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Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.71(d), Patent Owner Cruise Control 

Technologies LLC (“Patent Owner”) files this Motion for Rehearing of the 

Board’s Decision to Institute Inter Partes Review.  Paper 19 (Jul. 2, 2014).  

In particular, Patent Owner requests reconsideration of the Board’s 

Institution Decision, because the Petition is defective for failing to identify 

counsel as required by 37 C.F.R. § 42.8 and the defect was never corrected.  

Institution of inter partes review, despite Petitioner’s failure to comply with 

the rules, was an abuse of discretion. 

No fee is required for consideration of this Motion, but if any fee is 

due, the Patent Office is authorized to charge Deposit Account 50-4075 

(Customer No. 67050) the necessary fee. 

I. RELIEF REQUESTED 

By this Motion, Patent Owner requests reconsideration of the Board’s 

Institution Decision.  Because the Petition was defective for failure to 

identify counsel under 37 C.F.R. § 42.8 and the defect was never corrected, 

the Board’s institution of inter partes review was an abuse of discretion.  

Accordingly, Patent Owner requests that the Board grant this motion and 

deny the Petition in toto. 
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II. STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACTS 

1. On December 20, 2013, Subaru of America, Inc. (“Subaru”), 

Toyota Motor North America, Inc. (“Toyota”), American Honda Motor Co., 

Inc. (“Honda”), Ford Motor Company (“Ford”), Jaguar Land Rover North 

America LLC (“Jaguar”), Volvo Cars of North America LLC (“Volvo”), and 

Nissan North America Inc. (“Nissan”) (collectively “Petitioner”) filed a 

petition (“Petition”) for inter partes review challenging claims 1–5, 12–16, 

18–21, 23, 25–31, and 34–36 of U.S. Patent No. 6,324,463 (the “‘463 

Patent”).  IPR2014-00279, Paper 1, p. 1. 

2. In the Petition, Petitioner identified Matthew D. Satchwell 

(Reg. No. 58,870) of DLA Piper LLP (US) as Lead Counsel and five other 

attorneys as Backup Counsel:  Steven J. Reynolds (Reg. No. 61,445) of 

DLA Piper LLP (US); William H. Mandir (Reg. No. 32,156) of Sughrue 

Mion PLLC; John M. Caracappa (Reg. No. 43,532) of Steptoe & Johnson 

LLP; Matthew J. Moore (Reg. No. 42,012) of Latham & Watkins LLP; and 

Wab Kadaba (Reg. No. 45,865) of Kilpatrick Townsend & Stockton LLP.  

IPR2014-00279, Paper 1, pp. 3-4. 

3. Only Subaru has granted Mr. Satchwell and Mr. Reynolds full 

power of attorney to represent it in this proceeding.  IPR2014-00279, Papers 

2 and 7.  Neither Mr. Satchwell nor Mr. Reynolds represents or has authority 
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to conduct business on behalf of Toyota, Honda, Ford, Jaguar, Volvo or 

Nissan in this proceeding. 

4. Only Toyota has granted Mr. Mandir full power of attorney to 

represent it in this proceeding.  IPR2014-00279, Paper 3.  Mr. Mandir does 

not represent or have authority to conduct business on behalf of Subaru, 

Honda, Ford, Jaguar, Volvo or Nissan in this proceeding. 

5. Only Honda has granted Mr. Caracappa full power of attorney 

to represent it in this proceeding.  IPR2014-00279, Paper 4.  Mr. Caracappa 

does not represent or have authority to conduct business on behalf of Subaru, 

Toyota, Ford, Jaguar, Volvo or Nissan in this proceeding. 

6. Only Ford, Jaguar and Volvo have granted Mr. Moore full 

power of attorney to represent them (individually) in this proceeding.  

IPR2014-00279, Papers 6, 8, 10.  Mr. Moore does not represent or have 

authority to conduct business on behalf of Subaru, Toyota, Honda or Nissan 

in this proceeding. 

7. Only Nissan has granted Mr. Kadaba full power of attorney to 

represent it in this proceeding.  IPR2014-00279, Paper 9.  Mr. Kadaba does 

not represent or have authority to conduct business on behalf of Subaru, 

Toyota, Honda, Ford, Jaguar or Volvo in this proceeding. 
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