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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

The ‘030 Patent

Multi-Layer Barrier Tape

POR 3-4; ‘030 Patent FIG. 1, Claim 1.
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

The ‘030 Patent

Multi-Layer Barrier Tape

POR 4-5; ‘030 Patent FIG. 3A.
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Anticipation Grounds

Institution Decision – No Anticipation

– Cook (EX-1010) – Ground 1

• “disparate embodiments” 

– Glew (EX-1008) – Ground 3

• No continuous conductive material extending to lateral edges

– Roberts (EX-1009) – Ground 5

• No continuous conductive material extending to lateral edges

POR  18-20, 25, 34, 49-51; Decision 16-17 (Cook), 23-24 (Glew),  32-33 
(Roberts).
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Ground 1 – Cook – No Anticipation

Petition - “Disparate Embodiments” 

POR 19-26; SR 4-5; Pet. 20-22; Decision 16-17; Cook (EX-1010) FIGS. 7A, 8A-
8D, 11; Eldering ¶¶ 35-54. 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Ground 1 – Cook – No Anticipation

Petition - “Disparate Embodiments” 

POR 19-25; SR 4-9; Pet. 20-22; Decision 16-17; Cook (EX-1010) FIGS. 7A, 8A-
8D, 11; Eldering ¶¶ 35-54. 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Ground 1 – Cook – No Anticipation

“continuous” conductive material

– Petitioner - Must extend to each longitudinal end of the tape

– Cornelison – Must extend to each longitudinal end of the tape  

SR 9-13; Pet. 21-22; Cornelison ¶ 87.
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Ground 1 – Cook – No Anticipation

FIG. 8D – Not “continuous conductive material” 

– “relatively continuous patch of electrically conductive material”

POR 24-26; SR 9-13; Pet. 21-22; Cook (EX-1010) 23:58-67, FIG. 8D; Eldering 
¶¶48-50.
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Ground 1 – Cook – No Anticipation

FIG. 8D – Not “continuous conductive material” 

– “relatively continuous patch of electrically conductive material”

POR 24-26; SR 9-13; Pet. 21-22; Cook (EX-1010) 23:58-67, FIG. 8D; Eldering 
¶¶ 48-50.
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Ground 1 – Cook – No Anticipation

Continuous – complications and disadvantages 

POR 26-31; Cook (EX-1010) 6:50-7:20; McNutt (EX-2006) 1:62-2:21; Smith-
641 (EX-2013) 1:42-67; Eldering ¶¶ 45-47, 150-156.
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Ground 3 – Glew – No Anticipation 

Petition – Two Different “Lateral Edges”

POR 31-34; SR 13-15; Pet. 37, 49; Glew (EX-1008) FIG. 13C; Eldering ¶¶ 66-
69, 73; Cornelison ¶¶ 136, 174.
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Claim Construction – “lateral edge”

“lateral edge” – Claims 1 & 18

– “the conductive material of the barrier tape extending to each        
lateral edge of the two layers of the dielectric material”

Patent Owner construction of “lateral edge” 

– “the edge running along the side of the tape parallel to the longitudinal 
direction”

POR 9-17; SR 13-15; Eldering ¶¶ 58-65.
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Claim Construction – “lateral edge”

“conductive edges” 306a, 306b

POR 9-10; ‘030 Patent 7:64-8:3, 8:38-46, FIGS. 3A, 3C; Eldering ¶¶ 58-59.
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Claim Construction – “lateral edge”

“conductive edges” 306a, 306b

“lateral edge” 

– “the edge running along the side of the tape parallel to the longitudinal 
direction”

POR 10-11; ‘030 Patent 7:64-8:3, 8:38-46, FIG. 3E; Eldering ¶¶ 58-59, 65.
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Claim Construction- “lateral edge”

Petitioner’s Own Prior Art

– Cook (EX-1010) (Ground 1)

POR 13-14; Pet. 20-21; Cook (EX-1010) 23:58-67, FIGS. 8D, 11; 
Eldering ¶¶ 39, 61-63.
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Claim Construction- “lateral edge”

Petitioner’s Own Prior Art

– Glew (EX-1008) (Ground 4)

POR 16; Pet. 49; Glew (EX-1008) FIG. 13C; Eldering ¶ 68; Cornelison ¶ 174.
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Claim Construction- “lateral edge”

Petitioner’s Own Prior Art

– Roberts (EX-1009) – “lateral edges”

POR 14-16; Roberts (EX-1009) 2:20-24, 2:42-46, 4:27-33, 4:34-40, 5:65-75, 
FIGS. 2, 3, 10; Eldering ¶¶ 64-65.
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Ground 3 – Glew – No Anticipation 

Petition – Two Different “Lateral Edges”

POR 31-34; SR 13-15; Pet. 37, 49; Glew (EX-1008) FIG. 13C; Eldering ¶¶ 66-
69, 73; Cornelison ¶¶ 136, 174.
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Ground 5 – Roberts – No Anticipation

Metal Armor Shield 18 is different than Thin Foil Shield 15

POR 47-51; SR 21-24; Roberts (EX-1009) 4:15-22, 4:62-67, 10:42-48, 11:43-
49, FIGS. 1-3, 17; Eldering ¶¶ 76-82.    
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Ground 5 – Roberts – No Anticipation

Metal Armor Shield 18 is different than Thin Foil Shield 15

POR 49-51; SR 21-24; Decision 33.
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Ground 5 – Roberts – No Anticipation

Dependent Claims 3 and 9 require helical twisting

POR 51-52; SR 23; Roberts (EX-1009) Claims 3 & 9.
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Ground 5 – Roberts – No Anticipation

Petition never explained how Roberts “twisted composite” 
disclosed “helical” twisting

POR 51-52; SR 23; Pet. 61; Cornelison ¶¶ 211-215.
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Obviousness Grounds

Ground 4 – Glew and Glew/Cook

– Not obvious to extend conductive material to lateral edges

Ground 7 – Roberts/Jachimowicz-172

– Not obvious to extend conductive material to lateral edges

Ground 10 – Clark/Roberts/Glew

– Not obvious to extend conductive material to lateral edges

CITE
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Exposed Continuous Conductive Edge Shield - Disadvantages 

Roberts (EX-1009)

POR 37-40, 65-66; SR 20; Roberts (EX-1009) 3:52-74, 4:68-5:15, 5:48-54, 
6:15-28, FIGS. 9 & 10; Eldering ¶¶ 88-89.
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Exposed Continuous Conductive Edge Shield - Disadvantages 

Roberts (EX-1009)

POR 37-40, 65-66; SR 20; Roberts (EX-1009) 2:37-38, 2:47-53, 3:1-7, 6:29-
65, 6:66-7:25, FIGS. 8, 11, 12, 14, 16, 21; Eldering ¶ 90.



26

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Exposed Continuous Conductive Edge Shield - Disadvantages 

Foil Free Edges (Kroushl (EX-2007))

POR 40-41; SR 17-18; Kroushl (EX-2007) ¶ [0028], FIG. 1;
Eldering ¶¶ 92-94.
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Exposed Continuous Conductive Edge Shield - Disadvantages 

Foil Free Edges (NEPTAPE (EX-2008/EX-2009))

POR 41-42; SR 17-18; NEPTAPE (EX-2008); Eldering ¶¶ 95-97.
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Exposed Continuous Conductive Edge Shield - Disadvantages 

Petitioner Prior Art Exposed Conductive Edges

– Discontinuous conductive layer

POR 37; 42-46; SR Smith-039 (EX-1037); Cook-794 (EX-1038); 
Eldering ¶¶ 161-164.
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Ground 4 – Glew and Glew/Cook – Not Obvious

Several known techniques to manufacture tape shown in FIG. 
13C having different widths

POR 36-37. 54-56; SR 15-16; Glew (EX-1008) ¶¶ [0195], [0199], [0200]; 
Eldering ¶ 160.
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Ground 4 – Glew and Glew/Cook – Not Obvious

Petitioner Prior Art Exposed Conductive Edges – Slitting

– Other manufacturing techniques  

POR 37; 42-46; SR Smith-039 (EX-1037) ¶; [0060] Cook-794 (EX-1038) 8:15-
26; Eldering ¶¶ 165-167.
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Ground 4 – Glew and Glew/Cook – Not Obvious

Petitioner provides no evidentiary support that manufacturing 
of Glew FIG. 13C would be more complex and costly 

POR 46-47, 57; SR 15-17; Pet. 38, 50-51, 53-54; Cornelison ¶¶ 138, 178, 
186; Eldering ¶¶ 99, 168
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Ground 4 – Glew and Glew/Cook – Not Obvious

Glew’s Foil-Free Edge Prevents Shorting

SR 18-19; Glew (EX-1008) FIG. 10A.
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Ground 7 – Roberts and Roberts/Jachowicz-036 – Not Obvious

Metal Armor Shield 18 is different than Thin Foil Shield 15

POR 47-51, 62-64; SR 21-24; Roberts (EX-1009) 4:15-22, 4:62-67, 10:42-48, 
11:43-49, FIGS. 1-3, 17; Eldering ¶¶ 76-82. 110.    
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Ground 7 – Roberts and Roberts/Jachowicz-036 – Not Obvious

Disadvantages of exposed continuous conductive edge

POR 37-40, 65-69; SR 20, 24; Roberts (EX-1009) 3:52-74, 4:68-5:15, 5:48-54, 
6:15-28, FIGS. 9 & 10; Eldering ¶¶ 88-89.
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Ground 7 – Roberts and Roberts/Jachowicz-036 – Not Obvious

Disadvantages of exposed continuous conductive edge

– Pinholes in Mylar insulation (conductors, foil, tape)

POR 39; SR 20, 24-26; Roberts (EX-1009) 1:32-40, 1:69-71, 3:32-66, 4:10-14, 
4:70-5:5, 6:10-15, 6:60-65, 7:21-25, 7:42-46, 8:6-9, 8;44-47, 9:6-9.
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Ground 7 – Roberts and Roberts/Jachowicz-036 – Not Obvious

Jachimowicz-036 (EX-1013)

– Thin shield 14 used for corrosion protection – not armor 

POR 67-68; SR 26-27; Jachimowicz-036 (EX-1013) Title, 1:41-45, 1:46-54, 
1:65-70, 3:18-45; Eldering ¶¶ 114-116, 171-172
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Ground 10 – Clark-478, Roberts, and Glew – Not Obvious

None of the prior art references disclose or render obvious a 
barrier tape with conductive material extending to lateral edges

– Glew – Grounds 3-4

– Roberts – Grounds 5-7

– Clark-478 – no two dielectric layers (admitted)

POR 70-71; Pet. 82; Eldering ¶¶66-73, 78-83, 121-125, 157-169, 173-176.  
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Ground 10 – Clark-478, Roberts, and Glew – Not Obvious

Petitioner’s alleged motivation to modify Clark-478 discourages 
extending conductive material to lateral edge and exposing 
metal layer to the conductors

POR 72; Pet. 84; Roberts (EX-1009) 3:37-75, 4:48-5:15; Cornelison ¶291; 
Eldering ¶ 126.  
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

PO’s Expert (Eldering) - POSITA

Eldering

– Ph.D in electrical engineering

– Significant experience with twisted pair data cables

Petitioner 

– Never alleged that Eldering is not a POSITA

– Never objected to Eldering declaration testimony (37 C.F.R. §42.64(b))

POSITA

– No requirement for experience with tapes (manufacturing, sizing, 
slitting)

SR 1-4; Pet. 15; Cornelison ¶ 12; Eldering ¶¶12-15, 26; 
EX-1048 11:15-18, 18:13-22, 215:21-216:6, 217:8-17, 220:3-9.
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