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Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. §§ 311-319 and 37 C.F.R. Part 42, Securus 

Technologies, Inc. (“Securus”) respectfully requests institution of inter partes 

review and cancellation of claims 1-20 of the ’031 patent titled “Voice Message 

Exchange.” According to U.S. Patent and Trademark Office assignment records, the 

’031 patent is owned by Global Tel*Link Corporation (“GTL”).  

I. MANDATORY NOTICES (37 C.F.R. § 42.8) 

A. Real Party-In-Interest (37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(1)) 

Securus is the real party-in-interest for this Petition. 

B. Related Matters (37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(2)) 

The ’031 patent has pending related applications U.S. App. 14/626,781, U.S. 

App. 14/626,804, and U.S. App. 14/946,361. The ’031 patent is currently the subject 

of a claim of patent infringement brought by the assignee of the ’031 patent, Global 

Tel*Link Corporation against Petitioner, captioned Securus Techs., Inc. v. Global 

Tel*Link Corp., U.S. District Court for the Northern District of Texas, Case 

No. 3:16-cv-01338. 

C. Counsel and Service Information (37 C.F.R. §§ 42.8(b)(3-4)) 

Securus designates the following counsel at the addresses shown below and 

consents to electronic service at the email addresses below including a courtesy copy 

to SecurusIPRCounsel@bcpc-law.com. 

Lead Counsel: Justin B. Kimble (Reg. No. 58,591) 

 Phone: 214.785.6673 

 Email: jkimble@bcpc-law.com 
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