunset or Jolly has

discussed Get’M Carburetors, orally or in writing, from January 2018 forward.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 5: Sunset objects to this Interrogatory because the
phrase “discussed Get’M Carburetors” is unclear and overly broad. Subject to this objection and
the general and specific objections outlined above, Sunset states that it has had specific
discussions about the “Get’M Carburetors” with Trevor Wiggins and Mike Laws.
INTERROGATORY NO. 6: Identify all Persons and Entities with whom Sunset or Jolly has
discussed TAJM, LLC, orally or in writing, from January 2018 forward.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 6: Subject to the general and specific objections
outlined above, Sunset states that it has had discussions about TAJM, LLC with Trevor Wiggins
and Buddy Wood.

INTERROGATORY NO. 7: Identify all Persons and Entities with whom Sunset or Jolly has
discussed the Asserted Patents, either orally or in writing, from January 2018 forward.
RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 7: Sunset objects to this Interrogatory because the

phrase “discussed Get’M Carburetors” is unclear and overly broad. Subject to this objection and

7
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the general and specific objections outlined above, Sunset states that it has had specific
discussions about the “Get’M Carburetors” with Trevor Wiggins and Buddy Wood.

INTERROGATORY NO. 8: Identify all Persons and Entities with whom Sunset or Jolly has

discussed the present litigation or the allegations set forth in the Complaint, either in writing or
orally.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 8: Subject to the general and specific objections

outlined above, Sunset states that it has had discussions about the present litigation with Trevor
Wiggins and Buddy Wood.

INTERROGATORY NO. 9: Identify all persons assisting in any way in responding to these

Interrogatories and the Interrogatories for which they provided information.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 9: Sunset objects to this interrogatory to the extent
it calls for the identification of privileged information. Subject to this objection and the general
and specific objections outlined above, Sunset states that Robert “Joe” Jolly and Jennifer Jolly

were involved in the preparation of the responses to Plaintiff’s First Interrogatories.

Dated: June 27, 2024 Respectfully submitted,

/s/ David M. Sullivan

David M. Sullivan

Oklahoma Bar No. 18851
Christopher M. Staine

Texas Bar No. 24104576

Evan G. Vincent (pro hac vice)
Oklahoma Bar No. 22325

John H. Yoon

Texas Bar No. 24125958
CROWE & DUNLEVY, P.C.
2525 McKinnon Street, Suite 425
Dallas, TX 75201
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Telephone: (214) 420-2163

Facsimile: (214) 736-1762
david.sullivan@crowedunlevy.com
christopher.staine@crowedunlevy.com
evan.vincent@crowedunlevy.com
john.yoon@crowedunlevy.com

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT
SUNSET PERFORMANCE ENGINES, L.L.C.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that on June 27, 2024, | served a true and correct copy of the
foregoing by email to the following:

Kenneth T. Emanuelson

Texas State Bar No. 24012591

THE EMANUELSON FIRM, P.C.
17304 Preston Road, Suite 800
Dallas, Texas 75252

Phone: 469-363-5808
Ken@Emanuelson.us

ATTORNEY FOR TAIM, LLC
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VERIFICATION

W C/‘% amthe Ju/hey™ '\‘C— Ouney™  of Sunset Performance Engines, L.L.C.

I am the agent of Sunset Pcrformance Engines, L.L.C. for the purpose of answering Plaintiff

TAJM, LLC’s First Set of Interrogatories to Defendant Sunset Performance Engines, LLC. I have
read the foregoing interrogatories and the answers to those interrogatories, which are true
according to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief. Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, I
verify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Dated this 27th day of June, 2024.

3
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS

SHERMAN DIVISION

TAJM, LLC d/b/a MIKE LAWS
PERFORMANCE

Plaintiff, Case No. 4:23-cv-1066-SDJ
v. JURY TRIAL REQUESTED
SUNSET PERFORMANCE ENGINES,
L.L.C.,

Defendant.

ORDER GRANTING CONTINUANCE PER RULE 56(d)

Plaintiff TAJM, LLC (“Plaintiff”’) has moved this Court under Rule 56(d) for a 60-day
continuance for Plaintiff to pursue discovery in regard to the arguments presented in Defendant’s
Motion for Summary Judgment (“Defendant’s Motion,” Docket No. 20).

Noting that Rule 56(d) motions are favored, and finding that Plaintiff has shown good cause
for the requested continuance, the Court hereby GRANTS Plaintiff’s Motion. Plaintiff shall have
up to and including March 10, 2025 to respond to Defendant’s Motion for Summary Judgment.

SO ORDERED.
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