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1851 U.S. Patent No. 7,237,634 issued to Severinsky et ’634 Patent
al. (July 3, 2007)

1852 Declaration of Jeffery L. Stein, Ph.D. Stein
1853 Paice LLC v. Ford Motor Company, Case No. 1:14- | Ford
cv-00492, District of MD, Baltimore Div., Litigation

Complaint (Feb. 19, 2014) (Ex. 1853 at 2-51.)
Service (Feb. 25, 2014) (Ex. 1853 at 1.)
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proceedings-12th-international-electric-vehicle-
symposium-december-5-7-1994-disneyland-hotel-
and-convention-center-anaheim-
california/oclc/32209857 &referer=brief results.)
1859 U.S. Patent No. 5,842,534 issued to Frank (Dec. 1, Frank
1998)
1860 USPN 7,237,634 File History ’634 File
History
1861 Toshifumi Takaoka et al., 4 High-Expansion Ratio | Takaoka
Gasoline Engine for the Toyota Hybrid System,
published as part of Toyota Technical Review,
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