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1902 7,237,634 File History (certi-

fied)
n/a ‘634 Patent File

History
1903 Declaration of Gregory Davis Davis Dec.
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1988 Bumby III
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vehicle drive trains,” Trans
Inst MC Vol 10

Apr. June 1988 Bumby IV

1909 “Integrated microprocessor
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MC Vol 12

1990 Bumby V
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Nov. 1989 Masding Thesis
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1912 Toyota Litigations 2005 Toyota Litigation
1913 Hyundai Litigation 2013-2014 Hyundai Litigation
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