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1260 U.S. Patent No. 7,237,634  July 3, 2007 ’634 Patent 
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1262  US Patent 5,789,882  Aug. 4, 1998 Ibaraki ’882 
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1279  US Application 60-100095 Filed Sept. 11, 
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1998 Wakefield 
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f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Case No: IPR2015-00722 

Attorney Docket No. FPGP0104IPR6 

 

iii 

Exhibit 

No. Description Date Identifier 

1282  Vehicle Tester for HEV (Duoba-

1997) 
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1979 

1286  EPA HEV Final Study (1971)  June 1, 1971 EPA HEV Final 
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1287  WO 9323263A1 (Field)  Nov. 25, 1998 9323263 

1288  Toyota Prius (Yamaguchi-1998) Jan. 1998 Toyota Prius 

Yamaguchi 1998 

1289  US Patent 6,209,672  April 3, 2001 ’672 Patent 

1290  Propulsion System for Design 

for EV (Ehsani-1996) 

1996 IEEE Eshani 1996 

1291  Propulsion System Design for 

HEV (Ehsani-1997) 

Feb. 1997 IEEE Eshani 1997 

1292  Bosch Automotive Handbook 

(1996) 

Oct. 1996 Bosch Handbook 

1293  SAE SP-1089 (Anderson-1995) Feb. 1995 SAE SP-1089 

1294  Critical Issues in Quantifying 

HEV Emissions (An 1998)  

Aug. 11, 1998 An 1998 

1295  1973 Development of the 

Federal Urban Driving Schedule 

(SAE 730553) 

May 14-18, 

1973 

 

1296 Gregory Davis Resume   

1297 Gregory Davis Data   

1298 US Patent 4,407,132 Oct. 4, 1983 Kawakatsu 

1299 US Patent 5,343,970 Sept. 6, 1994 Severinsky 

1300 Bumby, J.R. et al. “Optimisation 

and control of a hybrid electric 

car” - IEE Proc. A 1987, 134(6) 

Nov. 1987 Bumby II 

1301 Paice Complaint Feb. 25, 2014  

1302 Final Decision, IPR2014-00904, 

Paper 41 

December 10, 

2015 

’904 Decision 

1303 Final Decision, IPR2014-00571, 

Paper 44 

September 28, 

2015 

’571 Decision 
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1304 Final Decision, IPR2014-01416, 

Paper 26  

March 10, 2016 ’1416 Decision 

1305 Deposition Transcript of Neil 

Hannemann for IPR2014-01416 

Sept. 4, 2015 Hannemann ’1416 

Dep. 

1306 Final Decision, IPR2014-00884, 

Paper 38 

December 10, 

2015 

’884 Decision 

1307 Final Decision, IPR2014-00875, 

Paper 38 

November 23, 

2015 

’875 Decision 

1308 Final Decision, IPR2014-01415, 

Paper 30 

March 10, 2016 ’1415 Decision 

1309 Deposition Transcript of Neil 

Hannemann for IPR2014-00570 

April 8, 2015 Hannemann ’570 

Dep. 

1310 Deposition Transcript of Neil 

Hannemann for IPR2014-00875 

April 30, 2015 Hannemann ’875 

Dep. 

1311 Exhibit 2 from deposition of Neil 

Hannemann for IPR2014-00875 

April 30, 2015 ’875 Dep. Exhibit 

1312 Patent Owner’s Response, 

IPR2014-00884, Paper 19 

March 10, 2015 ’884 POR 

1313 Modern Electric, Hybrid Electric 

and Fuel Cell Vehicles 

2005 Ehsani 

1314 Bosch Handbook 1976 Bosch Handbook 

1976 

1315 Deposition Transcript of Neil 

Hannemann for IPR2014-00884 

April 30, 2015 Hannemann ’884 

Dep. 

1316 Deposition Transcript of Neil 

Hannemann for IPR2014-00787 

April 27, 2016 Hannemann ’787 

Dep. 

1317 Exhibit 12 from Deposition 

Transcript of Neil Hannemann 

(IPR2014-00884) 

April 30, 2015 ’884 Dep. Exhibit 

1318 Patent Owner’s Response, 

IPR2014-01416, Paper  17 

June 17, 2015 ’1416 POR 

1319 Deposition Transcript of Neil 

Hannemann for IPR2014-00571 

April 7, 2015 Hannemann ’571 

Dep. 

1320 Reply Declaration of Dr. 

Gregory Davis 

 Davis Reply 
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