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I.  Claim Construction 
 

A distinguishing feature of the ’158 Patent deriving priority from U.S. 

provisional application with S/N 60/006,634 filed November 13, 1995—is that the 

claimed real-time Web transaction must occur from a Web application that is a 

Web client and that is displayed in a Web browser.  None of the known prior art 

offers this feature.  In light of the PTAB Decision to Institute, Patent Owner 

respectfully suggests that the Board may have misunderstood some of the points of 

the invention. In light of the same, the Patent Owner seeks to clarify those 

perceived misunderstandings with slightly amended constructions from that 

provided in the Preliminary Response.  The following terms construed together 

convey a clear and accurate understanding of how the claimed inventions differ 

from the prior art.  In light of those differentiations and even in view of the simple 

claim language, claims 4-6 are not rendered obvious by the alleged cited art.  

CLAIM TERM OR PHRASE PATENT OWNER 

CONSTRUCTION 
PTAB CONSTRUCTION 

a) real-time Web 

transaction from a Web 

application;  

b) Web transaction is a 

loan requested from a 

a non-deferred Web 

transaction (requested by 

a Web user)  from an 

application  that is a Web 

client displayed in a Web 

“a software program that 

can be accessed by an 

Internet user.” 

(Petitioner and PTAB 

construed only ‘Web 
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