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I. Introduction 

The Petition for inter partes review (“IPR”) in this case (referred to as the 

“Petition” and cited “Pet., #”) is procedurally and substantively defective.  

Petitioner, comprised of Jiawei Technology (HK) Ltd., Jiawei Technology (USA) 

Ltd., Shenzhen Jiawei Photovoltaic Lighting Co., Ltd., Atico International (Asia) 

Ltd., Atico International USA, Inc., Chien Luen Industries Co., Ltd., Inc. (Chien 

Luen Florida), Chien Luen Industries Co., Ltd., Inc. (Chien Luen China), Coleman 

Cable, LLC, Nature’s Mark, Rite Aid Corp., Smart Solar, Inc., and Test Rite 

Products Corp. (collectively “Petitioner”), seeks to cancel as unpatentable Claims 1 

- 29 of U.S. Pat. No. 7,196,477 (the “477 Patent,” see Exhibit (“Exh.”) 1001).  

Petitioner, however, is statutorily barred under 35 U.S.C. § 315(a) from pursuing 

an IPR, because Jiawei Technology (HK) Ltd., Jiawei Technology (USA) Ltd., and 

Shenzhen Jiawei Photovoltaic Lighting Co., Ltd. (“Jiawei Parties”) previously 

jointly “filed a civil action challenging the validity of a claim of the patent,” in the 

U.S. District Court for the District of Delaware (Civ. Action No. 12-00154, see 

Exh. 2002) “before the date on which [the Petition] for such a review [was] filed.”  

35 U.S.C. § 315(a). 

On the merits, Petitioner fails to demonstrate that there “is a reasonable 

likelihood that [the Petitioner] would prevail with respect to at least one of the 

claims challenged in [the Petition].”  35 U.S.C. § 314.  The newly-cited art, 
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