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I. INTRODUCTION

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.107(a), patent owner Axcess International, Inc.

(“Patent Owner”), submits this Preliminary Response to the Petition for Inter Partes

Review (“Petition”) of U.S. Patent No. 7,286,158 (the “’158 Patent”) (Exhibit 1001

to Petition) filed by Transcore, LP (“Petitioner”). Petitioner challenges claims 1-5,

8-12, and 19-21 of the ’158 Patent based on four grounds. Ground A challenges

claims 1-5 and 8-12 as obvious under 35 U.S.C. § 103 by U.S. Patent No. 5,745,036

to Clare (“Clare”) (Exhibit 1004 to Petition) in light of U.S. Patent No. 6,271,752 to

Vaios (“Vaios”) (Exhibit 1005 to Petition). Ground B challenges claims 19-21 as

obvious under 35 U.S.C. § 103 by Clare in light of European Patent Application No.

0 921 505 to Cox (“Cox”) (Exhibit 1006 to Petition). Ground C challenges claims

1-5 and 8-12 as obvious under 35 U.S.C. § 103 by Clare in light of U.S. Patent No.

6,583,813 to Enright et al. (“Enright”) (Exhibit 1007 to Petition). Ground D

challenges claims 19-21 as obvious under 35 U.S.C. § 103 by Clare in view of itself.

All four grounds advanced by petitioner are based upon flawed assumptions

and legal errors. For example, Petitioner relies on Clare as the primary reference for

all four grounds. However, Clare does not disclose either “integrated remote

monitoring services” or “receiving and storing video data from a video system at the

facility,” and none of the secondary references remedy these defects. For example,

the inventions disclosed in Clare do not “receiv[e] and stor[e] video from a video
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