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I. INTRODUCTION 

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

Motor Corporation ("Toyota" or "Petitioner") respectfully requests Inter Partes 

Review of claims 49-57, 62-64, 66, 68, 70, 71, 73-80, 94, 95, 97, 99-103, 106, 109-

111, 113, 115, and 120 of U.S. Patent No. 8,155,342 (Ex. 1001, "the '342 patent"), 

which was filed on June 27, 2006 and issued on April 10, 2012 to Ira Marlowe, and 

is currently assigned to Blitzsafe Texas, LLC. ("Blitzsafe" or "Patent Owner") 

according to the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office assignment records.  There is a 

reasonable likelihood that Petitioner will prevail with respect to at least one of the 

claims challenged in this Petition. 

II. MANDATORY NOTICES UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(a)(1) 

A. REAL PARTY-IN-INTEREST UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(1) 

The Petitioner is Toyota Motor Corporation.  Additional Real Parties-in-

Interest are:  Toyota Motor Sales, U.S.A., Inc.; Toyota Motor Manufacturing 

Texas, Inc.; Toyota Motor Manufacturing Kentucky, Inc.; and Toyota Motor 

Manufacturing Mississippi, Inc.   

B. RELATED MATTERS UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(2) 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(2), Petitioner states that the '342 patent is 

currently the subject of the following on-going litigations: Blitzsafe Texas, LLC v. 

Nissan Motor Co., Ltd. et al., 2-15-cv-01276, July 16, 2015 (E.D. TX); Blitzsafe 
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Texas, LLC v. Toyota Motor Corp. et al., 2-15-cv-01277, July 16, 2015 (E.D. TX); 

Blitzsafe Texas, LLC v. Volkswagen Group of Am., Inc. et al., 2-15-cv-01278, July 

16, 2015 (E.D. TX); Blitzsafe Texas, LLC v. Hyundai Motor Co. et al., 2-15-cv-

01275, July 16, 2015 (E.D. TX); Blitzsafe Texas, LLC v. Honda Motor Co., Ltd. et 

al., 2-15-cv-01274, July 16, 2015 (E.D. TX). 

U.S. Patent No. 7,489,786 ("the '786 patent"), a parent patent to the '342 

patent, was previously the subject of the following litigations: Marlowe Patent 

Holdings LLC v. DICE Electronics, LLC et al., 3:10-cv-01199 (D. NJ); and 

Marlowe Patent Holdings LLC v. Ford Motor Company, 3:10-cv-07044 (D. NJ).  

Both cases settled by June 2015. 

C. LEAD AND BACK-UP COUNSEL  

 Lead Counsel for Petitioner is William H. Mandir, Registration No. 32,156.  

Back-Counsel for Petitioner are John F. Rabena, Registration No. 38,584; 

Yoshinari Kishimoto, Registration No. 47,327; Brian K. Shelton, Registration No. 

50,245; Fadi N. Kiblawi, Registration No. 61,973; and Margaret M. Welsh, 

Registration No. 70,754.  Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.10(b), a Power of Attorney 

accompanies this Petition. 
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