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I. INTRODUCTION 

Petitioners Nidec Corporation and American Honda Motor Co., Inc. 

(“Petitioners”) respectfully request inter partes review under 35 U.S.C. § 311 and 

37 C.F.R. § 42.100 of claims 1-6 and 8-14 of U.S. Patent No. 7,067,952 (“the ’952 

Patent”), titled “Stator Assembly Made From A Molded Web Of Core Segments 

And Motor Using Same” (Ex. 1001). 

II. COMPLIANCE WITH FORMAL REQUIREMENTS 

A. Mandatory Notices Under 37 C.F.R. §§ 42.8(b)(1)-(4) 

1. Real Party-In-Interest 

The real parties in interest are Nidec Corporation and its indirect subsidiary, 

Nidec Automotive Motor Americas, LLC. American Honda Motor Co., Inc., 

Honda Motor Co., Ltd., Honda North America, Inc., Honda of America Mfg. Inc., 

Honda Manufacturing of Alabama, LLC, and Honda R&D Americas, Inc. are also 

the real parties in interest. 

2. Related Matters 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(2), Petitioners state that the ’952 patent is 

the subject of the following cases involving the Petitioners: Intellectual Ventures II 

LLC v. Nidec Corporation et al, No. 1:17 -cv-13564 (E.D. Mich.) filed October 31, 

2017; Intellectual Ventures II LLC v. Honda Motor Co., Ltd. et al., Case No. 2:17-
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