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Hyundai Motor Company (“Petitioner”) respectfully requests inter partes 

review under 35 U.S.C. §§ 311-319 and 37 C.F.R. § 42.100 of claims 1, 2, 5, 6, 10, 

17-22, 26, 27, 32, 40, and 61 of U.S. Patent No. 6,738,697 (“the ’697 patent”), 

attached hereto as Exhibit 1001. 

The undersigned representative of Petitioner authorizes the Patent Office to 

charge the $23,400 Petition Fee, along with any additional fees, to Deposit 

Account 06-0916.  Sixteen (16) claims are being reviewed. 

I. INTRODUCTION 

The ’697 patent is one of a multitude of patents owned by American 

Vehicular Sciences LLC (“AVS”) and asserted against the automotive industry, in 

an attempt to cover long-known systems and methods relating to automotive 

diagnostics and telematics.  See, e.g., Am. Vehicular Scis. LLC v. Hyundai Motor 

Co. et al., No. 2:14-cv-13247 (E.D. Mich.); Am. Vehicular Scis. v. Kia Motors Inc. 

et al., No. 2:14-cv-13249 (E.D. Mich.); Am. Vehicular Scis. LLC v. Am. Honda 

Motor Co., Inc. et al., No. 2:14-cv-13251 (E.D. Mich.); Am. Vehicular Scis. LLC v. 

Toyota Motor Corp. et al., No. 6:13-cv-00405 (E.D. Tex.).  The ’697 patent is 

directed to a diagnostic system and method on a vehicle that diagnoses the state of 

the vehicle or a component thereof, generates an output representative of the 

diagnosis, and then uses a communications device to automatically connect to a 
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