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I. INTRODUCTION 

All instituted grounds point to MacLaurin for the “tag type indicator . . . 

indicative of a tag source” and “displaying a tag list including tags” (plural) 

limitations.  Petitioners’ Reply only underscores, however, that both of these 

limitations are absent from MacLaurin.   

First, Petitioners resort to a new, overbroad construction of “tag sources” in 

an effort to preserve their strained interpretation of MacLaurin (articulated for the 

first time in the Reply).  Petitioners’ construction effectively reads the “indicative 

of a tag source” limitation out of the claims and should, therefore, be rejected.  

Under the correct construction, MacLaurin’s alleged “tag type indicator[s]” are not 

“indicative of a tag source.”  Petitioners cannot cure this basic deficiency using 

MacLaurin’s external tag sources, Rothmuller, or Plotkin because these other 

embodiments and references also do not disclose “a tag type indicator . . . 

indicative of a tag source,” as claimed. 

Second, Petitioners do not dispute that MacLaurin never displays “a tag list” 

with multiple “tags.”  Petitioners’ obviousness assertions for this limitation are 

conclusory, fail to identify any motivation to stray from MacLaurin’s express 

teachings, and should, therefore, be rejected. 
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