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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
SIGNAL IP, INC., a Californie Case No02:14-cv-245¢
corporation,
o FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT
Plaintiff, FOR PATENT INFRINGEMENT
VS.

AMERICAN HONDA MOTOR CO., JURY TRIAL DEMANDED
INC, a California corporation; HONDA
OF AMERICA MFG., INC., an Ohio
corporation,

Defendants.

Plaintiff Signal IP, Inc. (“Signal IP” or “Plaintif) brings this First Amended

Complaint against Defendants American Honda Moty (c. and Honda of

America Mfg., Inc. (collectively, “Honda” or “Defefants”), as permitted by Fed. R.

Civ. P. 15(a)(2) and pursuant to written conseavijoled by Defendants on May 30
2014 (Dkt. 21), alleging as follows:
PARTIES
1. Plaintiff Signal IP is a California corporation Wiits principal place of
business at 11100 Santa Monica Blvd., Suite 388 ,Ammgyeles, CA 90025.
2. Oninformation and belief, Defendant American HoMator Co., Inc.

Is a California corporation with its principal p&aof business at 1919 Torrance
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Blvd., Torrance, CA 90501.

3. On information and belief, Defendant Honda of AroarMfg., Inc. is
an Ohio corporation with its principal place of mess at 24000 Honda Parkway,
Marysville, Ohio 43040.

JURISDICTION, VENUE AND JOINDER

4.  This action arises under the patent laws of theddrbtates, Title 35 of
the United States Code. This Court has subjedematisdiction pursuant to 28
U.S.C. 88 1331 and 1338(a).

5.  This Court has personal jurisdiction over Defendaridefendants have

conducted extensive commercial activities and ootito conduct extensive
commercial activities within the State of CalifaniDefendant American Honda
Motor Co., Inc. maintains its principal place osmess within this judicial district.
Additionally, on information and belief, Defendantdsrectly and/or through
intermediaries (including Defendants’ entities, Sdlaries, distributors, sales
agents, partners and others), distribute, offesébe, sell, and/or advertise their
products (including but not limited to the produatsl services that are accused of
infringement in this lawsuit) in the United Statesthe State of California, and in
this judicial district, under the “Honda” and “A@irbrand names. Defendants hay
purposefully and voluntarily placed one or morehair infringing products and
services into the stream of commerce with the exgbiea that the products and
services will be purchased or used by custome@aliornia and within this
judicial district. Accordingly, Defendants havdringed Signal IP’s patents within
the State of California and in this judicial distras alleged in more detail below.
6.  Venue is proper in this district under 28 U.S.C1881 and 1400(b).
BACKGROUND

7. Signal IP, Inc. is a California corporation witlpancipal place of
business at 11100 Santa Monica Blvd., Suite 386 ,Ammgyeles, CA 90025. Itis the
owner of the entire right, title and interest irdaa U.S. Patent Nos. 5,714,927;

2 Case no. 2:1-cv-245<
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5,732,375; 6,434,486; 6,775,601; and 6,012,007“Rh&ents-in-Suit”), including
the right to recover for past, present and futofengement.

8.  Oninformation and belief, Defendants are direahdirect
subsidiaries of global car manufacturer and distabHonda Motor Company, Ltd.
(“Honda Limited”), which is headquartered in Jap&ionda Limited manufactures
and distributes cars under both the “Honda” andufat brand names.

9. Defendants have had knowledge of each of the RBate8uit, and
have had the specific knowledge that their prodantsservices described below
infringe the Patents-in-Suit, since at least thediof the complaint in this action on
April 1, 2014, which was served on defendant Anaarielonda Motor Co., Inc. on
April 4, and on defendant Honda of America Mfgg.lon April 10, 2014. Signal
IP gives and has given Honda notice of its infrmgat of the Patents-in-Suit.

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(Infringement of the ‘927 Patent)

10. Plaintiff incorporates all previous paragraphshe$ tomplaint as if set
forth in full herein.

11. Signal IP is the owner of the entire right, tided interest in and to
U.S. Patent No. 5,714,927 (the ‘927 Patent), extitMethod of Improving Zone of
Coverage Response of Automotive Radar.” The ‘9&teéft was duly and legally
issued by the U.S. Patent and Trademark Officeatmfary 3, 1998. A true and
correct copy of the ‘927 Patent is attached asltixAL

12. On information and belief, Defendants have beenaaadlirectly
infringing, inducing others to infringe, and/or ¢obutorily infringing, literally,
under the doctrine of equivalents, and/or joinbiye or more claims of the ‘927
Patent, including but not limited to claim 1 (“tlg27 Patent Asserted Claims”), in
the State of California, in this judicial distrietnd elsewhere in the United States |

among other things, importing, making, using, offgifor sale, and/or selling in the

United States certain methods or systems disclasdalaimed in the ‘927 Patent,

3 Case no. 2:1-cv-245<
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including but not limited to the Honda Blind Spatdrmation System, used in
products including but not limited to the Honda A, Civic, Crosstour, Odyssey,
Civic Hybrid, and Accord Hybrid, and in the AcuraD¥, RLX/RL and TL
(collectively, the accused products and featureseferred to herein as “the ‘927
Patent Accused Instrumentalities”).

13. The ‘927 Patent Accused Instrumentalities are dasdror have been
described at least in part online at:
http://automobiles.honda.com/odyssey/interior.aspx,
http://www.acura.com/features.aspx?model=mdx&cantexterior#blind_spot_inf
ormation_system, and
http://owners.honda.com/utility/download?path=Istptlfs/2013/Odyssey/13 _Ody
sey_trg_touring_BSI.pdf&ei=MgEZU9uLBcSHrgfgn4HY Cg&g=AFQJCNHMC6
VgyMzOZM75V-F5U940nC6Szg&bvm=bv.62578216,d.bmk&cgd=

14. As described below, Honda includes a radar systherava host
vehicle uses radar to detect a target vehiclebima spot of the host vehicle driver
which improves the perceived zone of coverage mespof automotive radar.
Honda determines the relative speed of the hostaagdt vehicles and selects a
variable sustain time as a function of relativeigiehspeed. Honda detects target

vehicle presence and produces an alert commandiaHactivates an alert signal in

response to the alert command. At the end of @ e@mmand, Honda determines

whether the alert signal was active for a threshaté and if the alert signal was
active for the threshold time, Honda sustains tbe aignal for the variable sustain
time, where the zone of coverage appears to ine@asording to the variable
sustain time.

15. According to Defendants’ websites or documentatidomda’s Blind
Spot Information System (BSI) uses “a pair of sessone on each rear corner of
the vehicle” that “can detect a vehicle that maybsitioned in the driver’s blind
spot.” Additionally, “a graphic indicator locatea the interior garnish near the

4 Case no. 2:1-cv-245<
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appropriate side-view mirror alerts the driver.”

16. Further according to Defendants’ websites, Hon8&§&system “also
includes a maximum speed difference thresholdhealert will not activate as you
drive past parked cars.” Additionally, “If the $gm detects a vehicle in an adjace
lane in the ... ‘alert zone’ ... an indicator will agpen that side’s windshield
pillar. The pillar light will flash if the driveactivates the turn signal in the directig
where a vehicle has been detected.”

17. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuatmn, in
Honda’s BSI system, “When a vehicle is detectegbur blind spot, the blind spot
indicator turns on and stays lit until the arealear. When your turn signal is on
and a vehicle is detected, the blind spot indichlioks until the area is clear or the
turn signal is off.”

18. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuatmn, in
Honda’s BSI system, “A radar sensor on each cavhdre rear bumper alerts you
when it detects a vehicle in your left or rightidlispots.”

19. In addition to their own direct infringement, Deflamts have also bee
and are inducing and/or contributing to the diraftingement of the ‘927 Patent by

at least, but not limited to, customers of Defenslgmartners of Defendants, and/of

end-users of Defendants’ products, including batlinated to the ‘927 Patent
Accused Instrumentalities (“the ‘927 Patent Thiedtl? Infringers”), who directly
implement, use or otherwise participate in theafdbe ‘927 Patent Accused
Instrumentalities, which have no substantial ndniaging uses, by at least the
following affirmative acts: (1) advertising in pubband marketing the features,
benefits and availability of the ‘927 Patent Acalisastrumentalities; (2) promoting
the adoption and use of the ‘927 Accused Instruaiities; and (3) providing
instructions on how to use the ‘927 Patent Accussttumentalities.

20. Defendants indirectly infringe by actively, knowipgand/or

intentionally inducing or contributing to infringest of one or more of the claims

5 Case no. 2:1-cv-245<
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR PATENT INFRINGEMENT

nt

n




LINER

1131 B sk Aoawss 1150 Fen

Lirs Rengamie7, Dol mbs A2 S5

Case 2

© 00 N OO O &b W DN P

N NN NN NNNDNDRRRRRRER R R R
© N O 00N WNERFP O © 0N O oM WDN EFE O

D

:14-cv-02454-JAK-JEM Document 24 Filed 06/13/14 Page 6 of 31 Page ID #:128

of the ‘927 Patent, including but not limited t@t®27 Patent Asserted Claims, by
third party, including but not limited to the ‘9%atent Third Party Infringers, who
directly implement, use or otherwise participatéh@ use of the ‘927 Patent
Accused Instrumentalities. On information and dfelDefendants actively,
knowingly, and/or intentionally induce the uselod t927 Patent Accused
Instrumentalities by the ‘927 Patent Third Partlyihgers, and provide or otherwiss
implement material components of one or more claifrthe ‘927 Patent, including
but not limited to the ‘927 Patent Asserted Claimiich were especially made or
adapted for use in the infringement of the ‘927eRtatlaims, including but not
limited to the ‘927 Patent Asserted Claims, andrartea staple article or commodit
of commerce suitable for substantial non-infringusgs. Defendants know and
have known that the combination for which theirimjing components, including
but not limited to the ‘927 Patent Accused Instrataéties, were especially made
or adapted are both patented and infringing.

21. Defendants’ infringement of the ‘927 Patent hasta®d continues to
be willful, rendering this case exceptional witkive meaning of 35 U.S.C. § 285.
With knowledge of the Patents-in-Suit, as descriuealve, Defendants have
continued their infringing actions, as describedvad) despite an objectively high
likelihood (and affirmative allegations) that thessions constitute infringement of|
the Patents-in-Suit. This objectively defined ng&s known to Defendants, and sc
obvious that it should have been known to Deferslant

22. Unless enjoined by this Court, Defendants will awn to infringe the
‘927 Patent.

23. As adirect and proximate result of the Defendarsiduct, Plaintiff
has suffered, and will continue to suffer, irrefdeanjury for which it has no
adequate remedy at law. Plaintiff also has beemadad and, until an injunction
iIssues, will continue to be damaged in an amoutntoylee determined.
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SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(Infringement of the ‘375 Patent)

24. Plaintiff incorporates all previous paragraphshi$ tomplaint as if set
forth in full herein.

25. Signal IP is the owner of the entire right, tited interest in and to
U.S. Patent No. 5,732,375 (the ‘375 Patent), edtitMethod of Inhibiting or
Allowing Airbag Deployment.” The ‘375 Patent waslyland legally issued by the
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office on March 24, 19&ue and correct copy of
the ‘375 Patent is attached as Exhibit B.

26. On information and belief, Defendants have beenaaadlirectly
infringing, inducing others to infringe, and/or ¢obutorily infringing, literally,
under the doctrine of equivalents, and/or joinblye or more claims of the ‘375
Patent, including but not limited to claim 1 (“tt8¥5 Patent Asserted Claims”), in
the State of California, in this judicial distrietnd elsewhere in the United States |

among other things, importing, making, using, offgifor sale, and/or selling in the

United States certain methods or systems disclasddlaimed in the ‘375 Patent,
including but not limited to the Occupant PositimpDetection System (OPDS)
used in products including but not limited to thenda Accord, CR-V, CR-Z, Civic,
Crosstour, Fit, Insight, Odyssey, Pilot, RidgeliB&ement, FCX, Fit EV, Civic
Hybrid, Insight Hybrid, Accord Hybrid, CR-Z Hybriénd the Acura ILX, MDX,
RDX, RXL/RL, TL, TSX, TSX Sedan, TSX Sport WagomdalL X Hybrid
(collectively, the accused products and featureseferred to herein as “the ‘375
Patent Accused Instrumentalities”).

27. The ‘375 Patent Accused Instrumentalities are desdror have been
described at least in part online at:
http://corporate.honda.com/safety/details.aspx@ichriology,
http://techinfo.honda.com/rjanisis/pubs/OM/9BO6@EIB060O00025A. pdf,

http://automobiles.honda.com/images/information/emwn
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resources/SafetyEquipment.pdf,
http://parts.sonshonda.com/showAssembly.aspx?ukegnably=270304&ukey_pr
oduct=1746685, and http://www.oemacuraparts.comfaut
parts/2014/acuralilx/interior-oumper/front-seat-@aments-
r/?trim=base&engine=5-speed-automatic.

28. As described below, Honda provides airbag contral vehicle having
an array of force sensors on the passenger sealedaio a controller for
determining whether to allow airbag deployment dase sensed force. Honda
measures the force detected by each sensor andiatescthe total force of the
sensor array. Honda allows deployment if the timiade is above a total threshold
force. Honda defines a plurality of seat areas,l@sdat least one sensor located if

—

each seat area. Honda determines the existendeadlgpressure area when the
calculated total force is concentrated in one af saat areas. Honda calculates a
local force as the sum of forces sensed by eadoséotated in the seat area in
which the total force is concentrated. Honda alloegloyment if the local force is
greater than a predefined seat area threshold.force

29. According to Defendants’ websites or documentatilba,Front Side
Airbags with Passenger-Side Occupant Position Dete&ystem (OPDS) system
operates such that “In the event of a moderatetere side impact, the side airba

Q)

inflates to help protect the driver's or front magger's upper body. The Occupant
Position Detection System (OPDS) utilizes sengothe front passenger's seatback
to detect the height and seating position of trepant. If a child or small-statured
adult is leaning into the deployment path of tlteesairbag, sensors deactivate it.”
30. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuai®n, “The
driver's advanced front airbag system includesad gesition sensor under the seat.

If the seat is too far forward, the airbag willlaté with less force, regardless of thg

U

severity of the impact.” Additionally, “The pasgmn’'s advanced front airbag
system has weight sensors under the seat. AlthHoglda does not encourage

8 Case no. 2:1-cv-245<
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carrying an infant or small child in the frontlife sensors detect the weight of an
infant or small child, the system will automatigatilirn the passenger’s front airbag
off.”

31. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuati®n, “To
prevent airbag-caused injuries to infants and sataldiren improperly placed in
front, if sensors detect the weight on the seab@ut the weight of an infant or
small child in a child safety seat, the passendeoist airbag will automatically shut
off.” Further, “If sensors detect up to about 6% (the weight of an infant or small
child) on the front passenger’s seat, the airbdigaertomatically turn off.”

32. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuat®n, “... if
sensors detect up to about 67 pounds — the appatxiveight of an infant or child
and their safety seat — the control unit autombyichuts the airbag off, and the
Passenger Airbag Off indicator comes on.” Furtllaraddition, if weight on the
seat is close to the upper or lower thresholdinttdeator may flicker on and off.”

33. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuat®n, Honda
products contain “sensor assembly, weight” inner @mer components, and
“sensor seat weight” components near or adjacdhietgeat.

34. In addition to their own direct infringement, Deflamts have also beer
and are inducing and/or contributing to the diraftingement of the ‘375 Patent by

at least, but not limited to, customers of Defenslgmartners of Defendants, and/of

end-users of Defendants’ products, including batinated to the ‘375 Patent
Accused Instrumentalities (“the ‘375 Patent Thiedtl Infringers”), who directly
implement, use or otherwise participate in theafdbe ‘375 Patent Accused
Instrumentalities, which have no substantial ndniaging uses, by at least the
following affirmative acts: (1) advertising in pubband marketing the features,
benefits and availability of the ‘375 Patent Acalisastrumentalities; (2) promoting
the adoption and use of the ‘375 Accused Instruaiities; and (3) providing
instructions on how to use the ‘375 Patent Accussttumentalities.

9 Case no. 2:1-cv-245<
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35. Defendants indirectly infringe by actively, knowipgand/or
intentionally inducing or contributing to infringesmt of one or more of the claims
of the ‘375 Patent, including but not limited t@t375 Patent Asserted Claims, by
third party, including but not limited to the ‘3 Patent Third Party Infringers, who
directly implement, use or otherwise participatéh@ use of the ‘375 Patent
Accused Instrumentalities. On information and dfelDefendants actively,
knowingly, and/or intentionally induce the uselod t375 Patent Accused
Instrumentalities by the ‘375 Patent Third Partlyitgers, and provide or otherwisg
implement material components of one or more clafitbe ‘375 Patent, including
but not limited to the ‘375 Patent Asserted Claimiich were especially made or
adapted for use in the infringement of the ‘37%Ratlaims, including but not
limited to the ‘375 Patent Asserted Claims, andrartea staple article or commodit
of commerce suitable for substantial non-infringusgs. Defendants know and
have known that the combination for which theirimjing components, including
but not limited to the ‘375 Patent Accused Instrataéties, were especially made
or adapted are both patented and infringing.

36. Defendants’ infringement of the ‘375 Patent hastes®d continues to
be willful, rendering this case exceptional witkive meaning of 35 U.S.C. § 285.
With knowledge of the Patents-in-Suit, as descriuealve, Defendants have
continued their infringing actions, as describedvad) despite an objectively high
likelihood (and affirmative allegations) that thes#ions constitute infringement of|
the Patents-in-Suit. This objectively defined ng&s known to Defendants, and sc
obvious that it should have been known to Deferglant

37. Unless enjoined by this Court, Defendants will aoume to infringe the
‘375 Patent.

38. As adirect and proximate result of the Defendarsiduct, Plaintiff
has suffered, and will continue to suffer, irrefdeanjury for which it has no
adequate remedy at law. Plaintiff also has beemadad and, until an injunction

1C Case no. 2:1-cv-245<
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iIssues, will continue to be damaged in an amoutntoylee determined.
THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF

(Infringement of the ‘486 Patent)

39. Plaintiff incorporates all previous paragraphshi$ tomplaint as if set
forth in full herein.

40. Signal IP is the owner of the entire right, tiged interest in and to
U.S. Patent No. 6,434,486 (the ‘486 Patent), edttitTechnique for Limiting the
Range of an Object Sensing System in a Vehicldné %86 Patent duly and legally
issued by the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office eguat 13, 2002. A true and
correct copy of the ‘486 Patent is attached aslttix@i.

41. On information and belief, Defendants have beenamadlirectly
infringing, inducing others to infringe, and/or ¢obutorily infringing, literally,
under the doctrine of equivalents, and/or joindiye or more claims of the ‘486
Patent, including but not limited to claim 21 (“ti#86 Patent Asserted Claims”), in
the State of California, in this judicial distrietnd elsewhere in the United States |

United States certain methods or systems disclasddlaimed in the ‘486 Patent,
including but not limited to: (1) the Honda ForwaZdllision Warning System, use(
in products including but not limited to the Homdlecord, Civic, Crosstour, Fit,
Odyssey, Civic Hybrid, and Accord Hybrid; (2) thellsion Mitigation Braking
System (CMBS), used in products including but maited to the Honda Accord,
Civic, Crosstour, Fit, Odyssey, Civic Hybrid, andodrd Hybrid Acura MDX and
RLX/RL; and (3) the Parking Sensor System usedadycts including but not
limited to the Honda CR-V, Civic, Crosstour, Odysdeilot, Civic Hybrid, and
Acura ILX, MDX, RLX/RL, and ILX Hybrid (collectivey, the accused products
and features are referred to herein as “the ‘486P#&ccused Instrumentalities”).

42. The ‘486 Patent Accused Instrumentalities are dasdror have been
described at least in part online at:

11 Case no. 2:1-cv-245<
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http://www.haccord.org/forward_collision_warningwfc-185.html,
http://www.honda.ca/Content/honda.ca/en/2014/acamdpe/ex_10238/GenericLi
nk/TechnologyReferenceGuide_EN.pdf,
https://lwww.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&sca=web&cd=13&cad=rja
&ved=0CDIQFJACOAo0&url=http%3A%2F%2Fowners.honda.cd@F utility%2F
download%3Fpath%3D%2Fstatic%2Fpdfs%2F2014%2FAccasaHybrid%2F
2014 _Accord_Hybrid_Tour_ForwardCollision.pdf&ei=alit-
9PIKNrgeizIHICw&usg=AFQjCNEqwPWXFUNC9M3eR9M _to4lGledg&bvm=
bv.59930103,d.bmk, http://www-nrd.nhtsa.dot.gov/esN/esv19/05-0148-0.pdf,
http://techinfo.honda.com/rjanisis/pubs/OM/HJ06QBIB06000277A.pdf,
http://www.acurinfo.com/tech-858.html,
http://owners.honda.com/vehicles/information/201dysksey/features/Parking-
Sensor-System/2, http://owners.honda.com/vehiadlesfnation/2014/Accord-
Coupe/features/Forward-Collision-Warning/3, and
http://techinfo.honda.com/rjanisis/pubs/QS/3W14TQsds

43. As described below, Honda limits the range of gedlsensing systen
such that certain objects detected by the sengstgra that are not in a vehicle pat
do not cause the sensing system to provide an aldomda determines a desired
warning distance based upon the current steerigigaHonda determines a curren
distance to a sensed object. Honda provides am alaly if the sensed object is
within the desired warning distance.

44. According to Defendants’ websites or documentatilba,Forward
Collision Warning system (FCWS) “Alerts you whenlétects the possibility of
your vehicle colliding with the vehicle in front gburs. If the system determines :
collision is possible, it gives both visual and ilelalerts, including a heads-up
warning that flashes on the windshield.”

45. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuatmn, the
FCWS has Long, Normal, or Short warning settingsafoen warning starts, and

12 Case no. 2:1-cv-245<
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR PATENT INFRINGEMENT

h



LINER

1 6o rha. Aoawss 1150 Mo

1A
Lirs Rengamie7, Dol mbs A2 S5

Case 2

© 00 N OO O &b W DN P

N NN NN NNNDNDRRRRRRER R R R
© N O 00N WNERFP O © 0N O oM WDN EFE O

14-cv-02454-JAK-JEM Document 24 Filed 06/13/14 Page 13 of 31 Page ID #:135

“may give warnings of potential collisions when yaehicle speed is above 10mp
(15 km/h).” Further, “FCW cannot detect all obgeahead and may not detect a
given object; accuracy of the system will vary luasa weather, speed and other
factors. FCW does not include a braking functitinis always your responsibility
to safely operate the vehicle and avoid collisions.

46. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuat®n, “If the
radar sensor in the front grille detects a vehitlgont of you when your vehicle
speed is 16 km/h or higher — and it determinesetiwa likelihood of a frontal
collision — the system provides you with the follogyvisual and audible warnings:
With the FCW Distance set to Short: the headsgitt inear the windshield flashes
continuously; the FCW indicator flashes continugualbeep sounds continuously
until you take preventative action; With the FCWsfance set to Normal or Long:
the head-up light near the windshield and FCW iaicflash twice; if you do not
take action to prevent a collision and the distadnd@e other vehicle becomes
sufficiently close, BRAKE flashes on the MID, th€W indicator and heads-up
light flash, and a beep sounds continuously uwtil take preventative action.”

47. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuat®mn, Honda's
Collision Mitigation Brake System (CMBS) is useddetermine the distance
between two vehicles by taking inputs from the ra#ansor mounted in front of the
vehicle along with the data from a yaw rate seasowell.

48. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuat®mn, Honda's
Parking Sensor System “lets you know the approxerdettance between your
vehicle and most obstacles while you are parkWfhen the system is on and your
vehicle is nearing an obstacle, you will hear beg@nd see parking messages in
the multi-information display.” Further, “Each o@r sensor is capable of sensing
an obstacle only when your vehicle is 20 in (50 omgloser. The rear center
sensor senses an obstacle that is behind yourl@étian (1.8 m) or closer.”

49. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuat®n, “The rear

13 Case no. 2:1-cv-245<
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center and corner sensors start to detect an ¢dstaen the shift lever is in “R”
and the vehicle speed is less than 5 mph (8 knTh§ front corner sensors start to
detect an obstacle when the shift lever is in aygitipn other than “P” and the
vehicle speed is less than 5 mph (8 km/h).”

50. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuai®n, “The
corner and center sensor monitor obstacles belnindwehicle, and the beeper anc
audio/information screen let you know the approxerdistance between your
vehicle and the obstacle.”

51. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuat®n, the
Parking Sensor System “gauges the approximatendestaetween your vehicle ang
most objects. When the system is on and your ieels@pproaching an object
while parking, you will hear an audible alert adlvas see parking sensor indicator
on the navigation screen.”

52. In addition to their own direct infringement, Deflamts have also beer
and are inducing and/or contributing to the diraftingement of the ‘486 Patent by

end-users of Defendants’ products, including batlinated to the ‘486 Patent
Accused Instrumentalities (“the ‘486 Patent Thiedtl? Infringers”), who directly
implement, use or otherwise participate in theafdbe ‘486 Patent Accused
Instrumentalities, which have no substantial ndniaging uses, by at least the
following affirmative acts: (1) advertising in pubband marketing the features,
benefits and availability of the ‘486 Patent Acalisastrumentalities; (2) promoting
the adoption and use of the ‘486 Accused Instruaiities; and (3) providing
instructions on how to use the ‘486 Patent Accussttumentalities.

53. Defendants indirectly infringe by actively, knowipgand/or
intentionally inducing or contributing to infringemnt of one or more of the claims
of the ‘486 Patent, including but not limited t@t486 Patent Asserted Claims, by
third party, including but not limited to the ‘4&&tent Third Party Infringers, who

14 Case no. 2:1-cv-245<
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directly implement, use or otherwise participatéh@ use of the ‘486 Patent
Accused Instrumentalities. On information and dfelDefendants actively,
knowingly, and/or intentionally induce the uselod t486 Patent Accused
Instrumentalities by the ‘486 Patent Third Partlyihgers, and provide or otherwiss
implement material components of one or more clafitbe ‘486 Patent, including
but not limited to the ‘486 Patent Asserted Claimiich were especially made or
adapted for use in the infringement of the ‘48GRatlaims, including but not
limited to the ‘486 Patent Asserted Claims, andrartea staple article or commodit
of commerce suitable for substantial non-infringusgs. Defendants know and
have known that the combination for which theirimjing components, including
but not limited to the ‘486 Patent Accused Instrataéties, were especially made
or adapted are both patented and infringing.

54. Defendants’ infringement of the ‘486 Patent hasnb@&nd continues to
be willful, rendering this case exceptional wittive meaning of 35 U.S.C. § 285.
With knowledge of the Patents-in-Suit, as descriuealve, Defendants have
continued their infringing actions, as describedvad) despite an objectively high
likelihood (and affirmative allegations) that thessions constitute infringement of|
the Patents-in-Suit. This objectively defined ng&s known to Defendants, and sc
obvious that it should have been known to Defersglant

55. Unless enjoined by this Court, Defendants will aoume to infringe the
‘486 Patent.

56. As adirect and proximate result of the Defendarsiduct, Plaintiff
has suffered, and will continue to suffer, irrefdeanjury for which it has no
adequate remedy at law. Plaintiff also has beemadad and, until an injunction
iIssues, will continue to be damaged in an amoutntoylee determined.

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF

(Infringement of the ‘601 Patent)

57. Plaintiff incorporates all previous paragraphshi$ tomplaint as if set

15 Case no. 2:1-cv-245<
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forth in full herein.

58. Signal IP is the owner of the entire right, tited interest in and to
U.S. Patent No. 6,775,601 (the ‘601 Patent), edtitMethod and Control System
for Controlling Propulsion in a Hybrid Vehicle.”h€ ‘601 Patent was duly and
legally issued by the U.S. Patent and Trademarlc®tin August 10, 2004. A true
and correct copy of the ‘601 Patent is attachegxdmbit D.

59. On information and belief, Defendants have beenaaadlirectly
infringing, inducing others to infringe, and/or ¢obutorily infringing, literally,
under the doctrine of equivalents, and/or joinbiye or more claims of the ‘601
Patent, including but not limited to claim 15 (“ti&®1 Patent Asserted Claims”), in
the State of California, in this judicial distrietnd elsewhere in the United States |

among other things, importing, making, using, offgifor sale, and/or selling in the

United States certain methods or systems for hykafdcles disclosed and claimed
in the ‘601 Patent, including but not limited t&) ¢he hybrid versions of the Honda
Insight, Civic, CR-Z, and Fit; (2) the Sport Hybtiaelligent Multi-Mode Drive (i-
MMD) System, used in products including but notiled to the 2014 Honda
Accord Hybrid and Plug-In Hybrid Accord; and (3etBuper Handling All-Wheel
Drive, used in products including but not limitedthe Acura RLX Sport Hybrid
(collectively, the accused products and featureseferred to herein as “the ‘601
Patent Accused Instrumentalities”).

60. The ‘601 Patent Accused Instrumentalities are desdror have been
described at least in part online at: http://autbites.honda.com/civic-
hybrid/performance.aspx,
http://corporate.honda.com/environment/hybridizagspx?id=hybridization_syste
ms, http://www.honda.co.nz/technology/emissions/jma
http://www.acura.com/modellanding.aspx?model=rix&H=true&,
http://www.hondanews.com/channels/acura-automoblikd®leases/2014-acura-
rix-sport-hybrid-sh-awd-powertrain,

1€ Case no. 2:1-cv-245<
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http://www.acura.com/modellanding.aspx?model=rix&H=true&,
http://world.honda.com/automobile-technology/i-MM@gic3/,
http://world.honda.com/automobile-technology/i-MM@gic1/,
http://world.honda.com/news/2013/4130620Accord-HktHssccord-Plug-in-
Hybrid/index.html, http://automobiles.honda.comiciaybrid/performance.aspx,
http://corporate.honda.com/environment/hybridizaepx?id=hybridization_syste
ms, http://automobiles.honda.com/insight-hybridipenance.aspx,
http://www.hondanews.com/channels/Noticias-en-Es[jeeieases/2012-honda-
civic-powertrains?l=en-US&mode=print,
http://www.ae.pwr.wroc.pl/filez/20110606092416_HHENbonda.pdf,
http://world.honda.com/automobile-technology/IMAAGB/,
http://world.honda.com/news/2013/4130620Accord-HktHssccord-Plug-in-
Hybrid/index.html,
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&g=&esrc=séisrce=web&cd=9&ved=0C
EOQFjAI&url=http%3A%2F%2Fprius-pt.com%2Fcafe%2Fcfs-
filesystemfile.ashx%2F _key%2FCommunityServer.Congms.UserFiles%2F00.
00.00.23.01.Honda%?2FDevelopment-of-SPORT-HYBRID20Q MMD-Control-
System-for-2014-Model-Year-
Accord.pdf&ei=hJSWU9uDItHIUATGNnIKoAg&usg=AFQjCNFotSvF3LHcL3Niq
bAccANMCTdZA&bvm=bv.68445247,d.c2E&cad=rja, and
http://world.honda.com/automobile-technology/i-MM@gic3/.

61. As described below, Honda controls a propulsiotesysn a hybrid
vehicle including a traction motor and a propulsimit. Honda maps respective
regions of relatively high and low efficiency in afficiency map for the propulsion
unit. Honda senses a signal indicative of the regmf relatively high and low
efficiency. During conditions when the sensed digmdicates a region of low-
efficiency for the propulsion unit, Honda generaesgnal configured to activate
the electric traction motor to drivingly propel thehicle while de-engaging the

17 Case no. 2:1-cv-245<
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propulsion unit from propelling the vehicle. Duriognditions when the sensed
signal indicates a region of high-efficiency foe thropulsion unit, Honda generate
a signal configured to deactivate the electricttomcmotor from drivingly
propelling the vehicle while re-engaging the prepan unit to propel the vehicle.

62. According to Defendants’ websites or documentatibe,Integrated
Motor Assist (IMA) System “couples a compact 110-8yvalve, SOHC, i-VTEC 4-
cylinder engine with an ultra-thin electric motor butstanding efficiency. Energy
that used to be wasted when applying brakes isicaghand stored as electric
power. When the car accelerates, this stored gnergleased, enhancing vehicle
performance while cutting down on fuel consumption.

63. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuat®n,

“Although the engine alone provides sufficient drgy performance, when
additional power is required, a permanent-magresttet motor mounted between
the engine and transmission provides power asSistler certain conditions, the
electric motor can propel the car on its own. Tbge the motor and engine
produce 110 hp @ 5500 rpm.”

64. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuat®n, during
“low-speed cruising,” “the valves of all 4 cylindeof the engine are closed and
combustion halted. The motor alone powers theclkehiGasoline consumption is
reduced to zero, contributing to improved ovenadlifefficiency.” Additionally,
during “gentle acceleration / high-speed cruisirigrigine efficiency is high. The

vehicle runs on engine power alone. The motoeactvated, saving electric

power.”
65. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuat®n, Honda
vehicles use “three electric motors: a single 3évkatt (47 hp) motor that is

integrated with the 7-speed Dual Clutch Transmissigpplements the V-6 engine
in driving the front wheels, and a rear-mountediiiotor Unit (TMU) containing
two 27-kilowatt (36 hp) motors that dynamicallytdisute electric-motor torque to

18 Case no. 2:1-cv-245<
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the rear wheels. Both the front and rear motopsuza kinetic energy during
vehicle deceleration and braking and convert éléxtricity to supply the Intelligent
Power Unit's 72-cell, 1.3 kwh lithium-ion batteragk, located behind the rear
seatback. Together, the 310-horsepower V-6 erajiddghree electric motors
produce a total system output of 377 horsepowe3dddb.-ft. of torque....”

66. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuat®n, “Two
independent electric motors [] drive the rear whedlhrough a curve, they produc
positive and negative torque — also known as tovgatoring — to deliver
unprecedented cornering capabilities. Workingnison, the motors provide powe
for standing starts, low-speed cruising, and wtaled upon, vigorous rolling
acceleration.”

67. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuat®n, “working
with the gasoline engine, the powerful front electnotor supplies prodigious
torque during hard acceleration and extra fuetedfficy at low cruising speeds. Th
power unit also houses the new Motor-integrateg@ef DCT (Dual Clutch
Transmission).”

68. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuat®n, during
“launch acceleration,” “from a standing start, decaion ... is swift and electric —
making use of the dual rear motors to drive the wdeeels. Unlike gasoline
engines, electric motors produce 100% of theirdertipe moment they are engage
It's something you’ll appreciate as you watch theexlometer needle rapidly climb
north.”

69. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuat®n, during
“high-speed cruising,” “At highway speeds the 310Mi6 gets the assignment—
with support from the front electric motor whenes#gal. Variable Cylinder
Management (VCM) increases your fuel efficiencyallpwing the engine to run on
only three cylinders. When you need to quickly pas48-wheeler, the VCM

system instantly fires all six cylinders, and tlhec&ic motors, if necessary. Pass
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completed, the engine returns to three-cylindergrowhe transition is
imperceptible, until you look at your average mpg.”

70. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuat®n, during
“SH-AWD in Slippery Conditions,” “SH-AWD monitorspged, road conditions,
driver input and other factors to distribute powethe wheels with the most
traction.”

71. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuat®n, Honda’'s
I-MMD “combines high efficiency systems to dramatlg increase the driving
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distance by motor alone, even without startingethgine. No gasoline used = high
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fuel efficiency.”
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72. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuat®n, Honda
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supports different modes for different speeds. Eddenis used during low speed
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scenarios and the vehicle is run using the motorealDuring high speed scenarios
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the user can manually disengage the motor ancheumehicle using the engine
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alone. In case of low speed scenarios, the Hoalgle is run using the electric
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motor alone. The engine is separated from the draia.
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73. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuat®n, the
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Hybrid i-MMD features “a simple structure, this mgbsystem comprises a newly
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developed exclusive gasoline engine; an electri® €nclosing two motors (drive

N
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and generation) and a clutch directly linked todhsoline engine; and a lithium-iol

N
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battery that efficiently stores regenerated eleityti The system automatically

N
N

selects among three drive modes to maximize effagieat all times. The result is

N
w

best-in-class acceleration responsiveness andhugjhafuel economy. The three

N
~

drive modes are as follows: EV Drive: For off-tlmee starts and normal cruising,

N
ol

the battery provides power to the drive motor, \Wipcopels the vehicle. During

N
(o)}

deceleration, this motor serves as a generat@generate electricity from kinetic

N
~

energy. Hybrid Drive: For acceleration, the gasokengine operates in its high-

N
0¢]

efficiency rpm range to turn the generation mottis electricity flows to and turns
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the drive motor. When more powerful accelerationdeded, electricity from the
battery combines with electricity from the geneyatmotor to provide maximum
torque instantaneously. The result is smooth, pfulvacceleration. Engine Drive:
For high-speed cruising on the highway, the cluictine transmission directly links
the output axis of the gasoline engine with thealaxis of the vehicle. This
mechanism makes possible high-speed cruising atdtimal gear ratio and highly
efficient operation of the Atkinson cycle engine.”

74. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuat®n, the
“Integrated Motor Assist (IMA®) System ... couples@npact 110-hp, 8-valve,
SOHC, i-VTEC® 4-cylinder engine with an ultra-thetectric motor for outstanding
efficiency. Energy that used to be wasted whenyapgplbrakes is captured and
stored as electric power. When the car accelertdissstored energy is released,
enhancing vehicle performance while cutting dowrfumt consumption.”
Additionally, “Although the engine alone providasftcient driving performance,
when additional power is required, a permanent-rabglectric motor mounted
between the engine and transmission provides pasast. Under certain
conditions, the electric motor can propel the cait® own. Together, the motor an
engine produce 110 hp @ 5500 rpm (SAE net).”

75. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuat®n, “the CVT
constantly adjusts to provide the most efficiemi@ratio possible depending on
torque load. Honda’s CVT provides better fuel esag and acceleration when
compared to a conventional transmission.” Addaibn “Smart electronics
measure accelerator pedal position, then adjughtbéle-body butterfly valve for
the intake manifold, the gear ratio in the CVT, &mel operation of the IMA to best
suit the driving conditions. To determine the catm@riving conditions, the system
monitors pedal position, throttle position, vehisfgeed, engine speed, calculated
road slope and engine vacuum. With this informatiba Drive-by-Wire throttle

system controls motor and engine power to maxirttizeoutput of the new
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Lithium-lon battery.”

76. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuai®n, “The
Motor Control Module (MCM) is the central part imet Intelligent Power Unit. It
controls the Motor Power Inverter module (MPI) alwks the battery management
for the battery pack. Furthermore, the MCM hasladsagnostic function and takes
care of the communication with external diagnostals.” Further, it receives a
number of input signals including “Torque requést®Based on the information the
MCM receives, and thus from the condition of thaigke, it regulates the degree o
assistance from the electric motor as well as theuat of regenerative energy fror
the engine. The regulation of the electric motdrased on the torque requests, Vvie
the inverter. In addition, the MCM also calculaties load condition of the battery
pack and regulates the ventilator for the cooling.”

77. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuai®n, “The

strong acceleration and reduced fuel consumptiddditionally, during “Low-
speed cruising,” “the valves of all 4 cylinderstio¢ engine are closed and
combustion halted. The motor alone powers theclkehiGasoline consumption is
reduced to zero, contributing to improved ovenadlifefficiency.” Additionally,
during “Standing start,” “the electric motor dellganaximum torque from zero rpn
to assist the engine, for strong acceleration addaed fuel consumption.”
Additionally, during “gentle acceleration / highesal cruising,” “the engine
efficiency is high. The vehicle runs on engine poalone. The motor is
deactivated, saving electric power.”

78. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuat®n, the
“Sport Hybrid i-MMD uses three different engine nesd... For off-the-line starts
and low- to mid-speed cruising, EV Drive uses ta#dyy to provide power and the
drive motor to propel the vehicle. For acceleratidybrid Drive uses the gasoline
engine to generate electricity and the drive mtagropel the vehicle. Finally, for

22 Case no. 2:1-cv-245<
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high-speed cruising, Engine Drive uses the gaselnggne to provide power
directly. By switching automatically among theseethmodes, Sport Hybrid i-
MMD is able to deliver fuel economy of 30.0 km/LAdditionally, “the drive
motor is able to produce maximum torque in off-line-starts and Sport Hybrid i-
MMD offers powerful acceleration performance antbenpletely new driving feel
along with a smooth, comfortable ride and exceptliguietness.”

79. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuat®n, the
“major goals of power management control are tbe(thance fuel economy in
each drive mode; (2) Enhance fuel economy by swit¢cthe drive modes....”
Additionally, regarding these goals, “fuel econopgyformance can be enhanced
taking into account the acceleration and decetaraftitent of the driver and the
constraints and efficiency characteristics of eamnponent.”

80. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuat®n, “the
power management control obtains the accelerahdrdaceleration intent of the
driver (accelerator and brake pedal operations}lamgower and torque limit
information from each component, and performs ph@@priate cooperative power
control within the limit range.” Additionally, “Reer management control first
calculates the target vehicle driving force frora H#tceleration and deceleration
intent of the driver and the motor torque limitue@g@ment. Next, it calculates the
target engine power that matches the sum of tigetanotor power calculated from
the target vehicle driving force and the targetdygitpower calculated from the
energy management control. The target engine pswenrected as necessary by
the battery power regulator. After that, the thegeggine speed and target engine
torque are calculated from the corrected targeinengower. Here, the target
engine speed and torque values select the poivitiah the engine efficiency is
maximum.”

81. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuat®n, in “EV
Drive - For off-the-line starts and normal cruisitige battery provides power to th¢
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drive motor, which propels the vehicle. During decation, this motor serves as a
generator to regenerate electricity from kinetiergy.” Additionally, in “Engine
Drive - For high-speed cruising on the highway, ¢chéch in the transmission
directly links the output axis of the gasoline emgwith the drive axis of the
vehicle. This mechanism makes possible high-spraesimg at the optimal gear
ratio and highly efficient operation of the Atkimsoycle engine.”

82. In addition to their own direct infringement, Deflamts have also beer
and are inducing and/or contributing to the diraftingement of the ‘601 Patent by

end-users of Defendants’ products, including batlinated to the ‘601 Patent
Accused Instrumentalities (“the ‘601 Patent Thiedtl? Infringers”), who directly
implement, use or otherwise participate in theafdbe ‘601 Patent Accused
Instrumentalities, which have no substantial ndniaging uses, by at least the
following affirmative acts: (1) advertising in pubbnd marketing the features,
benefits and availability of the ‘601 Patent Acalastrumentalities; (2) promoting
the adoption and use of the ‘601 Accused Instruaiities; and (3) providing
instructions on how to use the ‘601 Patent Accussttumentalities.

83. Defendants indirectly infringe by actively, knowipgand/or
intentionally inducing or contributing to infringesmt of one or more of the claims
of the ‘601 Patent, including but not limited te@t®®01 Patent Asserted Claims, by
third party, including but not limited to the ‘6@atent Third Party Infringers, who
directly implement, use or otherwise participatéh@ use of the ‘601 Patent
Accused Instrumentalities. On information and dfelDefendants actively,
knowingly, and/or intentionally induce the uselod t601 Patent Accused
Instrumentalities by the ‘601 Patent Third Partlyitgers, and provide or otherwisg
implement material components of one or more claifrtee ‘601 Patent, including
but not limited to the ‘601 Patent Asserted Claimiich were especially made or
adapted for use in the infringement of the ‘60leRatlaims, including but not
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limited to the ‘601 Patent Asserted Claims, andrartea staple article or commodit
of commerce suitable for substantial non-infringusgs. Defendants know and
have known that the combination for which theirimjing components, including
but not limited to the ‘601 Patent Accused Instrataéties, were especially made
or adapted are both patented and infringing.

84. Defendants’ infringement of tH601 Patent has been and continues
be willful, rendering this case exceptional witkive meaning of 35 U.S.C. § 285.
With knowledge of the Patents-in-Suit, as descriuealve, Defendants have
continued their infringing actions, as describedvad) despite an objectively high
likelihood (and affirmative allegations) that thes#ions constitute infringement of|
the Patents-in-Suit. This objectively defined ng&s known to Defendants, and sc
obvious that it should have been known to Deferglant

85. Unless enjoined by this Court, Defendants will o to infringe on
the*601 Patent.

86. As adirect and proximate result of the Defendarsiduct, Plaintiff
has suffered, and will continue to suffer, irrefdeanjury for which it has no
adequate remedy at law. Plaintiff also has beemadad and, until an injunction
issues, will continue to be damaged in an amoutntoylee determined.

FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF

(Infringement of the ‘007 Patent)

87. Plaintiff incorporates all previous paragraphshi$ tomplaint as if set
forth in full herein.

88. Signal IP is the owner of the entire right, tited interest in and to
U.S. Patent No. 6,012,007 (the ‘007 Patent), edtitOccupant Detection Method

the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office on Janua2d0. A true and correct copy
of the ‘007 Patent is attached as Exhibit E.
89. On information and belief, Defendants have beenaaadlirectly
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infringing, inducing others to infringe, and/or ¢obutorily infringing, literally,
under the doctrine of equivalents, and/or joinbiye or more claims of the ‘007
Patent, including but not limited to claim 1 (“tl@®7 Patent Asserted Claims”), in
the State of California, in this judicial distrietnd elsewhere in the United States |

among other things, importing, making, using, offgifor sale, and/or selling in the

United States certain methods or systems for hylafdcles disclosed and claimed
in the ‘007 Patent, including but not limited t@tSBupplemental Restraint System
(SRS) Airbags with weight sensors, used in productisiding but not limited to the
Honda Accord, CR-V, CR-Z, Civic, Crosstour, Fitsiight, Odyssey, Pilot,
Ridgeline, Element, FCX, Fit EV, Civic Hybrid, lagit Hybrid, Accord Hybrid, and
CR-Z Hybrid, and Acura ILX, MDX, RDX, RLX/RL, TL, X, TSX Sedan, TSX
Sport Wagon, and ILX Hybrid (collectively, the ased products and features are
referred to herein as “the ‘007 Patent Accuseduns¢ntalities”).

90. The ‘007 Patent Accused Instrumentalities are desdror have been
described at least in part online at:
http://techinfo.honda.com/rjanisis/pubs/OM/9B06@E3806O00025A. pdf,
http://automobiles.honda.com/images/information/emwn
resources/safetyequipment.pdf, and
http://techinfo.honda.com/rjanisis/pubs/OM/A5101518100M.pdf.

91. As described below, Honda includes a vehicle regtsgstem having a
controller for deploying air bags and means foestlely allowing deployment
according to the outputs of seat sensors responditige weight of an occupant.
Honda determines measures represented by indivsgnabr outputs and calculate
from the sensor outputs a relative weight paramétenda establishes a first
threshold of the relative weight parameter andnadldeployment when the relative
weight parameter is above the first threshold. Hoestablishes a lock threshold
above the first threshold and sets a lock flag wtherrelative weight parameter is
above the lock threshold and deployment has béewed for a given time. Honda

2€ Case no. 2:1-cv-245<
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establishes an unlock threshold at a level indieadf an empty seat and clears the
flag when the relative weight parameter is belogvdhlock threshold for a time.
Honda allows deployment while the lock flag is set.

92. Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 208 d=fimandatory
testing to ensure occupant crash protection, imegutests designed to ensure that
airbags are not deployed in a manner that wouldeajury to infants, children, or
small-statured adults. NHTSA has not promulgapegtiic tests for rough road
conditions, such as tests designed to ensureitbaga do not turn off in the

© 00 N OO O &b W DN P

presence of a small-statured adult who is bounasng result of riding on a rough

=
o

road. However, rough road performance is an daaall major vehicle

=
=

manufacturers must nonetheless consider and addrigist of the full range of

=
N

real world conditions their vehicles will experien¢ionda requires a mechanism {o

L
ol

=
w

ensure due care in addressing the effect of roogth and similar events on

|_\
N

occupant presence.

=
ol

93. According to Defendants’ websites or documentatiddyanced

=
(o))

Airbags: Both front airbags now have ‘advancedtdeas. To help prevent airbag-

|_\
\l

caused injuries to shorter drivers, the driver'g b4l inflate with the least force

=
(00]

necessary— even in a severe collision—if the dnsaeated closer to the airbag

=
(o]

than recommended. To prevent airbag-caused injtoiggants and small children

N
o

improperly placed in front, if sensors detect theaght on the seat is about the

N
=

weight of an infant or small child in a child safeeat, the passenger’s front airbag

N
N
=

will automatically shut off.”

N
w

94. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuat®n, “The

N
~

driver's advanced front airbag system includesad gesition sensor under the seat.

N
ol

U

If the seat is too far forward, the airbag willlaté with less force, regardless of thg

N
(o)}

severity of the impact. If there is a problem wile sensor, the SRS indicator will

N
~

come on, and the airbag will inflate in the normma@inner regardless of the driver’s

N
0¢]

seating position. The passenger’s advanced fidragsystem has weight sensors

=4
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under the seat. Although Honda does not encouraggmg an infant or small child
in front, if the sensors detect the weight of adamb or small child (up to about 65
Ibs or 29 kg), the system will automatically tuhe passenger’s front airbag off.”

95. Further according to Defendants’ websites or docuai®n, “The
passenger’s advanced front airbag system has waaglsbrs under the seat.
Although Honda does not encourage carrying an trdasmall child in the front, if
the sensors detect the weight of an infant or saomllll, the system will
automatically turn the passenger’s front airbag’ offdditionally, “If the weight
sensors detect there is no passenger in the feahtthe airbag will be off.
However, the passenger airbag off indicator will cmme on.” Additionally, the
side airbag indicator “alerts you that the passes@ile airbag has been shut off
because weight sensors detect the weight of antinfasmall child on the front
passenger’s seat. It doesn’t mean there is a prolith your side airbags. When
you turn the ignition switch to the ON (Il) postigthe indicator should come on
briefly and go off... If it doesn’t come on, stays, or comes on while driving
without a passenger in the front seat, have theesyshecked.”

96. In addition to their own direct infringement, Deflamts have also beer
and are inducing and/or contributing to the diraftingement of the ‘007 Patent by

end-users of Defendants’ products, including batlinated to the ‘007 Patent
Accused Instrumentalities (“the ‘007 Patent Thiedtl Infringers”), who directly
implement, use or otherwise participate in theafdbe ‘007 Patent Accused
Instrumentalities, which have no substantial ndninaging uses, by at least the
following affirmative acts: (1) advertising in pubbnd marketing the features,
benefits and availability of the ‘007 Patent Acalastrumentalities; (2) promoting
the adoption and use of the ‘007 Accused Instruaiities; and (3) providing
instructions on how to use the ‘007 Patent Accussttumentalities.

97. Defendants indirectly infringe by actively, knowipgand/or
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intentionally inducing or contributing to infringesnt of one or more of the claims
of the ‘007 Patent, including but not limited t@t®07 Patent Asserted Claims, by
third party, including but not limited to the ‘O®%atent Third Party Infringers, who
directly implement, use or otherwise participatéh@ use of the ‘007 Patent
Accused Instrumentalities. On information and dfelDefendants actively,
knowingly, and/or intentionally induce the uselod t0O07 Patent Accused
Instrumentalities by the ‘007 Patent Third Partlyitgers, and provide or otherwisg
implement material components of one or more claifrtee ‘007 Patent, including
but not limited to the ‘007 Patent Asserted Claimiich were especially made or
adapted for use in the infringement of the ‘007eRatlaims, including but not
limited to the ‘007 Patent Asserted Claims, andrartea staple article or commodit
of commerce suitable for substantial non-infringusgs. Defendants know and
have known that the combination for which theirimjing components, including
but not limited to the ‘007 Patent Accused Instrataéties, were especially made
or adapted are both patented and infringing.

98. Defendants’ infringement of tHO07 Patent has been and continues
be willful, rendering this case exceptional witkive meaning of 35 U.S.C. § 285.
With knowledge of the Patents-in-Suit, as descriuealve, Defendants have
continued their infringing actions, as describedvad) despite an objectively high
likelihood (and affirmative allegations) that thessions constitute infringement of|
the Patents-in-Suit. This objectively defined ngks known to Defendants, and sc
obvious that it should have been known to Deferglant

99. Unless enjoined by this Court, Defendants will o to infringe on
the*007 Patent.

100. As a direct and proximate result of the Defendarasiduct, Plaintiff
has suffered, and will continue to suffer, irrefdeanjury for which it has no
adequate remedy at law. Plaintiff also has beemadad and, until an injunction
iIssues, will continue to be damaged in an amoutntoylee determined.
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PRAYER FOR RELIEF

Wherefore, Signal IP respectfully requests thatGbart enter judgment
against Defendants as follows:

1.  That Defendants have directly infringed the PatenSuit;

2.  That Defendants have contributorily infringed tragdnts-in-Suit;

3. That Defendants have induced the infringement @Ratents-in-Suit;

4.  That Defendants’ infringement be adjudged willfobadeliberate;

5.  That Defendants and their affiliates, subsidiamdscers, directors,
employees, agents, representatives, successag)sassd all those acting in
concert, participation, or privity with them or dreir behalf, including customers,
be enjoined from infringing, inducing others torinfe or contributing to the
infringement of the Patents-in-Suit;

6. For damages, according to proof, for Defendanfsingement,
together with pre-judgment and post-judgment irsera&s allowed by law and that
such damages be trebled as provided by 35 U.2848§

7.  That this Court determine that this is an excepii@ase under 35
U.S.C. § 285 and an award of attorneys’ fees astsd¢o Signal IP is warranted;
and

8. For such other and further relief as the Court a@gm just and proper|.

Dated: June 13, 2014 LINER LLP

By: /s/ Ryan E. Hatch
Randall J. Sunshine
Ryan E. Hatch
Jason L. Haas
Attorneys for Plaintiff SIGNAL IP, INC.
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JURY DEMAND
Pursuant to Federal Rules of Civil Procedure R8i@), Plaintiff Signal
IP, Inc. respectfully demands a jury trial on ang all issues triable as of right
by a jury in this action.

Dated: June 13, 2014 LINER LLP

By: /s/ Ryan E. Hatch
Randall J. Sunshine
Ryan E. Hatch
Jason L. Haas
Attorneys for Plaintiff SIGNAL IP, INC
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