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Patent Owner respectfully requests that the Board adopt its proposed 

construction as revised by Patent Owner: 

Each string guide is connected, directly or indirectly, to a 

respective bow limb, such that the application of force to 

the string guide, by the drawstring, causes the string guide 

to rotate, thereby causing the power cable to wrap onto the 

power cable journal and apply a force to the string guide, 

such that the string guide impacts the force to the bow 

limb.   

Patent Owner’s Initial Claim Construction Brief (“PO Initial Brief”), Paper 47, 2-3.  

Nothing Petitioner offered in its Initial Brief commands a different result.   

I. PETITIONER FAILS TO ADDRESS THE EXTENT OF THE 
INDIRECT CONNECTION BETWEEN “STRING GUIDE” AND 
“BOW LIMB” PERMITTED BY “MOUNTED TO” 

During Oral Argument and again in its Initial Brief, Petitioner fails to address 

the basic question as to how much or to what degree of indirect connection is 

permitted between the string guide and the bow limb under the “mounted to” 

language of claim 1 of the ’015 Patent. Similar to the Board’s questioning of the 

metes and bounds of Petitioner’s proposed construction during Oral Argument, 

Petitioner noted that “[the District] Court was concerned with, namely, [the] extent” 

of the indirect connection permitted for a string guide mounted to a bow limb. Paper 

48, 9. This left the District Court to conclude that Petitioner’s proposed construction 

for the plain and ordinary meaning of “mounted to” “would not be helpful to a jury 
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because of the lack of a limiting principle for an indirect connection.” Paper 48, 7.  

Nevertheless, while Petitioner is aware of the problematic nature of its proposed 

construction, Petitioner omits addressing whether the Board’s proposed construction 

offers a sufficient limiting principle for an indirect connection.  And Petitioner stays 

silent as to how the Board’s proffered construction impacts the indirect connection 

between “string guide” and “bow limb” via the various levers in the Stanziale 

References, which is the reason the construction of “mounted to” is in dispute in 

both this IPR and the related District Court case. 

In sharp contrast, Patent Owner’s proffered revision to the Board’s proposed 

construction of “mounted to” provides a limiting principle as to how much and to 

what degree of indirect connection is permitted between the string guide and bow 

limb. Patent Owner’s revised construction of “mounted to” makes clear that an 

indirect connection between the string guide and the bow limb is permitted so long 

as the force imparted by the string guide to the bow limb is the same force imparted 

by the power cables to the string guide.  

II. PATENT OWNER’S REVISED CONSTRUCTION IS SUPPORTED 
BY PETITIONER’S INITIAL BRIEF 

Petitioner does not overtly address whether the Board’s proposed construction 

accounts for the operative features of the claim in full. However, Petitioner 

inherently recognizes that the power cables must be accounted for when construing 
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“mounted to” with reference to the operative features of the claim, as Patent Owner 

detailed in Patent Owner’s Initial Brief.  

First, Petitioner states that “[t]he specification thus confirms a POSA’s 

understanding that the string guides are used, in conjunction with the power 

cables, to load the limbs by the drawing of the draw string, which supports the 

Board’s proposed construction.” Paper 48, 5 (emphasis added). Second, Petitioner 

summarizes the operative features of claim 1 of the ’015 Patent as: “when the bow 

is being cocked/drawn, the draw string winds off the string guides, while the power 

cables wind/wrap onto the string guides,” Paper 48, 4 (emphasis in original), citing 

extensively to the ’015 Patent’s specification that includes both the rotation of the 

string guides and that the string guide’s rotation “winds up the power cables on the 

string guides, thus bending the limbs.” Paper 48, 4-5.  

In view of this, the parties are in apparent agreement that the construction of 

“mounted to” must account for the power cables. As such, Patent Owner’s proffered 

revision to the Board’s proposed construction – to encompass the operative features 
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of the claim to include that the power cable wraps on the power cable journal when 

the string guide rotates – reflects Petitioner’s arguments as well as Patent Owner’s.1 

Petitioner’s reliance on other references – U.S. Patent App. Pub. 

2011/0030666 (“Darlington”), U.S. Patent 7,836,871 (“Kempf ’871”), and U.S. 

Patent App. Pub. 2011/0308508 (“Islas”) – that “amply supports the Board’s 

proposed construction,” (Paper 48, 6-7), also support Patent Owner’s revision to the 

Board’s proposed construction.2 Each of these references highlight the importance 

of including the operation of the power cable and its corresponding application of 

force to the string guide. For example, Darlington describes that as the bowstring 

(32) imparts force to the cams (24, 26), this causes the cams (24, 26) to rotate, which 

 
1 Petitioner also relies on patents related to the ’015 Patent and U.S. Patent No. 

7,708,001 (“Kempf ’001”) as disclosing indirect connections between the string 

guide and bow limb, (Paper 48, 5-6), which Patent Owner has already addressed in 

its Initial Brief. See Paper 47, 6-8.  

2 It is unclear why Petitioner included discussions about Darlington, Kempf ’871, or 

Islas as supporting the Board’s proposed construction because Patent Owner has not 

argued that any of these references fail to meet the “mounted to” limitation under 

either parties’ proposed constructions. 
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then causes power cables (28, 30) to wrap on to take up grooves (24C, 26C), 

therefore applying force to the cams (24, 26) such that the cams (24, 26) then impart 

that force to the limbs (16, 18). EX1013, [0002-0003], claim 23. 

Kempf ’871 describes that as the bowstring (48) imparts force to the cam (36) 

and pulley (28), this causes the cam (36) and pulley (28) to rotate, which then causes 

power cable (44) to wrap on to take up groove of the pulley (32), therefore applying 

force to the cam (36) and pulley (28) such that the cam (36) and pulley (28) then 

impart that force to the limbs (24, 26). EX1014, Figure 10. 

Islas describes that as the bowstring (22) imparts force to the cams (20), this 

causes the cams (20) to rotate, which then causes power cables (26) to wrap on to 

take up grooves (28a, 28b), therefore applying force to the cams (20) such that the 

cams (20) then impart that force to the limbs (16). EX1015, claim 1. 

Accordingly, all three of Darlington, Kempf ’871, and Islas support Patent 

Owner’s proffered construction, under which the force imparted by the power cables 

to the string guide is the same force imparted by the string guide to the bow limb. 

Dated: May 10, 2024 Respectfully submitted, 

/Christopher M. King/ 
Christopher M. King 
Registration No. 71,128 
Counsel for Patent Owner 
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