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Petitioner’s Reply—which introduces new arguments in violation of the 

Board’s rules—fails to remedy several deficiencies in its Petition. 

I. REBER AND FRANKLIN FAIL TO DISCLOSE ACCOUNT 
IDENTIFYING INFORMATION NOT PROVIDED TO A PROVIDER 

A. Patent Owner Properly Applied Petitioner’s Construction 

Petitioner contradicts itself when it argues that Patent Owner (PO) “Fails to 

Apply the Broadest Reasonable Interpretation of ‘Account Identifying 

Information.’” Reply at 2. It was Petitioner—not Patent Owner—who previously 

argued that “[u]nder the broadest reasonable construction standard, the term 

‘account identifying information’ as used in the ’539 patent means ‘personal 

information about an entity such as name, address, or account number.’” Petition at 

16; see also id. at 21, 37-38. In its Response (POR [Paper 25]), PO showed that, 

under Petitioner’s own proffered construction, both Reber and Franklin fail to 

disclose that account identifying information is not provided to a provider because 

these references each disclose name and/or address information to the provider. POR 

at 27-32. Thus, PO’s analysis simply applied Petitioner’s construction, and did not 

“improperly narrow the claims.” Reply at 2. 

Backtracking on its own construction, Petitioner first contends that “claim 4 

of the ’539 patent explicitly requires the secure registry to transmit address 

information to the provider,” and, consequently, “independent claim 1 must be 
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