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 1 

Petitioner Yamaha Corporation of America (“Petitioner”) respectfully 

petitions for inter partes review of claims 1-4, 6-8, 10, 11, 13, 14, 21, 22, 24-29, 

31, 32, 34, 35, 42-45, 47-50, 52, 53, 55, and 56 of U.S. Patent No. 8,050,652 (“the 

'652 patent” (Ex. 1001)) in accordance with 35 U.S.C. §§ 311-319 and 37 C.F.R. 

§ 42.100 et seq. 

I. NOTICES AND STATEMENTS 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(1), Petitioner identifies Yamaha Corporation 

of America as the real party-in-interest. 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(2), Petitioner identifies the related matters in 

Sections III and IV. 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(3), Petitioner identifies the following 

counsel (and a power of attorney accompanies this Petition): 

Lead Counsel Backup Counsel 

David L. Fehrman 

dfehrman@mofo.com 

Registration No.: 28,600 

MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP 

707 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 6000 

Los Angeles, California  90017-3543 

Tel: (213) 892-5601 

Fax: (213) 892-5454 

Mehran Arjomand 

marjomand@mofo.com 

Registration No.: 48,231 

MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP 

707 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 6000 

Los Angeles, California  90017-3543 

Tel: (213) 892-5630 

Fax: (323) 210-1329 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(4), service information for lead and back-up 

counsel is provided above. 
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