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I. MANDATORY NOTICES (37 C.F.R. § 42.8(A)(1)) 

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

The real parties in interest for this Petition for Inter Partes Review (“IPR”) 

are Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.; Samsung Electronics America, Inc.; and 

Samsung Telecommunications America, LLC. 

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

U.S. Patent No. 8,050,652 (“the ‘652 Patent”) is currently the subject of 

inter partes review proceeding IPR2013-00594 that was filed on September 18, 

2013, by Yamaha Corporation of America (“the ‘594 IPR Petitioner”).  Yamaha 

Corp. of America v. Black Hills Media, LLC, Case IPR2013-00594 (instituted 

March 20, 2014).  After a preliminary response filed on December 26, 2013, by 

Black Hills Media, LLC, the owner of the ‘652 Patent, the Board on March 20, 

2014, instituted inter partes review of claims of the ‘652 Patent.  Decision on 

Institution of Inter Partes Review Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.108 in Yamaha Corp. 

of America v. Black Hills Media, LLC, Case IPR2013-00594 (March 20, 2014).   

 The ‘652 Patent is currently the subject of litigation against multiple 

defendants in the Eastern District of Texas, the District of Delaware and the 

Central District of California, including the action captioned Black Hills Media, 

LLC v. Samsung Elecs. Co., Ltd. et al. (Civil Action No. 2-13-cv-00379 (E.D. 

Tex.); the “Samsung Litigation”). Other defendants in the litigations include LG 

Electronics, Inc.; LG Electronics U.S.A, Inc.; LG Electronics Mobilecomm U.S.A., 
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