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CEEDINGS, Vol. 132

Sept. 1985 Bumby I
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Nov. 1987 Bumby II
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Engrs Vol 202

1988 Bumby III

1908 “A test-bed facility for hybrid i
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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

1910 Masding Thesis — “Some
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Nov. 1989 Masding Thesis

1911 US Patent 7,104,347 Sept. 12, 2006 ‘347 Patent
1912 Toyota Litigations 2005 Toyota Litigation
1913 Hyundai Litigation 2013-2014 Hyundai Litigation
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