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I. INTRODUCTION

In just one month, Petitioner Apple Inc. (“Petitioner”) has flooded the Board

with eleven petitions challenging four related patents assigned to Universal Secure

Registry LLC (“Patent Owner”). See IPR2018-00808, IPR2018-00809, IPR2018-

00810, IPR2018-00811, IPR2018-00812, IPR2018-00813, CBM2018-00022,

CBM2018-00023, CBM2018-00024, CBM2018-00025, CBM2018-00026. The

present Petition (Paper 1, IPR2018-00809) is one of three petitions challenging

claims 1, 2, 5-7, 9, 10 and 12 of U.S. Patent No. 9,530,137 (“the ’137 Petition”).

See also IPR2018-00808, CBM2018-00022. Petitioner is unable to muster any

anticipation ground against any claim of the ’137 patent. Instead, each of its

petitions puts forth hindsight combinations that selectively cull components from

prior art references in an attempt to fit the parameters of the patented invention. In

the present case, the Petition attempts to combine “Jakobsson in view of Maritzen”

to invalidate the independent claims—Claims 1 and 12—of the ’137 patent.

Like its other petitions attacking the ’137 patent, this Petition fails for

several independent reasons. First, limitations 1[f], 1[h], and 12[f]1 require a first

device transmit “the one or more signals” to a second device for processing. The

’137 patent makes clear that three separate, and distinct, types of information must

1 Patent Owner’s Preliminary Response adopts the limitation numbering format
(e.g., “limitation 1[a]) used by Petitioner in its Petition.
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