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Petition for Inter Partes Review of U.S. Patent No. 6,778,074 
Filed September 16, 2012 
 

 
 

On behalf of Garmin International, Inc. (“Garmin”) and in accordance with 35 

U.S.C. § 311 and 37 C.F.R. § 42.100, inter partes review is respectfully requested 

for claims 1-20 of U.S. Patent No. 6,778,074 (“the ’074 Patent”).   

I. MANDATORY NOTICES UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(a)(1) 
 
As set forth below and pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(a)(1), the following 

mandatory notices are provided as part of this Petition. 

A. Real Party-In-Interest Under 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(1) 
 

Garmin International, Inc. and Garmin USA, Inc. are the real parties-in-

interest for Petitioner.  

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

The ’074 Patent is presently the subject of a patent infringement lawsuit 

brought by the assignee, Cuozzo Speed Technologies LLC, against Garmin 

International, Inc. and Garmin USA, Inc. and captioned Cuozzo Speed 

Technologies LLC v. Garmin International Inc. et al., USDC District of New 

Jersey, Case No.: 2:12-cv-03623-CCC-JAD.  Petitioner also identifies the 

following judicial proceedings that may affect, or be affected by, a decision in this 

proceeding: (1) Cuozzo Speed Technologies LLC v. General Motors Company, 

USDC District of New Jersey, Case No.: 2:12-cv-03624-CCC-JAD; (2) Cuozzo 
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Petition for Inter Partes Review of U.S. Patent No. 6,778,074 
Filed September 16, 2012 
 

 
 

Speed Technologies LLC v. JVC Americas Corporation, USDC District of New 

Jersey, Case No.: 2:12-cv-03625-CCC-JAD; and (3) Cuozzo Speed Technologies 

LLC v. TomTom, Inc. et al., USDC District of New Jersey, Case No.: 2:12-cv-

03626-CCC-JAD. 

C. Lead and Back-Up Counsel Under 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(3) 
 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. §§ 42.8(b)(3) and 42.10(a), Petitioner provides the 

following designation of counsel.   

Lead Counsel Back-Up Counsel 
Jennifer C. Bailey (Reg. No. 52,583) 
jcb@hoveywilliams.com 
Postal and Hand-Delivery Address: 
HOVEY WILLIAMS LLP 
10801 Mastin Boulevard, Suite 1000 
84 Corporate Woods 
Overland Park, Kansas 66210 
Telephone: (913) 647 – 9050 
Fax: (913) 647 – 9057  

Scott R. Brown (Reg. No. 40,535)  
srb@hoveywilliams.com 
Postal and Hand-Delivery Address: 
HOVEY WILLIAMS LLP 
10801 Mastin Boulevard, Suite 1000 
84 Corporate Woods 
Overland Park, Kansas 66210 
Telephone: (913) 647 – 9050 
Fax: (913) 647 – 9057  

 
Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.10(b), a Power of Attorney accompanies this 

Petition. 

D. Service Information Under 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(4) 
 
Service information for lead and back-up counsel is provided in the 

designation of lead and back-up counsel, above.  Service of any documents via 
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