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1. Background
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Claims 3, 10 and 17: Section 112Ground 1

Claims 15, 17 and 19: Bruning

(102)
Ground 2

Claims 1-3, 5, 7-10, 12, 14-17, 

and 19: Bruning in view of 

Evanicky

Ground 3

Claims 1-2, 5, 7-9, 12, 14-16, and 

19: Doheny (102)
Ground 4

Claims 1-2, 5, 7-9, 12, 14-16, and 

19: Van Winkle (103)
Ground 5

Claims 1-3, 5, 7-10, 12, 14-17 

and 10: Bruning in view of Lee
Ground 6

Petition, 4-5

Multi-Voltage and Multi-Brightness 

LED Lighting Devices And Methods Of 

Using Same 
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’705 Patent Representative Claim 1
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POR, 5
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EX2047 [Neikirk Dep. Tr.], 85:16-86:7; POR 32 

EX1001 [’705 Patent], 8:10-15; POR 32 

Q: I was wondering which embodiment or embodiments 

is column 8, lines 3 through 14 related to?

A. … The third sentence, I guess it's the last sentence of

the paragraph, the packages can be of varied makeup,

can be combined with each other. Again, that would

apply to any of them.
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2. Claim Construction 

Lynk Exhibit 2054 
Home Depot v. Lynk Labs 

PGR2023-00016, Page 7 of 45



Overview

PATENT OWNER DEMONSTRATIVE 

EXHIBITS - NOT EVIDENCE
PGR2023-00016 Slide 8

A. “Forward Voltage”
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Patent Owner Construction Petitioner’s Constructions

Operating voltage for the 

claimed LED circuit

the minimum voltage 

difference required 

between the anode and 

cathode of the LEDs in the 

claimed circuit to allow 

current to flow through the 

LEDs

or

a voltage in a diode’s 

forward direction.”

POR, 8

Petition, 24-25
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Forward Voltage
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Patent Owner Construction

Operating voltage for the 

claimed LED circuit

POR, 8

EX1001 [‘705 Patent], Claim 3

’705 Patent Claim 3
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Forward Voltage
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EX1001 [‘705 Patent], Claim 3

Representative Claim 3
Petitioner’s First 

Construction

Petition, 24

the minimum voltage 

difference required 

between the anode and 

cathode of the LEDs in the 

claimed circuit to allow 

current to flow through the 

LEDs “It is a ‘bedrock principle’ of patent law that ‘the 

claims of a patent define the invention to which 

the patentee is entitled the right to exclude.’”

Phillips, 415 F.3 at 1312 (POR, 12)

“[A] construction that renders the claimed 

invention inoperable should be viewed with 

extreme skepticism.”

Talbert, 275 F.3d at 1376 (Sur-reply, 4)
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Forward Voltage

PATENT OWNER DEMONSTRATIVE 

EXHIBITS - NOT EVIDENCE
PGR2023-00016 Slide 12

EX1001 [‘705 Patent], 3:15-17; POR, 12

Petitioner’s First 

Construction

Petition, 24

the minimum voltage 

difference required 

between the anode and 

cathode of the LEDs in the 

claimed circuit to allow 

current to flow through the 

LEDs

EX1001 [‘705 Patent], 6:50-56; POR, 14

“there is a strong presumption against a claim 

construction that excludes a disclosed embodiment.”

Nobel Biocare, 903 F.3d at 1381; POR, 13
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Forward Voltage
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EX1001 [‘705 Patent], 3:15-20; Reply, 4

Petitioner’s Position

Reply, 4

“the patentee must ‘clearly express an intent’ to 

redefine the term.”

Thorner, 669 F.3d at 1365; Sur-Reply, 5

“The references to ‘multi-

voltage’ are explicitly

defined to refer to the 

parallel/serial embodiment 

which configuration is

determined during 

manufacture. EX1001, 

3:15-20” 

There Is No “Explicit Definition”

“One of the cardinal sins of patent law [is] 

reading a limitation from the written description 

into the claims.”

Phillips, 415 F.3d at 1320; POR, 14
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EX2051, 6-7; Sur-Reply, 7-8

Extrinsic Evidence

Exhibit 2051 (All About Circuits Textbook)

“Actually, forward voltage drop is more 

complex.  An equation describes the exact 

current through the diode, given the voltage 

dropped across the junction, the temperature 

of the junction, and several physical 

constants.  It is commonly known as the 

diode equation … Just understand that the 

voltage dropped across a current-conducting 

diode does change with the amount of 

current going through it…”
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EX2036, 10; Sur-Reply, 10; POR, 16-17

Extrinsic Evidence

Exhibit 2036 (Samsung Datasheet)

EX2047 [Neikirk Dep. Tr.], 80:4-5; POR, 16

“This graph [in EX2036] illustrates 

that you can apply a whole range of 

voltages in the forward direction.”

Forward Voltage Range
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There Is No Prosecution History Disclaimer

Phillips, 415 F.3d at 1317, Sur-reply, 11

“[B]ecause the prosecution history represents an ongoing negotiation 

between the PTO and the applicant, rather than the final product of that 

negotiation, it often lacks the clarity of the specification and thus is less 

useful for claim construction purposes.

“Where an applicant’s statements are amenable to multiple reasonable 

interpretations, they cannot be deemed clear and unmistakable.”

3M, 725 F.3d at 1326, Sur-reply, 11

“[A] construction that renders the claimed invention inoperable should 

be viewed with extreme skepticism.”

Talbert, 275 F.3d at 1376, Sur-reply, 11

Individor, 930 F.3d at 1342, Sur-reply, 11-12

a claim is not impossible where “the only sensible reading of the claim” is 

clearly possible.
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There Is No Prosecution History Disclaimer

EX1023, 9; POR, 22-23

EX1023, 1; POR, 22-23
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Forward Voltage
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There Is No Prosecution History Disclaimer

EX1001 [‘705 Patent], claim 3; POR, 22-23

’705 Patent Claim 3

EX1023, 1; POR, 22-23
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Forward Voltage
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Petitioner’s Alternate Construction Is Incorrect

EX2045 [Ducharme Decl.], ¶96

“The forward voltage cannot be just any 

voltage because when the forward voltage is 

outside of the operating range of the LED 

circuit, the LED circuit will not provide light or 

will otherwise not operate. For example, at 

high voltages and currents, the LED would short 

or burn out.”
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B. “Switch”
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C. “Selectable by a User Switching the Switch”
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EX1001 [’705 Patent], Claim 1
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3. The ‘705 Patent Is Not Eligible For PGR
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EX1014 [’215 Provisional], [Para 22], POR, 34

“wherein the switch is electrically connected between the DC voltage 

output and at least one of the first operating LED circuit or the at least one 

additional LED circuit”

EX1018 [’597 PCT], [Para 15], Reply, 17
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Claims 1-20 Are Supported By Pre-AIA Applications
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EX1003 [File History], 183, Sur-reply, 16; Reply, 11

“wherein the switch is electrically connected between the DC voltage 

output and at least one of the first operating LED circuit or the at least one 

additional LED circuit”
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Claims 1-20 Are Supported By Pre-AIA Applications
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EX2045 [Ducharme Decl.], ¶112; Sur-reply, 17

“wherein the switch is electrically connected between the DC voltage 

output and at least one of the first operating LED circuit or the at least one 

additional LED circuit”

112. The “dimmer switch” is “coupled to an “LED circuit driver.” An LED circuit

driver has an input and an output. The “dimmer switch” adjusts “the output of the

LED circuit driver.” A broad interpretation of this disclosure teaches that the

dimmer switch can be placed at the input or the output of the LED circuit driver.

A narrow interpretation of this disclosure teaches the dimmer switch must be

placed at the output of the LED circuit driver. Either way, the disclosure teaches a

POSITA that a dimmer switch can be placed at the output of an LED circuit

driver. Therefore, the ’215 Provisional clearly teaches the dimmer switch can be

placed at the output of the LED driver. Further, this knowledge was clearly within

the possession of the inventor at the time.
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EX1018 [Para 15]; Sur-reply, 19

EX1001 [‘705 Patent], Claim 3

’705 Patent Claim 3
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EX1014 [’215 Provisional] [Para 21]; POR, 51-52

EX1018 [Para 15]; Sur-reply, 19; POR, 52-53
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POR, 53

Claims 3, 10 and 17 Are Possible
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Indivior, 930 F.3d at 1342, Sur-reply, 23

A claim is not impossible where “the only sensible reading of the 

claim” is clearly possible

“[A] construction that renders the claimed invention inoperable should be 

viewed with extreme skepticism.”

Talbert, 275 F.3d at 1376; Sur-reply, 23
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Claims 4, 11, and 18 Are Possible

Sur-Reply, 23 
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EX1020 [’001 Patent], claim 1;  POR, 58 

EX1018 [’597 PCT], [Para 18];  Sur-reply, 25
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EX1020 [’001 Patent], claim 15

EX1014 [’215 Provisional], [Para 22], Sur-reply, 26; POR, 60-61 
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EX1020 [’001 Patent], claim 6

POR, 63
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4. Ground 1: Claims 3, 10 and 17 Are Not Impossible
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EX1001 [’705 Patent], Claim 3, POR 64

’705 Patent Claim 3

“It is highly disfavored to construe terms in a way that 

renders them void, meaningless, or superfluous”

Wasica, 853 F.3d at 1288 n.10; POR, 64-65
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EX1001 [’705 Patent], 3:15-23; POR, 68-69

’705 Patent, 3:15-23
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5. Ground 2
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6. Grounds 3 and 6
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Pet., 54

Not selectable by a user 

switching the switch

Not electrically connected 

between the DC voltage 

output and LED circuits

POR, 70-71

POR, 70-71
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Grounds 3 and 6

PATENT OWNER DEMONSTRATIVE 

EXHIBITS - NOT EVIDENCE
PGR2023-00016 Slide 41

POR, 71

Claims 2, 9 and 16: “wherein the switch has at least two positions”
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7. Grounds 4 and 5
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• Priority for ’705 Patent 

back to at least May 28, 

2010

• Doheny’s earliest 

effective filing date is 

February 19, 2016

POR, 71-72

EX1011 [Doheny]
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Pre-AIA Applications Provide Written Description Support

EX1018 [‘597 PCT], [0015]; POR, 82

EX1015 [‘215 Provisional], [0022]; POR, 82
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• Priority for ’705 Patent 

back to at least May 28, 

2010

• Van Winkle’s earliest 

effective filing date is 

January 13, 2017

POR, 97

EX1012 [Van Winkle]

Lynk Exhibit 2054 
Home Depot v. Lynk Labs 

PGR2023-00016, Page 45 of 45




