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

AG & Co. KG (“Umicore” or “Petitioner”) respectfully requests inter partes

review (“IPR”) of claims 1-27 of U.S. 9,039,982 (“the ’982 patent”), to Joseph A.

Patchett et al., which was filed September 26, 2014 and issued May 26, 2015.

According to U.S. Patent and Trademark Office (“USPTO”) assignment records,

the ’982 patent is currently assigned to BASF Corporation (“Patent Owner”).

There is a reasonable likelihood that Petitioner will prevail with respect to at least

one claim challenged in this Petition.

I. Mandatory Notices (37 C.F.R. § 42.8)

Real Party-in-Interest (37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(1))

Petitioner, Umicore, along with parent Umicore S.A. (also referred to as

“Umicore NV”) and its wholly owned subsidiaries Umicore USA Inc., Umicore

Autocat Canada Corp., and Umicore Autocat USA Inc. are real parties-in-interest.

Related Matters (37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(2))

The ’982 patent issued from U.S Application 14/497,454, which is a

continuation of U.S. Application 13/274,635 (now U.S. Patent 8,899,023), which is

a continuation of U.S. Application 11/676,798 (now U. S. Patent 9,032,709), which

is a divisional of U.S. Application 10/634,659 (now U.S. Patent 7,229,597).

The ’597 patent, and U.S. Patent 7,902,107 from the same family, are each

the subject of inter partes reexamination proceedings in the United States in Case

Nos. 95/001,745 and 95/001,744, respectively.
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