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No. Description Date Identifier 
1201 U.S. Patent No. 7,104,347  n/a The ’347 Patent  
1202 ’347 Patent File History n/a ’347 Patent File 

History 
1203 Hybrid Power Unit Development 

for Fiat Multipla Vehicle 
Feb. 23, 1998 Caraceni 

1204 U.S. Patent No. 5,841,201 Feb. 27 1997 Tabata ’201 
1205 U.S. Patent No. 6,158,541 Feb. 27 1997 Tabata ’541 
1206 Plaintiff Paice LLC’s Reply Claim 

Construction Brief (Case No. 2:04-
cv-00211) 

Mar. 8, 2005 n/a 

1207 Plaintiff Paice LLC’s Claim 
Construction Brief (Case No. 2:04-
cv-00211) 

Mar. 29, 2005 n/a 

1208 Claim Construction Order (Case 
No. 2:04-cv-00211) 

Sept. 28, 2005 n/a 

1209 Plaintiff Paice LLC’s Opening 
Claim Construction Brief (Case No. 
2:07-cv-00180) 

June 25, 2008 n/a 

1210 Plaintiff Paice LLC’s Reply Brief on 
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cv-00180) 

Aug. 1, 2008 n/a 
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No. 2:07-cv-00180) 

Dec. 5, 2008 n/a 

1212 Plaintiff Paice LLC and Abell 
Foundation, Inc.’s Opening Claim 
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Nov. 14, 2013 n/a 

1213 Plaintiff Paice LLC and Abell 
Foundation, Inc.’s Responsive Brief 
on Claim Construction (Case No. 
1:12-cv-00499) 

Dec. 16, 2013 n/a 

1214 U.S. Patent Trial and Appeal Board 
January 3, 2014 Decision (Appeal 
No. 2011-004811) 

Jan. 3, 2014 n/a 
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Vehicles 

April 9-11, 1997 Declaration Ex. 
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April 1995 Declaration Ex. 
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Vehicles 
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Vehicle Design 
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Assessment 

Sept. 30, 1979 Declaration Ex. 

1227 Final Report Hybrid Heat Engine / 
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June 1, 1971 Declaration Ex. 

1228 Transactions of the Institute of 
Measurements and Control: A 
microprocessor controlled gearbox 
for use in electric and hybrid-
electric vehicles 

Sept. 1, 1988 Declaration Ex. 
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Electric Vehicles 

1996 Declaration Ex. 
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Electric and Hybrid Vehicles 

Feb. 1997 Declaration Ex. 

1231 Bosch Handbook Oct. 1996 Declaration Ex. 
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Hybrid Electric Vehicles 
Feb. 1995 Declaration Ex. 

1233 U.S. Patent No.  6,209,672 Apr. 3, 2001 Declaration Ex. 
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