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Universal Secure Registry LLC (“Patent Owner”) submits this Reply in 

support of its Conditional Motion to Amend, Paper 21 (“MTA”), and in response to 

Petitioner’s Opposition to the MTA, Paper 29 (“Op.”). 

I. INTRODUCTION 

Petitioner’s Opposition to the MTA is without merit: it improperly attacks the 

propriety of Patent Owner’s presentation of the substitute claims, including 

purported violations of duty of candor and the applicability of estoppel; and it also 

improperly incorporates substantive arguments from its Petition and Reply in an 

obvious attempt to circumvent this Board’s order on page limits. See Paper No. 17. 

II. PETITIONER’S ARGUMENTS FOR DENIAL OF MTA BASED ON 
DUTY OF CANDOR VIOLATIONS AND ESTOPPEL LACK MERIT 

Petitioner argues that (1) the MTA should be denied because Patent Owner 

allegedly violated its duty of candor with the Board, and (2) Patent Owner should be 

estopped from amending its claims to include what Petitioner believes is previously 

disclaimed subject matter.  See Op. at 2-4. Petitioner’s contentions are factually and 

legally meritless.  

First, substitute claim 47 does not include amendments that were “previously 

disclaimed in the -023 CBM proceeding.” Id. at 2. Substitute claim 47 unequivocally 

requires that the claimed “account identifying information” include a “public ID 

code that identifies a financial account number.” Paper 21 (MTA) at A3-A4.  A third 
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