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I. INTRODUCTION 

All grounds asserted in the Petition rely on Lahti (Ex. 1006) to supply certain 

features of each of independent claims 1, 17, 22, 26, including a server providing 

instructions to a client computing device to cause video data to be captured in 

accordance with predetermined constraint(s) defined by the instructions.   

However, Petitioner has not shown that Ex. 1006 teaches capturing video data 

in accordance with predetermined constraints.  All challenged dependent claims 

depend from independent claims 1, 17, 22, and 26, and therefore, all asserted 

grounds fail to show unpatentability of any challenged claim. 

Patent Owner therefore respectfully asks the Board to uphold the patentability 

of claims 1, 4-5, 8-9, 11-17, 19-26, and 28-30. 

II. THE ’304 PATENT 

The ’304 Patent discloses “receiving and distributing user-generated video 

content.”  See Ex. 1001 at Abstract.  Specifically, the ’304 Patent provides ways to 

facilitate “receiving video data from a client computing device, where the video data 

is captured using a camera connected to the client computing device in accordance 

with instructions executed on the client computing device to provide the video data 

in accordance with predetermined constraints.”  Id.  Figure 1 depicts such a “content 

creation and distribution system (CCDS) 100.”  Id. at 9:44-45. 
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