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Petitioner Nissan North America, Inc., along with its co-petitioners 

identified below, respectfully request inter partes review under 35 U.S.C. § 311 

and 37 C.F.R. § 42.100 of claims 1-5, 12-16, 18-19, 21, 25-31, and 34-36 of U.S. 

Patent No. 6,324,463 (“the ’463 Patent”), titled “Cruise Control Indicator” (Ex. 

1001).   

I. INTRODUCTION 

The ’463 Patent purports to meet a safety driven need to always inform a 

driver about the present operating state of a cruise control system, in particular by 

providing a continuous visual indicator of a set vehicle speed.  (See id. at 2:38-45.)  

This need, however, was recognized and addressed years earlier in numerous prior 

art references. 

With a traditional needle and dial type of analog speedometer, the prior art 

“Prometheus” publication made use of a series of LEDs arranged around the 

periphery of the dial, wherein a set speed was indicated by lighting of the LEDs at 

the appropriate position on the dial.  (See Prometheus (Ex. 1003), at pp. 110-111 

(Figs. 3-4).)  The Prometheus display is shown below next to the LED embodiment 

of the ’463 Patent.  
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