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ZIM and Backer designed different products for Whirlpool. Backer designed a dual-coil
heating element with a thermostat on the “leg” (below the heating coils and away from the cooking
el). ..M designed a single-coil heating element with a spring-loaded thermostat in the central
lallion” (p . aga the cooking ves ). During its devell 1t . ocess, ZIM had
considered a  : thermostat design similar to Backer’s, but rejected it as inferior to the medallion
d gn.

~ 1 November 9, 2017, Whirlpool informed ZIM that it had « :ided not to purchase the

new heatii :zlements from M. Whirlpool tol¢ 7"M that Whirlpool had instead elected to develop
w

On November 13, 2017, ZIM requested that Whirlpool return or destroy all copies of
docun s that contained ZIM’s confidential information. On December 12, 2017, Whirlpool told
ZIM that all documents containing ZIM’s confidential information had been returned or destroyed.
However, ZIM later determined that Whirlpool employees continued to access a file called the
“Zoppas Plan.” The “Zoppas Plan” file contained information relating to a medallion design
created by ZIM; it contained no information relating to a leg thermostat design of the type
developed by Backer.

On October 29, 2018, ZIM filed the present suit against Backer asserting claims for
misappropriation of trade secrets under the Federal Defend Trade Secrets Act of 2016 (“DTSA”),
18 U.S.C. § 1836, et seq. and the Tennessee Uniform Trade Secrets Act (“TUTSA™), Tenn. Code
Ann.§ 47-25-1702, et seq.! ZIM’s theory as plead is that Backer acquired certain of ZIM’s trade
secrets from Whirlpool and used those trade secrets to design, engineer, and manufacture Revised

! ZIM initially alleged a state law claim for unjust enrichment, D.I. 1, which was later

dismissed, D.I. 18 & 24. ZIM also sought leave to file an amended complaint, which this Court
granted. D.I. 53 & 54.






























