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I. Introduction 

Costco Wholesale Corporation (“Petitioner” or “Costco”) requests inter 

partes review of Claims 1-3 of U.S. Patent No. 6,836,926 (“the ‘926 Patent”) (Ex. 

1001). This petition demonstrates there is a reasonable likelihood that Petitioner 

will prevail in proving, by at least a preponderance of the evidence, that Claims 1-3 

of the ‘926 Patent encompass subject matter that is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. 

§ 103(a) in view of prior art that the Office did not have or did not fully consider 

during prosecution. Claims 1-3 of the ‘926 Patent should accordingly be canceled. 

II. Mandatory Notices  

Real Party-in-Interest: Costco is the real party-in-interest seeking IPR.  

Related Matters: The ‘926 Patent is asserted in Robert Bosch LLC v. Alberee 

Products Inc. et al., Civil Action No. 12-574-LPS (consolidated with Civil Action 

No. 14-142-LPS), currently pending in the United States District Court for the Dis-

trict of Delaware. U.S. Patents No. 6,292,974, No. 6,523,218, No. 6,530,111, No. 

6,553,607, No. 6,611,988, No. 6,668,419, No. 6,675,434, No. 6,944,905, No. 

6,973,698, No. 7,228,588, No. 7,293,321, No. 7,484,264, No. 7,523,520, No. 

7,941,891, No. 8,099,823, No. 8,272,096, and No. 8,544,136 have also been as-

serted in this consolidated civil action. The ‘926 Patent was previously asserted in 

Robert Bosch LLC v. Ningbo Xinhai Aiduo Automobile Wiper Blade Manufactory 

Co., No. 2:14cv1855 (D. Nev.), Robert Bosch LLC v. Trico Prods. Corp., No. 12-
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