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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

Inventors: Stephen M. Curry, Donald W. § Attorney Docket No.: 
     Loomis, Michael L. Bolan   §       109879-0001-801 
United States Patent No.: 5,949,880  §  
Formerly Application No.: 08/978,798  §  Customer No.  28120 
Issue Date: Sept. 7, 1999  § 
Filing Date: Nov. 26, 1997  § Petitioner:  Branch Banking and  
Former Group Art Unit: 2766  §          Trust Company 
Former Examiner: Gail O. Hayes  § 
 
For:  Transfer of Valuable Information Between a Secure Module and Another Mod-
ule 
 
MAIL STOP PATENT BOARD 
Patent Trial and Appeal Board 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Post Office Box 1450 
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 
 
PETITION FOR COVERED BUSINESS METHOD PATENT REVIEW OF 
UNITED STATES PATENT NO. 5,949,880 PURSUANT TO 35 U.S.C. § 321, 

37 C.F.R. § 42.304 

Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 321 and 37 C.F.R. § 42.304, the undersigned, on behalf 

of and acting in a representative capacity for petitioner, Branch Banking and Trust 

Company (“Petitioner” or “BB&T,” and real party in interest), hereby petitions for 

review under the transitional program for covered business method patents of claims 

1-4 of U.S. Patent No. 5,949,880 (“the ’880 Patent”), issued to Stephen M. Curry et al. 

and currently assigned to Maxim Integrated Products, Inc. (“Maxim,” also referred to 

as “Applicants,” “Patent Owner,” or “Patentee”).  Petitioner hereby asserts that it is 

more likely than not that at least one of the challenged claims is unpatentable for the 

reasons set forth herein and respectfully requests review of, and judgment against, 
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claims 1-4 as unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. §§ 101 and 102.  
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