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I. INTRODUCTION 

Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. §§ 311-319 and 37 C.F.R. § 42, Petitioners 

Hyundai Motor Company (“HMC”), Hyundai Motor America (“HMA”), 

Hyundai Motor Manufacturing Alabama, LLC (“HMMA”), Kia Motors 

Corporation (“KMC”), Kia Motors America, Inc. (“KMA”), and Kia Motors 

Manufacturing Georgia, Inc. (“KMMG”) (collectively, “Hyundai and Kia” 

or “Petitioners”) respectfully request Inter Partes Review of claims 49, 50, 

51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 62, 63, 64, 71, 73, 77, 78, 79, 80, 95, 97, 99, 100, 

101, 102, 103, 106, 109, 110, 111 and 120 of U.S. Patent 8,155,342 (Ex. 

1001, the “’342 patent”), which is currently assigned to Blitzsafe Texas LLC 

(“Blitzsafe”) according to the US Patent and Trademark Office assignment 

records. There is a reasonable likelihood that Petitioners will prevail with 

respect to at least one of the claims challenged herein. 

II. COMPLIANCE WITH FORMAL REQUIREMENTS 

A. Mandatory Notices Under 37 C.F.R. §§ 42.8(b)(1)-(4) 

1. Real Parties-In-Interest 

Hyundai Motor Company (“HMC”), Hyundai Motor America 

(“HMA”), Hyundai Motor Manufacturing Alabama, LLC (“HMMA”), Kia 

Motors Corporation (“KMC”), Kia Motors America, Inc. (“KMA”), and Kia 

Motors Manufacturing Georgia, Inc. (“KMMG”) (collectively, “Hyundai 

and Kia” or “Petitioners”) are the real parties-in-interest. 
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