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I. INTRODUCTION 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.120(a), The Chamberlain Group, Inc. (“Patent 

Owner”), hereby submits the following Response to the Petition for Inter Partes 

Review (“IPR”) of U.S. Patent No. 7,196,611 (“the ’611 patent”).  

The ’611 patent, entitled “Barrier Movement Operator Human Interface 

Method and Apparatus,” contains 25 claims, of which claims 1, 17, 18, and 21 are 

independent.  On May 16, 2017, the Board instituted the present IPR as to claims 

18-25 of the ’611 patent (the “Challenged Claims”).  See Decision, p. 26.  This 

proceeding is limited to the following two grounds presented in the Petition: 

 Ground 1: Anticipation of claims 18-25 over Schindler; and 

 Ground 2: Obviousness of claims 23-34 over Schindler and LiftMaster. 

As described herein, Petitioner fails to show that any claim of the ’611 

patent is rendered unpatentable by the Schindler alone or in combination with 

LiftMaster.  In light of this failure by Petitioner, Patent Owner respectfully 

requests that the Board find Challenged Claims patentable.   

II. STATEMENT OF RELIEF REQUESTED 

Patent Owner respectfully requests the Board to deny the Petition for the 

following reasons: 
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