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

Real-Party-in Interest:   

Volkswagen Group of America, Inc. (“VWGoA”), which is a subsidiary of 

Volkswagen AG.  

Related Matters:  

The following judicial matters may affect, or be affected by, a decision in 

this inter partes review: Paice LLC, et al. v. Ford Motor Co., 1:14-cv-00492 (D. 

Md.); Paice LLC, et al. v. Hyundai Motor Co., et al., 1:12-cv-00499 (D. Md.); 

Paice LLC v. Toyota Motor Corp., et al., 2:07-cv-00180 (E.D. Tex.).  

The following administrative matters may affect, or be affected by, a 

decision in this inter partes review: Hybrid Electric Vehicles and Components 

Thereof, ITC-337-TA-998, in which VWGoA is a respondent; IPR2014-00570, 

IPR2014-01415, IPR2015-00792, IPR2016-00250.  

Lead Counsel:  

Michael J. Lennon (Reg. No. 26,562) 

Backup Counsel:  

Clifford A. Ulrich (Reg. No. 42,194) 

Service:  

VWGoA agrees to electronic service at the following email addresses:  

mlennon@kenyon.com 
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