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I. INTRODUCTION 

Petitioners Donghee America, Inc. and Donghee Alabama LLC (collectively, 

“Petitioners”) respectfully request inter partes review of claims 1, 2, 4, 7 and 8 of 

U.S. Patent No. 8,122,604 (“’604 Patent”, Ex. 1001).  For the reasons set forth 

below, there is a reasonable likelihood that the challenged claims are unpatentable. 

The ’604 Patent claims methods and apparatus for attaching plastic 

accessories to fuel tanks.  A fundamental truth in plastic manufacturing is that 

warm plastic shrinks when it cools.  When premade (and already cooled) 

accessories are attached to just-molded and still warm fuel tanks, the resulting 

temperature change may cause stress or failure at the attachment point.  The ’604 

Patent “solves” this problem by requiring that the accessories be attached in such a 

way that they can move relative to the tank wall (e.g., by use of a flexible material 

or a flexible structure).  However, as demonstrated herein, the use of flexible 

attachment mechanisms to overcome such stresses and failures was well known, 

both in plastics technology generally and in fuel tanks specifically. 

II. MANDATORY NOTICES UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(B) 

A. REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 

Petitioners, together with Kautex Textron GmbH & Co. KG, Donghee 

Industrial Co., Ltd., and DH Holdings Co., Ltd., are the real parties in interest.   
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