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Independent claim 14

Claim 14 Limitation

[14P] Eyewear comprising:
[14A] an eyewear frame comprising a temple;
[14B] a plurality of electronic components disposed within a cavity formed in the 

temple, the plurality of electronic components comprising (i) at least one 
of a processor or a controller, iii) a memory, (iii) a power source, (iv) an 
antenna, (v) at least one of a transmitter or a receiver, and (vi) at least
one of an accelerometer or a gyroscope;

[14C] a conformal coating, deposited over at least a portion of the plurality of 
electronic components, to protect the plurality of electronic components; 
and

[14D] a capacitive touch switch operably coupled to an electronic component in 
the plurality of electronic components.

EX-1001 (‘355 patent), Cl. 14, FIG. 2 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
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Claim 14 is patentable

• Grounds 4 and 5 (Howell-719, Sikonowiz, 
and Howell-158 or Blum-130)

• Petitioner’s combination does not include the 
“capacitive touch switch”

• Ground 6 (Blum-130, Howell-719, and 
Sikonowiz)

• Lack of motivation to combine

• Ground 7 (Blum-130, Eichelberger, and 
Sikonowiz)

• Sikonowiz / Eichelberger are non-analogous art

EX-1005 (Sikonowiz), FIG. 9-3

EX-1010 (Eichelberger), FIG. 1b

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEPaper 1 (Petition), 17; Paper 25 (Sur-reply), 3-14 
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Grounds 4, 5 (Howell-719, Sikonowiz, and Howell-158 / Blum-130)

Petitioner’s combination does not include the “capacitive touch 
switch”

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX-1001 (‘355 patent), Cl. 14

Paper 18 (Response), 17-22; Paper 25 (Sur-reply), 3-8 
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Grounds 4, 5 (Howell-719, Sikonowiz, and Howell-158 / Blum-130)

Petitioner’s combination does not include the “capacitive touch 
switch”

Paper 11 (Institution Decision), 29-30

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEPaper 18 (Response), 17-22; Paper 25 (Sur-reply), 3-8 
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Grounds 4, 5 (Howell-719, Sikonowiz, and Howell-158 / Blum-130)

Petitioner’s combination does not include the “capacitive touch 
switch”

EX-1004 (Howell-719), ¶81

EX-1004 (Howell-719), ¶82

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEPaper 18 (Response), 17-22; Paper 25 (Sur-reply), 3-8 



9

Grounds 4, 5 (Howell-719, Sikonowiz, and Howell-158 / Blum-130)

Petitioner’s combination does not include the “capacitive touch 
switch”

EX-1004 (Howell-719), ¶74

EX-1004 (Howell-719), ¶93

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEPaper 18 (Response), 17-22; Paper 25 (Sur-reply), 3-8 
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Ground 6 (Blum-130, Howell-719, and Sikonowiz)

• Petitioner’s rationale uses an identical paragraph from Dr. Feland

Lack of motivation to combine

Paper (Petition), 54 (excerpted) EX-1002 (Feland Declaration), ¶148 (excerpted)

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEPaper 18 (Response), 22-24; Paper 25 (Sur-reply), 9-11 
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Ground 6 (Blum-130, Howell-719, and Sikonowiz)

Lack of motivation to combine

EX-1006 (Blum-130), 28:55-58

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX-1006 (Blum-130), 28:38-43

Paper 18 (Response), 23-24; Paper 25 (Sur-reply), 10-11 
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Ground 7 (Blum-130, Eichelberger, and Sikonowiz)

Eichelberger is not from the same field of endeavor as the ‘355 
patent

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX-1001 (‘355 patent), Abstract

EX-1001 (‘355 patent), Background

Paper 18 (Response), 25-28; Paper 25 (Sur-reply), 11-12 
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Ground 7 (Blum-130, Eichelberger, and Sikonowiz)

Eichelberger is not from the same field of endeavor as the ‘355 
patent

EX-1010 (Eichelberger), FIG. 1b

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX-1010 (Eichelberger), Abstract

Paper 18 (Response), 25-28; Paper 25 (Sur-reply), 11-12 
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Ground 7 (Blum-130, Eichelberger, and Sikonowiz)

Eichelberger is not reasonably pertinent to the problem solved 
by the inventor of the ‘355 patent

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX-1010 (Eichelberger), FIG. 1b

Paper 18 (Response), 28; Paper 25 (Sur-reply), 12-13 



Independent Claim 1 (Grounds 1 and 9)

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



16

Independent claim 1

Claim 1 Limitation

[1P] An eyewear system comprising:
[1A] an eyewear frame;
[1B] an electronics assembly comprising electronic components configured to 

control an electrical functional member;
[1C] a capacitive touch switch coupled to at least one electronic component in

the electronics assembly;
[1D] at least one electrical connective element electrically connected to the 

electronic assembly and the electrical functional member; and
[1E] a conformal layer over the electronic assembly to seal the electronic

components;
[1F] wherein the conformal layer is moisture proof and seals electrical 

connections of the electronic component;
[1G] wherein the conformal layer is disposed in an enclosure of the eyewear 

frame;
[1H] wherein the eyewear frame comprises a temple; and
[1I] wherein the electronic assembly is enclosed in the temple.

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEEX-1001 (‘355 patent), Cl. 1
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Claim 1 is patentable

• Ground 1 (Howell-719 and Sikonowiz)

• Sikonowiz non-analogous art

• Inoperable coating of Howell-719’s speaker

• Inoperable coating of Howel-719’s capacitive 
effect switch

• Ground 6 (Blum-130, Howell-719, and 
Sikonowiz)

• Sikonowiz non-analogous art

• Inoperable coating of Blum-130’s controller

EX-1005 (Sikonowiz), FIG. 9-3

EX-1005 (Sikonowiz), FIG. 9-4

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEPaper 1 (Petition), 17; Paper 25 (Sur-reply), 14-26 
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Ground 1 (Howell-719 and Sikonowiz)

Sikonowiz is not from the same field of endeavor as the ‘355 
patent

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX-1001 (‘355 patent), Abstract

EX-1001 (‘355 patent), Abstract

Paper 18 (Response), 31-32; Paper 25 (Sur-reply), 14-18 
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Ground 1 (Howell-719 and Sikonowiz)

Sikonowiz is not from the same field of endeavor as the ‘355 
patent

EX-1002 (Declaration), ¶39

EX-1005 (Sikonowiz), FIG. 9-3

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEPaper 18 (Response), 31-32; Paper 25 (Sur-reply), 14-18 
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Ground 1 (Howell-719 and Sikonowiz)

Sikonowiz is not reasonably pertinent to the problem solved by 
the inventor of the ‘355 patent

EX-1005 (Sikonowiz), FIG. 9-4

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEPaper 18 (Response), 32-33; Paper 25 (Sur-reply), 14-18 
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Ground 1 (Howell-719 and Sikonowiz)

Inoperable coating of Howell-719’s speaker

Paper 1 (Petition), 24 (excerpted)

EX-1004 (Howell-719), ¶50

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEPaper 18 (Response), 34-35; Paper 25 (Sur-reply), 18-21 
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Ground 1 (Howell-719 and Sikonowiz)

Inoperable coating of Howel-719’s capacitor

Paper 1 (Petition), 24

EX-2004 (Oliver Declaration), ¶ 106

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEPaper 18 (Response), 36; Paper 25 (Sur-reply), 21-23 
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Ground 1 (Howell-719 and Sikonowiz)

Sikonowiz teaches ”solder masking” not conformal coating 
masking

EX-1005 (Sikonowiz), 18 (excerpted)

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEPaper 25 (Sur-reply), 20-21 
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Ground 6 (Blum-130, Howell-719, and Sikonowiz)

Inoperable coating of Blum-130’s controller

EX-1006 (Blum-130), 6:53-58

EX-1006 (Blum-130), FIG. 1

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEPaper 18 (Response), 37-39; Paper 25 (Sur-reply), 24-25 
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Ground 6 (Blum-130, Howell-719, and Sikonowiz)

Inoperable coating of Blum-130’s controller

EX-1006 (Blum-130), 6:33-47

EX-1005 (Sikonowiz), 22 (excerpted)

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEPaper 18 (Response), 37-39; Paper 25 (Sur-reply), 24-25 
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Independent claim 13

Claim 13 Limitation

[13P] A method of manufacturing an eyewear system comprising:
[13A] disposing a plurality of electronic components on a capacitive touch switch;
[13B] connecting the plurality of electronic components via electrical connections 

to form an electronic assembly;
[13C] depositing a conformal layer over at least a portion of the electronic

assembly and at least a portion of the capacitive touch switch; and
[13D] coupling the electronic assembly and the capacitive touch switch with the 

conformal layer to an enclosure of an eyewear frame.

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEEX-1001 (‘355 patent), Cl. 13
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Claim 13 is patentable

• Grounds 1 and 3 (Howell-
719, Sikonowiz, and 
Eichelberger)

• Howell-719 does not 
disclose a method of 
manufacture

• Grounds 6 and 7 (Blum-
130, Sikonowiz and 
Howell-719 or 
Eichelberger)

• Blum-130 does not 
disclose a method of 
manufacture

EX-1004 (Howell-719), FIG. 1

EX-1006 (Blum-130), FIG. 1

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEPaper 1 (Petition), 17; Paper 25 (Sur-reply), 26-28 
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Grounds 1 and 3 (Howell-719, Sikonowiz, and Eichelberger)

Howell-719 does not disclose a method of manufacture

EX-1004 (Howell-719), ¶ 18

EX-1004 (Howell-719), ¶ 111

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEPaper 18 (Response), 39-41; Paper 25 (Sur-reply), 27 
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Ground 6, 7 (Blum-130, Sikonowiz and Howell-719 / Eichelberger)

Blum-130 does not disclose a method of manufacture

EX-1006 (Blum-130), 1:51-57

EX-1006 (Blum-130), 1:40-41

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEPaper 18 (Response), 39-41; Paper 25 (Sur-reply), 27-28 


	Patent Owner e-Vision Optics, LLC��U.S. Patent 10,613,355�IPR2024-01069
	Table of Contents – ‘355 Patent
	Independent Claim 14 (Grounds 4-7)
	Independent claim 14
	Claim 14 is patentable
	Grounds 4, 5 (Howell-719, Sikonowiz, and Howell-158 / Blum-130)
	Grounds 4, 5 (Howell-719, Sikonowiz, and Howell-158 / Blum-130)
	Grounds 4, 5 (Howell-719, Sikonowiz, and Howell-158 / Blum-130)
	Grounds 4, 5 (Howell-719, Sikonowiz, and Howell-158 / Blum-130)
	Ground 6 (Blum-130, Howell-719, and Sikonowiz)
	Ground 6 (Blum-130, Howell-719, and Sikonowiz)
	Ground 7 (Blum-130, Eichelberger, and Sikonowiz)
	Ground 7 (Blum-130, Eichelberger, and Sikonowiz)
	Ground 7 (Blum-130, Eichelberger, and Sikonowiz)
	Independent Claim 1 (Grounds 1 and 9)
	Independent claim 1
	Claim 1 is patentable
	Ground 1 (Howell-719 and Sikonowiz)
	Ground 1 (Howell-719 and Sikonowiz)
	Ground 1 (Howell-719 and Sikonowiz)
	Ground 1 (Howell-719 and Sikonowiz)
	Ground 1 (Howell-719 and Sikonowiz)
	Ground 1 (Howell-719 and Sikonowiz)
	Ground 6 (Blum-130, Howell-719, and Sikonowiz)
	Ground 6 (Blum-130, Howell-719, and Sikonowiz)
	Independent Claim 13 (Grounds 1, 3, and 6-7)
	Independent claim 13
	Claim 13 is patentable
	Grounds 1 and 3 (Howell-719, Sikonowiz, and Eichelberger)
	Ground 6, 7 (Blum-130, Sikonowiz and Howell-719 / Eichelberger)

