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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 matter may affect, or may be affected by, a 

decision in this inter partes review: West View Research, LLC v. Audi AG, et al., 

No. 3:14-cv-02668-BAS-JLB (S.D. Cal.), naming as defendants: VWGoA d/b/a 

Audi of America, Inc.; Volkswagen AG (which, as indicated as above, is the parent 

of VWGoA); and Audi AG (which is a subsidiary of Volkswagen AG). In this 

litigation, West View has accused, for example, “Audi Smart Display” products as 

infringing the claims of U.S. Patent No. 8,781,839 (“the ’839 patent”), which is 

being challenged by this petition. See, Ex. 1010. 

 The following judicial matters in the Southern District of California may affect, 

or may be affected by, a decision in this inter partes review: West View Research, 

LLC v. Bayerische Motoren Werke AG, et al. (3:14-cv-02670); West View 

Research, LLC v. Hyundai Motor Company, Ltd., et al. (3:14-cv-02675); West 

View Research, LLC v. Nissan Motor Company, Ltd., et al. (3:14-cv-02677); and 

West View Research, LLC v. Tesla Motors, Inc. (3:14-cv-02679). 

 The following administrative matters may affect, or may be affected by, a 

decision in this inter partes review: IPR2015-01941; IPR2016-00123; IPR2016-

00124; IPR2016-00125; IPR2016-00137; IPR2016-00146; IPR2016-00156; U.S. 
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