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filed December 1, 2014) 
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Inc., Case No. 1:14-cv-01445-LPS-CJB (D. Del. filed December 
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1011 Claim Construction Order, Yodlee, Inc. v. CashEdge, Inc., No. C 
05-01550 SI, slip op. (N.D. Cal., July 7, 2006) 
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I. INTRODUCTION AND RELIEF REQUESTED 

Plaid Technologies, Inc. (“Petitioner”) hereby petitions for institution of 

inter partes review of U.S. Patent No. 6,199,077 (the “’077 Patent”) (Ex. 1001).  

The ’077 Patent issued on March 6, 2001.  Yodlee, Inc. contends that it is the 

assignee of all right, title and interest in the ‘’077 Patent, but USPTO assignment 

records show that the assignee is Yodlee.com, Inc.  Thus, both parties have been 

named and are referred to collectively as Patent Owner.  Petitioner respectfully 

requests cancellation of claims 1–12 of the ’077 Patent based on the grounds of 

unpatentability herein.  The prior art and other evidence offered with this Petition 

establishes that all elements in the challenged claims of the ’077 Patent were well 

known as of the earliest alleged priority date, and that the claimed methods and 

systems recited in the ’077 Patent are obvious. 

II. GROUNDS FOR STANDING 

Petitioner certifies that the ’077 Patent is available for review under 

35 U.S.C. § 311(c) and that Petitioner is not estopped from requesting an inter 

partes review challenging claims 1–12 on the grounds identified herein. 

III. MANDATORY NOTICES 

Real Party in Interest: Petitioner Plaid Technologies, Inc. 

Related Matters:  Petitioner has been charged with infringement of the ’077 

Patent in the parallel litigation styled Yodlee, Inc. v. Plaid Technologies, Inc., Case 

No. 1:14-cv-01445-LPS-CJB (D. Del.), filed December 1, 2014 (“Co-Pending 
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