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I. INTRODUCTION 

Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 316(a)(8) and 37 C.F.R. § 42.120, Patent Owner Se-

curus Technologies, Inc. (“Securus” or “Patent Owner”) responds to the Petition 

(Paper 2) (the “Petition”) for inter partes review in IPR2016-01362 filed by Global 

Tel*Link Corporation (“GTL” or “Petitioner”) challenging claims 1-21 of U.S. Pa-

tent No. 9,083,850 (Ex. 1001, hereinafter the “’850 patent”). The Board instituted 

inter partes review (Paper 11) of the ’850 patent based on Grounds 1-5, each of 

which depend on the combination of Garrison and Shipman.  

The ’850 patent claims methods and systems for focusing a video camera in a 

controlled environment visitation system on the authorized user(s) and blurring other 

users and objects by adjusting a depth of field parameter, without the use of prior art 

facial and object recognition techniques. Both of Petitioner’s primary references, 

Shipman and Garrison, disclose techniques that do not adjust a depth of field param-

eter like the claims of the ’850 patent, but instead implement prior art facial and 

object recognition techniques that were disclaimed by the Patent Owner during pros-

ecution and suffer from the very problems solved by the ’850 patent. 

Neither Shipman nor Garrison, alone or in combination, disclose “adjusting a 

depth of field parameter for the video” that focuses “an image of a first object at a 

first distance from the video visitation device” and blurs “an image of a second ob-
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