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I. INTRODUCTION 

This Petition, and the references and grounds included in it, are 

substantively identical to those included in the Toyota  Petition (IPR2016-

00418) (the “Toyota IPR”). The sole exception is that Petitioners here adopt 

the claim constructions applied by the Board in the Toyota IPR and related 

IPRs. The Toyota IPR proceeded through final hearing and was ready for 

determination and preparation of the final written decision.  

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

respectfully request 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 following is a list of Petitioners (and listed out of an abundance of 

caution, entities as real parties-in-interest for each party in parentheses): Subaru of 
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