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I. Mandatory Notices (37 C.F.R. § 42.8) 

Real Party-in-Interest:  

 Volkswagen Group of America, Inc. (“VWGoA”), which is a subsidiary of 

Volkswagen AG.  

Related Matters:  

The following judicial matters may affect, or may be affected by, a decision in this 

inter partes review: Signal IP, Inc. v. Volkswagen Group of America, Inc. et al., No. 2:14-cv-

03113 (C.D. Cal.) (“the Signal-VWGoA case”), naming as defendants VWGoA, d/b/a 

Audi of America, Inc., and Bentley Motors, Inc., which is a subsidiary of VWGoA; 

Signal IP, Inc. v. American Honda Motor Co., Inc. et al., No. 2:14-cv-02454 (C.D. Cal.); 

Signal IP, Inc. v. BMW of North America, LLC, et al., No. 2:14-cv-03111 (C.D. Cal.); 

Signal IP, Inc. v. Jaguar Land Rover North America, LLC, No. 2:14-cv-03108 (C.D. Cal.); 

Signal IP, Inc. v. Kia Motors America, Inc. No. 2:14-cv-02457 (C.D. Cal.); Signal IP, Inc. v. 

Mazda Motor of America, Inc., No. 8:14-cv-00491 (C.D. Cal.); Signal IP, Inc. v. Mercedes-

Benz USA, LLC, No. 2:14-cv-03109 (C.D. Cal.); Signal IP, Inc., v. Mitsubishi Motors 

North America, Inc., No. 8:14-cv-00497 (C.D. Cal.); Signal IP, Inc. v. Nissan North 

America, Inc., No. 2:14-cv-02962 (C.D. Cal.); Signal IP, Inc. v. Porsche Cars North America, 

Inc., No. 2:14-cv-03114 (C.D. Cal.); Signal IP, Inc. v. Subaru of America, Inc., No. 2:14-cv-

02963 (C.D. Cal.); Signal IP, Inc. v. Volvo Cars of North America, LLC, No. 2:14-cv-

03107 (C.D. Cal.); Signal IP, Inc. v. Fiat USA, Inc. et al., No. 2:14-cv-03105 (C.D. Cal); 

Signal IP, Inc. v. Ford Motor Company, No. 2:14-cv-03106 (C.D. Cal.); Signal IP, Inc. v. 
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