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I. Introduction.  

The Petition in this case is nothing more than an attempt to contort the 

Bensimon reference to read on the claims of U.S. Patent No. 6,968,459 (the ’459 

patent). It is rife with errors, and Petitioner’s own expert admits that, if it is taken 

literally, the Petition cannot prove anticipation of the ’459 claims.1 Simply put, the 

Petition stretches the law of anticipation too far, and the Board should find all 

remaining challenged claims patentable.  

 The ’459 patent addressed an important technological issue: preventing an 

authorized user from copying secure information to an unsecured removable 

device. The ’459 claims reflect this innovation, requiring that the computer 

prevents writing to devices that do not have security information. Petitioner’s cited 

references do not address that issue, and instead focus on securing removable 

devices against unauthorized users. When those devices are not secured, the cited 

references freely permit both reading and writing operations, unlike the challenged 

claims.  

The Board should reject Petitioner’s application of Bensimon to the claims 

under Ground 1 for four reasons. First, Petitioner relies on an improper and 

convoluted reading of the claims. Second, Petitioner has not shown that 

                                           
1 See Franzon Dep., 74:5–22; 73:5–22. 
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