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EXHIBIT LIST

The Exhibits referenced in Cardsofi (Assignment for the Benefit of

Creditors), LLC’s Preliminary Response are listed in the Exhibit List being filed

concurrently herewith.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Patent Owner, Cardsoft (Assignment for the Benefit of Creditors), LLC’s

(hereinafter “Cardsoft (ABC)”), respectfully submits this Preliminary Response to

the corrected petition for inter partes review dated May 20, 2014 (“Pet”) of US.

Patent No. 6,934,945 (Petitioner's EX. 1001, hereinafter “the '945 patent”) filed by

First Data Corp. (“First Data” or “Petitioner”). This Preliminary Response is

timely under 35 U.S.C. § 313 and 37 C.F.R. § 42.107(b) as it is being filed within

three months of the Notice of Filing Date mailed May 07, 2014 (“Notice”).

Cardsoft (ABC) believes that the Board should deny institution of this inter

partes review for any one of three reasons. First, the petition was not timely filed

due to a failure to properly serve the patent owner’s address of record. The date of

complete filing including proper service falls outside the one year time period of

35 U.S.C. § 315(b). Second, the petition was not timely filed because a real party

in interest was not named. Including the real party in interest also makes the

petition untimely under 35 U.S.C. § 315(b). Third, the grounds advanced by

Petitioner do not have a reasonable likelihood of prevailing because, inter alia, the

applied art fails to teach or suggest the claimed Virtual message processor. This

Virtual processor is part of a claimed architecture for a Virtual machine residing on

a communication device. As properly construed, even Petitioner does not allege

that the claimed Virtual message processor is taught or suggested. As explained
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