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COMPLAINT

Plaintiffs Columbia Insurance Co. (“Columbia’) and MiTek Inc. (f/k/a MiTek USA, Inc.)
(“MiTek”) (collectively “Plaintiffs™), for their Complaint against Defendant Simpson Strong-Tie
Company Inc. (“Simpson”), state as follows:

Parties

1. Plaintiff Columbia is incorporated under the laws of Nebraska having a principal
place of business in Omaha, Nebraska.

2. Plaintiff MiTek is incorporated under the laws of Missouri having a principal
place of business in Chesterfield, Missouri.

3. Defendant Simpson is incorporated under the laws of California having a
principal place of business located at 5956 W. Las Positas Boulevard, Pleasanton, California
94588.

Jurisdiction and Venue

4. This is an action for patent infringement under 35 U.S.C. § 271. The Court has
subject matter jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. 88 1331 and 1338(a).

5. The Court has personal jurisdiction over Simpson in that Simpson is a California
corporation with its principal place of business located in Pleasanton, California.

6. Venue is proper in this District under 28 U.S.C. 88 1391(c) and 1400(b) because
Simpson has committed acts of infringement and has a regular and established place of business
in this District.

Factual Background

7. Simpson and MiTek are direct competitors with both companies offering products
across many of the same product segments, especially structural connectors for buildings.

8. One of the most successful recent innovations in structural connectors is MiTek’s
FWH Series Firewall Hanger (the “FWH Hangers”). The FWH Hangers are unique structural
connectors designed to connect a truss or joist to wall framing. Wall framing is typically made
from standard components, such as 2X4 or 2X6 wood studs. Wood-framed walls typically

include a horizontal top plate formed by one or more of the wood studs, a horizontal bottom plate
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or sill formed by one or more of the wood studs, and vertical wood studs spaced apart and
extending between and interconnecting the top plate and the sill.

9. The construction industry has used hangers for connecting structural components
(e.q., floor joists) to wall structures for over a century.

10.  Traditional hangers for connecting trusses and joists to wall framing include a
channel-shaped portion configured to receive the structural component and a connection portion
configured for attachment to the top plate of a frame wall.

11. Certain structures, such as multi-family residential structures, require fire
separation walls between the units (e.g., apartment units, hotel rooms, and condominiums) to
prevent or slow the spread of fires across units.

12.  Typically, fire retardant sheathing, such as gypsum board, is used along the face
of the fire separation wall’s wood frame to improve the wall’s resistance to fire passing through
the wall to the adjacent unit.

13. For example, a typical method of achieving a two-hour fire rating for wall
framing in the form of wood-framed walls is to use two layers (a double layer) of 5/8-inch-thick
Type-X gypsum wallboard on each side of a wood-framed wall. This double layer of fire
retardant sheathing is often required by the building code to be installed on the wood-framed
wall from the floor all the way to the next level’s subfloor or, for the top level of a structure, to
the structure’s roof.

14, In using a traditional hanger for connecting a truss or joist to wall framing or a
supporting member, the truss or joist is typically butted directly up against the wall framing or
supporting member. As a result, cutouts are required in the fire retardant sheathing for the entire
cross-sections of the trusses or joists to allow the trusses or joists to be hung from the wall
framing.

15.  Such cutouts for an entire cross-section of a truss or joist create a large
discontinuity in the fire retardant sheathing, thus decreasing the wall’s resistance to fire.

16.  The novel utility of MiTek’s method of constructing a fire-resistive wall assembly

using fire wall hangers allows for installation prior to mounting sheathing on the wall, which in
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turn allows a building to be completely framed and roofed before the sheathing is installed.

17.  The method of constructing a wall assembly with MiTek’s fire wall hangers also
improves upon the method of traditional hangers with a novel extension that does not require a
cutout for the entire cross-section of the joist as part of the installation, yet incredibly maintains
the hanger’s load capacity.

18.  The novelty of the method of constructing a wall assembly with MiTek’s fire wall
hangers was shown by, among other things, the MiTek FWH Hangers’ commercial success and
industry praise.

19.  The utility of MiTek’s method of constructing a fire-resistive wall assembly is
protected by the Patent-in-Suit.

Patent-1n-Suit

20. On March 5, 2024, the United States Patent and Trademark Office duly and
legally issued U.S. Patent No. 11,920,339 (“the ‘339 Patent”), entitled “Method of Constructing
a Fire-Resistive Wall Assembly.” A copy of the ‘339 Patent is attached as Exhibit A.

21.  The ‘339 Patent claims the benefit of and priority to Provisional Application No.:
61/922,531, filed December 31, 2013; U.S. Patent Application No. 14/555,049, filed
November 26, 2014, now U.S. Patent No. 10,024,049; U.S. Patent Application No. 15/675,4009,
filed August 11, 2017, now U.S. Patent No. 10,184,242; U.S. Patent Application No. 16/225,517,
filed August 11, 2017, filed December 19, 2018, now U.S. Pat. No. 10,316,510; U.S. Patent
Application No. 16/433,799, filed June 6, 2019, now U.S. Patent No. 11,021,867; and U.S.
Patent Application No. 17/235,349, filed April 20, 2021.

22.  Columbia is the owner of the ‘339 Patent and holds all rights to sue for past,
present, and future infringement of the ‘339 Patent.

23.  MiTek is the exclusive licensee of the ‘339 Patent.

Simpson’s Infringement of the ‘339 Patent

24.  The ‘339 Patent pertains to the method of constructing a fire retardant wall

assembly using hangers that are used for connecting structural components (e.g., trusses, joists,

or beams) to fire-separation walls.
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25.  The improved method comprises a novel construction process for mounting,
cutting, and installing a fire-resistive wall assembly that allows a building to be completely
framed and roofed before fire-resistant sheathing is installed and maintains continuity in the fire
wall, which maintains the fire wall’s resistance to fire.

26.  The ‘339 Patent contains two independent claims—Claims 1 and 27.

27. Claim 1 recites:

A method of constructing a fire-resistive wall assembly, the method comprising:

mounting a fire wall hanger on a frame wall, the frame wall including a top plate and a
plurality of studs extending down from the top plate, and the fire wall hanger including a
channel-shaped portion sized and shaped to receive a structural component, a connection
portion configured for attachment to the frame wall and an extension portion
interconnecting the channel-shaped portion and the connection portion and spacing the
channel-shaped portion from the connection portion, said step of mounting the fire wall
hanger includes securing the connection portion of the fire wall hanger to the top plate of
the frame wall so that the channel-shaped portion is spaced from the frame wall;

cutting an opening into an exterior edge of fire retardant sheathing, the opening extending
through a front face of the fire retardant sheathing and through a rear face of the fire
retardant sheathing and opening outwardly from the exterior edge of the fire retardant
sheathing; and

after mounting the fire wall hanger on the frame wall and after cutting the opening into
the exterior edge of the fire retardant sheathing, installing the fire retardant sheathing
with respect to the frame wall so the rear face of the fire retardant sheathing faces toward
the studs of the frame wall, said step of installing the fire retardant sheathing includes:

inserting the fire retardant sheathing between the channel-shaped portion of the
fire wall hanger and the frame wall; and

moving the fire retardant sheathing relative to the fire wall hanger mounted on the
frame wall so that an edge of the fire retardant sheathing bounding the opening
moves alongside the extension portion and the fire wall hanger extends through
the opening in the fire retardant sheathing.

28. Claim 27 recites:

A method of constructing a fire-resistive wall assembly, the method comprising:

mounting a fire wall hanger on a frame wall, the frame wall including a top plate and a
plurality of studs extending down from the top plate, and the fire wall hanger including a
channel-shaped portion sized and shaped to receive a structural component, a connection
portion configured for attachment to the frame wall and an extension portion
interconnecting the channel-shaped portion and the connection portion and spacing the
channel-shaped portion from the connection portion, said step of mounting the fire wall
hanger includes securing the connection portion of the fire wall hanger to the top plate of
the frame wall so that the channel-shaped portion is spaced from the frame wall;

cutting an opening into an edge of fire retardant sheathing, the opening extending through
a front face of the fire retardant sheathing and through a rear face of the fire retardant
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sheathing and having an open top opening outwardly from the edge of the fire retardant
sheathing; and

after mounting the fire wall hanger on the frame wall and after cutting the opening into
the edge of the fire retardant sheathing, installing the fire retardant sheathing with respect
to the frame wall so the rear face of the fire retardant sheathing faces toward the studs of
the frame wall, said step of installing the fire retardant sheathing includes:

inserting the fire retardant sheathing between the channel-shaped portion of the
fire wall hanger and the frame wall; and

arranging the fire retardant sheathing relative to the fire wall hanger so that the
fire wall hanger extends through the opening in the fire retardant sheathing and

part of the extension portion of the fire wall hanger is received in the opening in
the fire retardant sheathing.

29.  Simpson has made, used, sold, or offered for sale Strong-Tie Fire Wall Hangers
that are adapted for connecting trusses and joist to walls.

30.  Simpson’s fire wall hangers are designed to connect a structural component to a
wall that has two layers of 5/8-inch-thick drywall mounted on it.

31.  Oninformation and belief, Simpson’s DGT/DGHT Fire Wall Hangers (the
“Current DGT Hangers”) were designed specifically to practice the innovative method
developed by MiTek and claimed in the ‘339 Patent in order to compete with MiTek’s uniquely
useful offering in the market.

32. Simpson markets and promotes its fire wall hangers to customers and potential
customers in various forms, including in product literature published on its website and in print
form.

33. Simpson publishes information that directs consumers on the process for
constructing a fire-resistive wall assembly.

34. For example, in a page on its website, strongtie.com, entitled “Fire Wall
Assembly Solutions for Multi-Story Wood Buildings,” Simpson instructs consumers that: “The
DGT/DGHT fire wall hanger series easily installs on a two-hour wood-stud fire wall (e.g., Type
I11 construction) during framing. These patent-pending, top-flange hangers provide space for two
layers of 5/8” gypsum wall board (drywall) to be slipped into place after the framing is complete.
The DGT/DGHT fire-rated wall hangers have been tested according to ASTM E814 and

received a two-hour fire rating for use on one or both sides of the wall. This rating verifies that
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the DGT/DGHT hangers do not reduce the two-hour, fire wall assembly rating. The rating
applies to both 2x4 and 2x6 walls.” See Exhibit B [print-out of

strongtie.com/products/go/connectors/firewall-solutions].

35. On the product page for Simpson’s DGT Fire Wall Hanger, Simpson advises
consumers that this product is “the first fire wall hanger designed to install with a power nailer,
saving time before hanging drywall, which helps keep construction projects on schedule. This
top-flange hanger provides space for two layers of 5/8” gypsum board (drywall) to be slipped
into place after the framing is complete,” and displays the following images, among others, for

the installation of the hanger:

Face of wall

11965"
= drywall gap X

N A
$ ‘1| v End of joist stop
‘ A End of joist
Truss gap .
DGT - 11%6" 8" max.
DGHT - 174"

Typical DGT210 Installation

36. On the product page for Simpson’s DGT Fire Wall Hanger, Simpson advises
consumers as to the location and dimensions for cutting openings into an edge of fire retardant

sheathing through which the fire wall hanger may extend.

2, iy

%th .
1

Drywall Notches
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37.  The product page for Simpson’s DGHT Fire Wall Hanger provides consumers

with similar installation information and images, including the following:

Installation

Use all specified fasteners. |-joists require web stiffeners.

DGHT is mounted like a standard top-flange hanger.

Stud wall-plate splices must occur at a stud location.
DGHT welded to steel header with (4) 3/16" x 1 1/2" fillet welds and (6) joist nails

achieves a download of 2,700 Ib. Face flanges require full backing.

38.  Simpson also publishes additional details in product literature pertaining to its fire
wall hangers that encourages consumers to install these connectors practicing a certain method.
See Exhibits C, D, and E [print-outs of New Fire Wall Hangers Optimized for Power Nailers;
DGT DGHT Fire Wall Hangers; and Memo re SST DGT and DGHT Installed without Face
Fasteners].

39.  On information and belief, Simpson’s fire wall hangers are also available in the

DGF, DGHF (including skewed versions and offset versions), and DGBF models (collectively

the “DGF Series Hanger”). The DGF Series are shown below:

‘

P

DGF DGHF DGBF

40.  Simpson alleges that it began phasing out the DGF Series Hanger following the

introduction of its Current DGT Hanger in June 2023.
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41.  Oninformation and belief, Simpson has continued to make, use, sell, or offer to
sell its DGF Series Hanger, including following the issuance of the November 3, 2023 issuance
of the Post Grant Review Certificate for the ‘510 Patent.

42. In a proposed Updated Joint Case Management Statement & [Proposed] Order
Pursuant to Order Re: Case Status provided to Plaintiffs’ counsel in a separate litigation, on

November 8, 2023, Simpson stated:

Although Defendant has phased out the DGF product line and replaced it with the
DGT product line on the strongtie.com website and in other marketing materials,
Defendant informed Plaintiffs on August 11, 2023 that Defendant reserved the
right to continue to sell the DGF Series Hangers moving forward and in fact
intends to do so. To be more specific, the Accused Products have been specified
on engineering plans for multiple projects where the construction has not yet been
completed and Defendant understands that it may receive inquiries from
prospective customers that wish to purchase and use the DGF, DGHF and/or
DGBF. Defendant currently has an inventory of the DGF, DGHF and DGBF
products in stock and may sell such products in the future. Defendant also has the
capability and materials on hand to manufacture additional DGF Series Hangers
should that become necessary.

43.  On information and belief, Simpson’s DGF Series Hanger was designed
specifically to practice the innovative method developed by MiTek and claimed in the ‘339
Patent in order to compete with MiTek’s uniquely useful offering in the market.

44.  For example, Simpson’s product literature pertaining to its DGF Series Hanger
instructed consumers that: “[The DGF fire wall hanger is] ideal for multi-family, multi-level
building construction and easily installs on a two-hour wood stud fire wall (e.g., Type I11
construction) during framing. This fire wall series features three models of top-flange hangers
that connect floor trusses and joists to wood stud walls. The hangers feature enough space for
two layers of 5/8" gypsum board (drywall) to be slipped into place after the framing is complete.
The joist hanger gives the completed assembly the ability to function as a two-hour fire-rated
wall.” See Exhibit F.

45, Simpson’s product literature pertaining to its DGF Series Hanger displays the

following images, among others, for the installation of the hanger:
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-
DGF Hanger on DGBF Hanger Installed DGHF Hanger on
Stud Wall with I-Joists with Double Studs Stud Wall with Trusses

(see installation nots on p. 2)
DGF
hanger width
plus 1

D¥GEHF and DEBF
hanger width
plus %4*

f - 1
Er:.r\'JaJI';J.;u ;_ D }=E""= of joist stop
L End of truss

DGEF — 134" .

DGHF — 1'%’ .

DGAF — 13"

fruss gap

v DGF Hanger Installed over
DGHF Hanger (DGF Similar) Top View with Gap Drywall Notches Structural Sheathing

46.  Simpson’s product literature pertaining to its DGF Series Hanger advises
consumers as to the dimensions for cutting openings into an edge of fire retardant sheathing for
the fire wall hanger to extend through:

DGF

hanger wioth
plus 4’

DGHF and DGBF
hanger width
plus '&°

Drywall Notches

47.  Simpson’s conduct specifically encourages consumers to practice the method

developed by MiTek and covered by at least Claims 1 and 27 of the ‘339 Patent.
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48.  Simpson makes, offers to sell, and sells its fire wall hangers especially for use in a
method that infringes at least Claims 1 and 27 of the ‘339 Patent.

49, Simpson makes, offers to sell, and sells its fire wall hangers with the intent that
they be used in a method that infringes the <339 Patent.

50. Simpson’s fire wall hangers do not have a substantial non-infringing use outside
of use for practicing the method covered by the ‘339 Patent.

51. Simpson acted with knowledge that its fire wall hangers would be used by
consumers to practice the method covered by the ‘339 Patent.

52. Simpson’s conduct infringes, either by inducement or contributorily, at least claim
1 of the ‘339 Patent.

Simpson’s Willful Infringement

53. MiTek released its FWH Hangers in July 2014, which were the subject of a then-
pending provisional patent application to which the 339 Patent claims priority.

54, By late 2013, or early 2014, Simpson introduced its DU/DHU/DHUTF Drywall
Hangers to the market and promoted them as designed for installation on fire walls over two
layers of fire-resistant sheathing.

55. Installation of the DU/DHU/DHUTF Drywall Hangers requires installation of the
two layers of fire-resistant sheathing prior to installation of the hanger. This required the
sheathing to be installed prior to the building being completely framed and roofed.

56. In contrast to Simpson’s DU/DHU/DHUTF Drywall Hangers, MiTek’s FWH
Hangers allowed for installation prior to mounting sheathing on the wall. This allows the
building to be completely framed and roofed before the sheathing is installed.

57. Because of the novel, load-transfer design and utility, MiTek’s patented FWH
Hangers also achieved substantially higher load ratings than Simpson’s DU/DHU/DHUTF
Drywall Hangers. This permits the MiTek patented FWH Hangers to be used with longer joist
spans.

58. MiTek’s FWH Hangers received validation by third party evaluators as

complying with code requirements. See Exhibit G. MiTek’s FWH Hangers were well-received
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by customers and municipalities, and MiTek has gained new customers due to the innovative
features and functions of its FWH Hangers. Certain municipalities now require hanger products
with similar features and functionality as MiTek’s patented FWH Hangers.

59. On the other hand, despite being the market share leader for structural connectors,
Simpson lost customers for its own fire wall hanger products to MiTek’s patented FWH
Hangers. In response, Simpson sought to develop a new hanger to compete with MiTek’s FWH
Hangers.

60. Since MiTek’s release of its FWH Hangers, which provided a novel design and
method for constructing fire-resistant wall assemblies, Simpson has engaged in a concerted effort
to infringe on MiTek’s innovation.

61. In discussing the development of a predecessor line of Fire Wall Hanger products,

Simpson Vice President, Sam Hensen, testified that:

Although the DHU Hangers were successful in the market, some Simpson
customers requested a firewall hanger that could be installed before the drywall,
but which would achieve a fire-resistance rating that was closer to the DHU Hanger.
Specifically, scheduling conflicts between framing contractors and drywall
contractors arose, requiring drywall contractors to come out before the framing was
complete so they could put the drywall in place and then come back later to finish
the job once framing was complete. As a result, after the DHU Hangers were
developed and released, Simpson worked on the design, development, and testing
of the products that were released to the market as the DG/DGB/DGH Fire Wall
Hangers.

Exhibit H at ] 11.

62.  Simpson’s DG/DGB/DGH Fire Wall Hangers (the “Predecessor DG Hangers™)
were developed to compete with MiTek’s patented FWH Hangers.

63. Upon information and belief, Simpson copied the novel load-transfer design and
utility found in MiTek’s FWH Hangers to improve the load capacity of its existing, competing
hangers.

64. Upon information and belief, Simpson’s Predecessor DG Hangers were released
to the market in June 2017.

65. In a letter dated December 19, 2018, Columbia’s counsel notified Simpson that

the claims of the U.S. Patent Application No. 15/675,409 (the ““409 Application”) were allowed
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and that Simpson’s Predecessor DG Hangers fell within the scope of the allowed claims (U.S.
Patent No. 10,184,242 Patent (the ““242 Patent”), which issued on January 22, 2019). See
Exhibit I.

66. Simpson has been on notice of the ‘510 Patent since 2019.

67. On April 1, 2019, Simpson released the DGF Series Hanger to the market to
replace its Predecessor DG Hangers.

68. In a letter dated May 28, 2019, Columbia’s counsel notified Simpson that the
claims of the ‘517 Application had been allowed and that the DGF Series Hanger fell within the
scope of the allowed claims (U.S. Patent No. 10,316,510 Patent (the ““510 Patent™), which issued
on June 11, 2019). See Exhibit J.

69.  The May 28, 2019 letter suggested that Simpson “immediately arrange to stop
selling and offering for sale the DGF, DGHF and DGBF fire wall hangers by June 11, 2019, as
well as any others that infringe [the claims of the ‘510 Patent that were to issue from the ‘517
Application].”

70.  With full knowledge of the ‘510 Patent, Simpson failed to modify the DGF Series
Hanger and refused to stop infringing MiTek’s ‘510 Patent at that time.

71.  Asaresult, on August 12, 2019, Plaintiffs filed a lawsuit for patent infringement,
Columbia Insurance Company et al. v. Simpson Strong-Tie Company Inc., Case No. 3:19-cv-
04683-TSH (N.D. Cal.), claiming that the DGF Series Hanger infringed the ‘510 Patent.

72.  The DGF Series Hanger is within the scope of the substitute claim of the ‘510
Patent.

73.  On information and belief, Simpson is aware that the DGF Series Hanger is
within the scope of the substitute claim of the ‘510 Patent.

74.  To date, Simpson has never claimed that the DGF Series Hanger is outside of the
scope of the ‘510 Patent.

75.  On information and belief, seemingly conceding the validity of MiTek’s claims
against the DGF Series, Simpson purportedly discontinued sale of said hangers on or around

October 2023.
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76.  On information and belief, on or around October 2023, Simpson released a new
line of fire wall hangers—the Current DGT Hangers—to replace the DGF Series Hanger.

77. Simpson’s Current DGT Hangers constitute Simpson’s latest attempt to copy the
design and utility of MiTek’s patented FWH Hangers, and on information and belief were
designed specifically to practice the innovative method developed by MiTek—and claimed in the
339 Patent—in order to compete with MiTek in the marketplace.

78. On information and belief, Simpson also continues to sell the DGF Series Hanger
and continues to instruct customers to use the DGF Series Hanger in a manner which induces
infringement of the ‘339 Patent.

79.  On March 5, 2024, the *339 Patent issued. The ‘339 Patent was filed as a
continuation of the patent applications that resulted in the previously-challenged ‘510.

80. On information and belief, Simpson was monitoring the status and content of the
application that resulted in the <339 Patent.

81.  On information and belief, Simpson was aware of the claims that issued in the
‘339 Patent while the application for the 339 Patent was pending.

82.  On information and belief, Simpson was aware that the ‘339 Patent would issue in
advance of its March 5, 2024 issuance date.

83.  Simpson had actual knowledge of the ‘339 Patent as of at least March 4, 2024
when counsel for MiTek emailed Simpson’s counsel indicating that the ‘339 Patent would issue
on March 5, 2024.

84.  Simpson’s infringing conduct is within the scope of at least Claims 1 and 27 of
the 339 Patent.

85.  Simpson was aware that its infringing conduct would be within the scope of
claims of the ‘339 Patent in advance of its March 5, 2024 issuance.

86.  Simpson’s infringing conduct continued in the market after the March 5, 2024
issue date of the ‘339 Patent.

87.  Simpson’s knowledge of the ‘339 Patent and continued infringing conduct makes

its infringement deliberate and intentional.
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88.  Simpson was aware of MiTek’s then-existing patent applications related to its
FWH Hangers when it developed its competing Predecessor DG Hangers.

89. Simpson personnel, including its current Vice President Mr. Hensen, receive
internet-based news alerts (e.g. Google Alerts) regarding MiTek product offerings and have
received such alerts pertaining to MiTek’s FWH Hangers and associated intellectual property.

90. Simpson personnel have also utilized non-work e-mail accounts to subscribe to
news feeds directly from MiTek so they can receive, in an inconspicuous manner, news alerts
related to MiTek’s FWH Hangers directly from MiTek.

91. Simpson monitors MiTek patent filings.

92. Simpson has monitored MiTek patent filings for at least the past 8 years.

93. Simpson monitors MiTek patent filings related to MiTek’s FWH Hanger product
line.

94.  Simpson has monitored MiTek patent filings related to MiTek’s FWH Hanger
product line for at least the past 8 years.

95.  Simpson monitored, and was aware of, the pending and allowed claims found in
MiTek’s FWH Hanger patent filings—including the claims for the ‘339 Patent—prior to the
issuance of that patent.

96. Mr. Hensen acknowledged that “[p]rior to Simpson’s release of the DG Hangers,
Simpson was aware of MiTek’s FWH Hanger and the fact that Plaintiffs had filed a patent
application covering the FWH Hanger” and that “[i]n developing the [Predecessor DG Hangers],
Simpson was careful to design around Plaintiffs’ then-pending patent application, U.S. Pat. Appl.
14/555,049 (the “<049 Application™).” Exhibit H at { 14.

97.  Simpson’s knowledge of the ‘339 Patent, as well as MiTek’s other FWH Hanger
patents, tacit concessions of validity, and continued sale of the infringing fire wall hangers
designed to be used in a manner that infringes on MiTek’s patented design and method makes its

infringement deliberate and intentional.
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COUNT I
Infringement of U.S. Patent No. 11,920,339

98. Plaintiffs incorporate by reference Paragraphs 1 through 97 above, as if fully set
forth herein.

99. Simpson has known of the ‘339 Patent since no later than March 4, 2024.

100. The ‘339 Patent requires the use of a fire wall hanger as a material aspect of
practicing the claims of the ‘339 Patent.

101.  Since knowing of the ‘339 Patent, Simpson has actively induced 