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In re Inter Partes Review of: ) 
 ) 
 U.S. Patent No. 7,384,177  ) 
 ) 
Issued: January 10, 2008 ) 
  ) 
Inventor: Jeffery R. Parker ) 
  ) 
Application No. 11/244,544 ) 
  ) 
Filed: October 6, 2005 ) 
  ) FILED ELECTRONICALLY 
For: LIGHT EMITTING PANEL  )  PER 37 C.F.R. § 42.6(b)(1) 
ASSEMBLIES )   
   
  
 
Mail Stop Patent Board  
Patent Trial and Appeal Board 
U.S.P.T.O. 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
 

PETITION FOR INTER PARTES REVIEW 
OF U.S. PATENT NO. 7,384,177 

 
Toyota Motor Corp. (“Toyota” or “Petitioner”) requests inter partes review of 

claims 1, 6-7, 9-10, 13-15, 19, and 22 of U.S. Patent No. 7,384,177 (“the ’177 patent”) 

(Ex. 1001), now assigned to Innovative Display Technologies LLC (“Innovative 

Display” or “Patent Owner”), in accordance with 35 U.S.C. §§ 311-319 and 37 C.F.R. 

§ 42.100 et seq.  
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An electronic payment in the amount of  $23,000.00 for the inter partes review 

fee specified by 37 C.F.R. § 42.15(b) is being paid at the time of  filing this petition. If  

there are any additional fees due in connection with the filing of  this paper, please 

charge the required fees to our Deposit Account No. 06-0916.
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