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Petitioners, John Crane, Inc., John Crane Production Solutions, Inc., and 

John Crane Group Corp. (“John Crane”), respectfully request Inter Partes Review 

(“IPR”) of claims 4, 6-8, 14-15, 17, 21-22, 35, 50, 52, 57, 59, and 65-68 

(“Challenged Claims”) of U.S. Patent No. 9,045,951 (“the ’951 Patent”, Exhibit 

1001), believed to be currently assigned to Finalrod IP, LLC (“Finalrod” or “Patent 

Owner”).1  

I. MANDATORY NOTICES (37 C.F.R. § 42.8) 

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

Petitioners, John Crane, Inc., John Crane Production Solutions, Inc., and 

John Crane Group Corp., are the real parties-in-interest.   

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

The ’951 Patent is also currently the subject of the following litigations: 

Finalrod IP, LLC, et al. v. John Crane, Inc., et al., Case No. 7-15-cv-00097 (W.D. 

Tex. 2015).  Petitioners are filing an additional IPR of claims 60-63 and 69 

concurrently herewith as IPR2016-01827.  The ’951 Patent is a continuation-in-

part of U.S. Patent No. 8,851,162 (the “’162 Patent”), which was the subject of 

IPR2016-00232 (terminated). 

                                           
1 While no assignment data has been recorded at the U.S.P.T.O., Finalrod 

represented in District Court that it is the owner of the ’951 Patent.  See 

Exhibit 1025, ¶ 13.   
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