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The Board should find that claims 1-21 of the *850 patent are not patentable.
The *850 patent broadly claims old, conventional techniques of adjusting the depth
of field for video (using optical techniques or using digital processing techniques)
and simply places them in the context of a controlled environment. The prior art in
this IPR identified the same problem as the *850 patent and provided the same
solution of focusing some objects while blurring others, teaching all of the claim
elements.

To avoid the compelling evidence showing obviousness, Patent Owner
(“PO”) mainly hangs its rebuttal on a proposed over-narrow interpretation of the
claims that would limit them only to optical adjustments of the properties of a
camera, even though the specification describes, and the claims recite, that
“adjusting the depth of field parameter includes digitally processing the video
received from the video visitation device.”

l. Claim construction.

In its Institution Decision, the Board determined that express constructions
for the claim terms were not necessary. (Institution Decision, 5-6.) In response, PO
attempts to improperly limit the claims.

A.  “adepth of field parameter for the video”

PO argues that the BRI of “a depth of field parameter for the video” is “any

set of properties of a camera system that determines a depth of field.” PO’s
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