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I. INTRODUCTION 

The ’826 patent is generally directed to systems and methods for 

authenticating users based on biometric information.  The patent owner, Universal 

Secure Registry, LLC (“USR”), has described the claimed invention similarly, 

asserting that the ’826 patent relates to “an improved distributed authentication 

system that authenticates a user's identity at a handheld device using local 

biometric information, and also remotely authenticates at a second device based on 

authentication information (e.g., a variable one-time token) determined from the 

user's biometric information.”  Plaintiff’s Answer Brief in Opposition to 

Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss (“Opp.”), 13 (Ex-1109).  USR identifies two 

“critical” claim elements: “(1) gathering biometric information while locally 

authenticating the user, preventing unauthorized use of the device; and (2) 

requiring additional remote user authentication by a second device, based on both 

authentication information (e.g., one-time variable token) received from the first 

device, and second authentication information.”  Opp., 15.  

When the ’826 patent was filed, however, authentication of a user’s identity 

based on (1) a local biometric authentication, and (2) a remote user authentication, 

based on a one-time variable token and a second authentication information, were 

well known in the art.  In fact, the prior art is replete with disclosures of systems 

and methods that perform user authentication in this manner.  For example, prior 
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