
 

 

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

 

______________ 

 

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

 

______________ 

 

 

FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

Petitioner, 

 

v. 

 

PAICE LLC & ABELL FOUNDATION, INC. 

Patent Owner. 

 

______________ 

 

 

U.S. Patent No. 7,237,634 

 

IPR Case No.:  IPR2014-01416 

 

 

______________ 

 

 

 

 

 

REPLY TO PATENT OWNER’S RESPONSE TO PETITION  

FOR INTER PARTES REVIEW OF U.S. PATENT NO. 7,237,634 

 

 

 

 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Case No.:  IPR2014-01416 

Attorney Docket No.: FPGP0104IPR3 
 

i 

 

Table of Contents 

 

Table of Authorities .................................................................................................. ii 

Updated Exhibit List ................................................................................................ iii 

I. Introduction ...................................................................................................... 1 

II. Claim Construction .......................................................................................... 2 

III. A POSA would have understood that Severinsky ’970 teaches the 

engine, motor and setpoint limitations of the claims at issue, and 

therefore teaches “when” to operate the engine and motor ............................. 3 

A. Severinsky ’970 discloses the engine, motor and set point 

limitations .............................................................................................. 3 

B. The Severinsky ’970 admissions stated in the ’634 Patent are 

binding ................................................................................................... 8 

C. Additional disclosures in Severinsky ’970 reinforce that it 

teaches selecting modes using “road load” ........................................10 

D. Paice’s argument regarding “how” road load is determined is 

unsupported and flawed ......................................................................13 

E. Paice’s arguments about “output torque” and “output power and 

speed” ignore the well-known relationships between torque, 

power and speed, and misrepresent Ford’s position ...........................15 

IV. It would have been obvious to apply well-known hysteresis 

techniques to the control strategy of Severinsky ’970 ..................................17 

V. The challenged claims are obvious in view of Tabata ’201 ..........................19 

VI. Conclusion .....................................................................................................25 

Certificate of Service ...............................................................................................26 

 

  

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Case No.:  IPR2014-01416 

Attorney Docket No.: FPGP0104IPR3 
 

ii 

 

Table of Authorities 

 

Cases 

Clearwater Systems Corp. v. Evapco, Inc.,  

 394 Fed. Appx. 699 (Fed. Cir. 2010) ..........................................................8, 9 

 

Clearwater Systems Corp. v. Evapco, Inc.,  

 596 F.Supp.2d 291 (D. Conn. 2009) ............................................................... 8 

 

Constant v. Advanced Micro–Devices, Inc.,  

 848 F.2d 1560 (Fed. Cir. 1988) ....................................................................... 8 

 

PharmaStem Therapeutics, Inc. v. Viacell, Inc.,  

 491 F.3d 1342 (Fed. Cir. 2007) ....................................................................... 8 

 

Rules 

37 CFR 1.104(c)(3) .................................................................................................... 8 

 

MPEP 2258 ................................................................................................................ 8 

  

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Case No.:  IPR2014-01416 

Attorney Docket No.: FPGP0104IPR3 
 

iii 

 

Updated Exhibit List 

 

Exhibit 

No. 

Description Date Identifier 
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1105 U.S. Patent No. 5,841,201 Feb. 27 1997 Tabata ’201 
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1108 2005 Paice Opening Claim 

Construction Brief 
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1111 2008 Paice Opening Brief June 25, 2008  
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1113 2008 Claim Construction Order Dec. 5, 2008  

1114 2013 Paice Opening Claim 
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Nov. 14, 2013  

1115 2013 Paice Response Claim 

Construction Brief 

Dec. 16, 2013  
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History 
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Jan. 3, 2014  

1119 2012 Amendment to U.S. 

Application 13/065,704 

Feb. 29, 2012  

1120 Curriculum Vitae of Gregory Davis   
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Feb. 1994  

1122 1996 Future Car Challenge Feb. 1997  
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