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PATENT OWNER’S EXHIBIT LIST
For Inter Partes Review 2013-00598 (U.S. Patent No. 8,214,873)

(PREVIOUSLY FILED) Exhibit Description Exhibit #

First Amended Complaint in Black Hills Media, LLC v. Yamaha | 2003
Corp., C.D.Ca 2:13-cv-06054

Frist Amended Complaint in Black Hills Media, LLC v. Pioneer | 2004
Corp., et. al, C.D.Ca 2:13-cv-05980

Black Hills Media Technology Tutorial Presented to Court at 2005
Scheduling Conference on November 12, 2013, in Black Hills

Media, LLC v. Yamaha Corp., C.D.Ca 2:13-cv-06054 and Black
Hills Media, LLC v. Pioneer Corp., et. al, C.D.Ca 2:13-cv-05980

Transcript of the November 12, 2013, Scheduling Conference in | 2006
in Black Hills Media, LLC v. Yamaha Corp., C.D.Ca 2:13-cv-
06054 and Black Hills Media, LLC v. Pioneer Corp., et. al,
C.D.Ca 2:13-cv-05980, among others

Pioneer’s Notice of Election Regarding Certain Inter Partes 2007
Reviews in Black Hills Media, LLC v. Pioneer Corp., et. al,
C.D.Ca 2:13-cv-05980

Summons Returned Executed by Black Hills Media LLC on 2008
Yamaha Corporation of America served on 9/19/2012 in Black
Hills Media, LLC v. Yamaha Corp., C.D.Ca 2:13-cv-06054

Summons Returned Executed by Black Hills Media LLC on 2009
Pioneer Electronics (USA) Inc. served on 9/14/2012 in Black
Hills Media, LLC v. Pioneer Corp., et. al, C.D.Ca 2:13-cv-05980

Summons Returned Executed by Black Hills Media LLC on 2010
Pioneer Corporation served on 9/17/2012 in Black Hills Media,
LLC v. Pioneer Corp., et. al, C.D.Ca 2:13-cv-05980
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5/30/2014

(CURRENTLY FILED) Exhibit Description Exhibit #
Declaration of Gareth Loy, D.M.A. in Support of Patent Owner’s | 2011
Response, including Exhibits A - N thereto

Deposition Transcript of Petitioner’s Expert, Dr. Bove dated 2012
5/29/2014

Deposition Transcript of Petitioner’s Expert, Dr. Bove dated 2013
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