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UPDATED LIST OF EXHIBITS 

 

Patent Owner 
Exhibit Number 

Exhibit Description 

PAICE Ex. 2201 Arbitration Agreement between Paice LLC and Ford Motor 
Company 

PAICE Ex. 2202 Memorandum Opinion, U.S. District Court for the District of 
Maryland, U.S. District Judge William D. Quarles, Jr. 

PAICE Ex. 2203 Declaration in support of pro hac vice motion 

PAICE Ex. 2204 Bosch Automotive Handbook, 4th Edition (excerpts) 

PAICE Ex. 2205 MULTIPLA - IN BRIEF - Press Releases - Fiat Chrysler 
Automobiles 

PAICE Ex. 2206 MULTIPLA - ENGINES - Press Releases - Fiat Chrysler 
Automobiles 

PAICE Ex. 2207 Ford Complaint 

PAICE Ex. 2208 Letter from Paice to Ford (Nov. 24, 2014) 

PAICE Ex. 2209 Griffith Hack white paper 

PAICE Ex. 2210 The Oxford Essential Dictionary, American Ed. (1998) 
(excerpt) 

PAICE Ex. 2211 Introduction to Automotive Powertrains (excerpts) 

PAICE Ex. 2212 Gregory Davis deposition transcript (Feb. 25, 2015) 

PAICE Ex. 2213 Gregory Davis deposition transcript (Jan. 13, 2015) 

PAICE Ex. 2214 Davis, G. W., Hodges, G. L., and Madeka, F. C., "The 
Development and Performance of the AMPhibian Hybrid 
Electric Vehicle,” SAE Technical Publication 940337, 1994. 

PAICE Ex. 2215 Declaration of Neil Hannemann 
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PAICE Ex. 2216 Neil Hannemann CV 

PAICE Ex. 2217 Deposition of Gregory W. Davis Ph.D. (June 3, 2015) 
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1. In exhibit 2217, on 11:16-12:5, Dr. Davis testified that his use of 

“inherency” meant “this particular attribute, if it's inherent it simply may exist or 

be obvious within the disclosed device.” Dr. Davis also testified at 17:12-22 that 

his definition of “inherent” was the “more commonly understood non-legal 

meaning, for example, an attribute may simply exist or be obvious within a 

disclosed device.”  Dr. Davis also testified on 24:21-25:17 and 26:2-19 that he was 

applying the legal definition of obviousness but the non-legal definition of 

“inherent.”  This testimony is relevant to 153:14-22 of Ex. 2212, where Dr. Davis 

testified that “I think ‘inherency’ means that if something -- if one of ordinary skill 

in the art would know that something must be there in order for it to function, 

maybe, in the claimed way, that it would be inherently there.” The testimony is 

relevant because it shows that Dr. Davis is applying the wrong standard of 

inherency in his reply, and that his reply contradicts his prior deposition testimony. 

2. In exhibit 2217, on 28:9-10, Dr. Davis testified that Caraceni does not 

“specifically disclose an engine fuel performance map.” This testimony is relevant 

to paragraphs 16-17 on page 13 of exhibit 1248, where Dr. Davis testified that 

Caraceni discloses a “torque threshold that determines when to turn on/off the 

engine” because “exemplary engine performance maps I used in my Initial 

Declaration would typically be stored as calibration data within a vehicle controller 

(e.g. the Engine Control Unit in Caraceni). The vehicle would use this stored 
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calibration data for knowing when the engine would produce torque efficiently 

versus when the engine would produce torque inefficiently.” The testimony is 

relevant because it shows that Dr. Davis is relying on the alleged possible 

capability of the device disclosed in Caraceni rather than the actual disclosure of 

Caraceni. 

3. In exhibit 2217, on 39:8-17, Dr. Davis testified that the support for his 

opinion that someone of skill in the art would understand that Caraceni was using 

an “engine performance map” was the “entire reference” and not a specific 

disclosure therein. This testimony is relevant to paragraphs 16-17 on page 13 of 

Ex. 1248 where Dr. Davis testified that a “setpoint” was obvious in light of “a 

common understanding of engine performance maps” that could be used in 

Caraceni.  The testimony is relevant because it shows that Dr. Davis’s opinions are 

conclusory and not supported by the evidence. 

4. In exhibit 2217, on 41:1-14, Dr. Davis testified that Caraceni’s 

disclosure that “[t]he powertrain management controls takes care of not 

discharging the battery below a certain threshold. If the threshold is reached the 

system does not allow the use of electric motor automatically switching into 

economy mode,” (emphasis added) simply means that when the batteries are 

discharged below a threshold value the use of an electric motor is restricted. This 

testimony is relevant to paragraph 25 on page 17 of Ex. 1248 where Dr. Davis 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
  Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

  Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
  With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

  Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
  Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

  Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


