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Application No. Applicant(s)
. 12/323,175 DICKELMAN, MARK
Notice of Abandonment Exarminer ArLUnit
KITO R. ROBINSON 3695

-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address--
This application is abandoned in view of:

1. X Applicant’s failure to timely file a proper reply to the Office letter mailed on 13 October 2016.

(a) [ A reply was received on (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated ), which is after the expiration of the
period for reply (including a total extension of time of month(s)) which expired on
(b) [J A proposed reply was received on , but it does not constitute a proper reply under 37 CFR 1.113 to the final rejection.

(A proper reply under 37 CFR 1.113 to a final rejection consists only of: (1) a timely filed amendment which places the
application in condition for allowance; (2) a timely filed Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee); or (3) if this is utility or plant
application, a timely filed Request for Continued Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114. Note that RCEs are not
permitted in design applications.)

(c) [ A reply was received on but it does not constitute a proper reply, or a bona fide attempt at a proper reply, to the non-final
rejection. See 37 CFR 1.85(a) and 1.111. (See explanation in box 7 below).

(d) X No reply has been received.

2. [ Applicant's failure to timely pay the required issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, within the statutory period of three months
from the mailing date of the Notice of Allowance (PTOL-85).

(a) [ The issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, was received on (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated
), which is after the expiration of the statutory period for payment of the issue fee (and publication fee) set in the Notice of
Allowance (PTOL-85).

(b) [J The submitted fee of $ is insufficient. A balance of § is due.
The issue fee required by 37 CFR 1.18is $ . The publication fee, if required by 37 CFR 1.18(d), is $ .
(c) [ The issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, has not been received.

3.0 Applicant’s failure to timely file corrected drawings as required by, and within the three-month period set in, the Notice of
Allowability (PTO-37).

(a) [J Proposed corrected drawings were received on (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated ), which is after
the expiration of the period for reply.

(b) [J No corrected drawings have been received.

4. [] The letter of express abandonment which is signed by the attorney or agent of record or other party authorized under 37 CFR
1.33(b). See 37 CFR 1.138(b).

5. [ The letter of express abandonment which is signed by an attorney or agent (acting in a representative capacity under 37 CFR
1.34) upon the filing of a continuing application.

6. [] The decision by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interference rendered on and because the period for seeking court review
of the decision has expired and there are no allowed claims.

7. X The reason(s) below:

Called applicant's attorney on 02/06/2017 but received no answer.

/KITO R ROBINSON/
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3695

Petitions to revive under 37 CFR 1.137, or requests to withdraw the holding of abandonment under 37 CFR 1.181, should be promptly filed to minimize
any negative effects on patent term.

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL-1432 (Rev. 07-14) Notice of Abandonment Part of Paper No. 20170206




Confirmation No. 7315 PATENT
IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Applicant: DICKELMAN Examiner: Robinson, Kito R.

Serial No.: 12/323,175 Group Art Unit: 3695

Filed: November 25, 2008 Docket No.: USBC.009PA

Title: SYSTEMS, DEVICES AND METHODS FOR COMPUTER
AUTOMATED ASSISTANCE FOR DISPARATE NETWORKS AND
INTERNET INTERFACES

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE TO THE USPTO
INTERVIEW SUMMARY DATED OCTOBER 13, 2016

glaﬂ Stop AF ; Customer No.
ommissioner for Patents
P.O. Box 1450 40581

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

Dear Examiner:

Applicant’s representative appreciated the telephone Interview with the Examiner
on October 6, 2016, regarding the above-identified patent application, the Final Office
Action and the Response filed on September 21, 2016. This telephone Interview was
attended by attorney Abigail A. Tyson (Reg. No. 72.266), and Examiner Kito R. Robinson.

Applicant has reviewed the PTO Interview Summary and Advisory Action dated
October 13, 2016. Applicant respectfully disagrees with the remarks presented therein, and
maintains the position and traversals as presented in its Response to the Final Office
Action. Applicant respectfully submits that the comments in the Interview Summary
continue to distort the guidelines and law regarding a properly analysis of § 101 (see, e.g.,
“directed to” and “directed toward” and references to conventional/nonconventional in the

context of § 103 as opposed to § 101).



Serial No.: 12/323,175
Docket No.: USBC.009PA

The Examiner is encouraged to contact the undersigned attorney if there is any
question regarding this communication, or if there are other matters which can be addressed

by telephone.

Respectfully submitted,

CRAWFORD MAUNU PLLC

1150 Northland Drive, Suite 100
St. Paul, MN 55120
651/259-2300

Dated: October /_7, 2016 By: I & ‘
Lf{zbe\h T Crawford
Reg. No. 32,122
Abigail A. Tyson
Reg. No. 72,266
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New Applications Under 35 U.S.C. 111

If a new application is being filed and the application includes the necessary components for a filing date (see 37 CFR
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National Stage of an International Application under 35 U.S.C. 371

If a timely submission to enter the national stage of an international application is compliant with the conditions of 35
U.S.C. 371 and other applicable requirements a Form PCT/DO/EO/903 indicating acceptance of the application as a
national stage submission under 35 U.S.C. 371 will be issued in addition to the Filing Receipt, in due course.

New International Application Filed with the USPTO as a Receiving Office

If a new international application is being filed and the international application includes the necessary components for
an international filing date (see PCT Article 11 and MPEP 1810}, a Notification of the International Application Number
and of the International Filing Date (Form PCT/RO/105) will be issued in due course, subject to prescriptions concerning
national security, and the date shown on this Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the international filing date of
the application.
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Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

Notice of the Office communication was sent electronically on above-indicated "Notification Date" to the

following e-mail address(es):
USPTO-patent @ip-firm.com

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)



Application No. Applicant(s)

) .. ) 12/323,175 DICKELMAN, MARK
Applicant-Initiated Interview Summary

Examiner Art Unit

KITO R. ROBINSON 3695

All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel):

(1) KITO R. BOBINSON. (3) .

(2) ABIGAIL TYSON (REG. NO. 72.266). (4) .

Date of Interview: 06 October 2016.

Type: [X Telephonic [] Video Conference
[ Personal [copy given to: [] applicant  [] applicant’s representative]

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: [ Yes X No.
If Yes, brief description:

Issues Discussed [XJ101 [J112 [J102 []103 []Others
(For each of the checked box(es) above, please describe below the issue and detailed description of the discussion)
Claim(s) discussed: 1.

Identification of prior art discussed: None.

Substance of Interview
(For each issue discussed, provide a detailed description and indicate if agreement was reached. Some topics may include: identification or clarification of a
reference or a portion thereof, claim interpretation, proposed amendments, arguments of any applied references etc...)

We discussed the 101 rejection and proposed amendments. No agreement was reached. .

Applicant recordation instructions: The formal written reply to the last Office action must include the substance of the interview. (See MPEP
section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, applicant is given a non-extendable period of the longer of one month or
thirty days from this interview date, or the mailing date of this interview summary form, whichever is later, to file a statement of the substance of the
interview

Examiner recordation instructions: Examiners must summarize the substance of any interview of record. A complete and proper recordation of the
substance of an interview should include the items listed in MPEP 713.04 for complete and proper recordation including the identification of the
general thrust of each argument or issue discussed, a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed regarding patentability and the
general results or outcome of the interview, to include an indication as to whether or not agreement was reached on the issues raised.

] Attachment

/KITO R ROBINSON/
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3695

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL-413 (Rev. 8/11/2010) Interview Summary Paper No. 20161006




Summary of Record of Interview Requirements

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record
A complete written statement as to the substance of any face-to-face, video conference, or telephone interview with regard to an application must be made of record in the
application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview.

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews
Paragraph (b)

In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the interview as
warranting favorable action must be filed by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§ 1.111, 1.135. (35 U.S.C. 132)

37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted in writing.
All business with the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or agents at the Patent and
Trademark Office is unnecessary. The action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively on the written record in the Office. No attention will be paid to
any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt.

The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews.

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file, unless
the examiner indicates he or she will do so. It is the examiner’s responsibility to see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies
which bear directly on the question of patentability.

Examiners must complete an Interview Summary Form for each interview held where a matter of substance has been discussed during the
interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks. Discussions regarding only procedural matters, directed solely to restriction
requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise provided for in Section 812.01 of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, or pointing
out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like, are excluded from the interview recordation procedures below. Where the
substance of an interview is completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record is required.

The Interview Summary Form shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the
“Contents” section of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or agent) at the
conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy is mailed to the applicant’s correspondence address
either with or prior to the next official communication. If additional correspondence from the examiner is not likely before an allowance or if other
circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official communication.

The Form provides for recordation of the following information:

— Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number)

—Name of applicant

—Name of examiner

—Date of interview

—Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal)

—Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.)

— An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted

— An identification of the specific prior art discussed

— Anindication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by
attachment of a copy of amendments or claims agreed as being allowable). Note: Agreement as to allowability is tentative and does
not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary.

—The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action)

It is desirable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case. It
should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Form will not normally be considered a complete and proper recordation of the interview
unless it includes, or is supplemented by the applicant or the examiner to include, all of the applicable items required below concerning the
substance of the interview.

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items:

1) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted,

2) an identification of the claims discussed,

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed,

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the

Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner,

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner,

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the principal arguments made to the
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emphasize and fully
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.)

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described in the Interview Summary Form completed by

the examiner.

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant’s record of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complete and
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record.

Examiner to Check for Accuracy

If the claims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth the examiner’s version of the
statement attributed to him or her. If the record is complete and accurate, the examiner should place the indication, “Interview Record OK” on the
paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner’s initials.



Application No. Applicant(s)
Advisory Action 12/323,175 DICKELMAN, MARK
Before the Filing of an Appeal Brief Examiner Art Unit ATA (First Inventor to File) Status
KITO R. ROBINSON 3695 No

--The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address --

THE REPLY FILED 21 September 2016 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE.
NO NOTICE OF APPEAL FILED
1. X The reply was filed after a final rejection. No Notice of Appeal has been filed. To avoid abandonment of this application, applicant must timely file one
of the following replies: (1) an amendment, affidavit, or other evidence, which places the application in condition for allowance;
(2) a Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee) in compliance with 37 CFR 41.31; or (3) a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37
CFR 1.114 if this is a utility or plant application. Note that RCEs are not permitted in design applications. The reply must be filed within one of the
following time periods:
a) |:| The period for reply expires months from the mailing date of the final rejection.
b) & The period for reply expires on: (1) the mailing date of this Advisory Action; or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection, whichever is later. In
no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection.
c) D A prior Advisory Action was mailed more than 3 months after the mailing date of the final rejection in response to a first after-final reply filed
within 2 months of the mailing date of the final rejection. The current period for reply expires months from the mailing date of
the prior Advisory Action or SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection, whichever is earlier.
Examiner Note: If box 1 is checked, check either box (a), (b) or (c). ONLY CHECK BOX (b) WHEN THIS ADVISORY ACTION IS THE
FIRST RESPONSE TO APPLICANT'S EIRST AFTER-FINAL REPLY WHICH WAS FILED WITHIN TWO MONTHS OF THE FINAL
REJECTION. ONLY CHECK BOX (c) IN THE LIMITED SITUATION SET FORTH UNDER BOX (c). See MPEP 706.07(f).
Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR 1.136(a). The date on which the petition under 37 CFR 1.136(a) and the appropriate extension
fee have been filed is the date for purposes of determining the period of extension and the corresponding amount of the fee. The appropriate
extension fee under 37 CFR 1.17(a) is calculated from: (1) the expiration date of the shortened statutory period for reply originally set in the final
Office action; or (2) as set forth in (b) or (c) above, if checked. Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of the
final rejection, even if timely filed, may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b).
NOTICE OF APPEAL
2. [] The Notice of Appeal was filed on . A brief in compliance with 37 CFR 41.37 must be filed within two months of the date of filing the
Notice of Appeal (37 CFR 41.37(a)), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 41.37(e)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. Since a Notice of Appeal
has been filed, any reply must be filed within the time period set forth in 37 CFR 41.37(a).
AMENDMENTS

3. |:| The proposed amendments filed after a final rejection, but prior to the date of filing a brief, will not be entered because

a) |:| They raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below);

b) |:| They raise the issue of new matter (see NOTE below);

c) |:| They are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the issues for
appeal; and/or

d) |:| They present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims.
NOTE: . (See 37 CFR 1.116 and 41.33(a)).

4.[] The amendments are not in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121. See attached Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment (PTOL-324).

5. |:| Applicant’s reply has overcome the following rejection(s):

6. |:| Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment canceling the non-
allowable claim(s).

7. |Z For purposes of appeal, the proposed amendment(s): (a) [] will not be entered, or (b) [XI will be entered, and an explanation of how the
new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended.

AFFIDAVIT OR OTHER EVIDENCE

8. |:| A declaration(s)/affidavit(s) under 37 CFR 1.130(b) was/were filed on .

9. [ The affidavit or other evidence filed after final action, but before or on the date of filing a Notice of Appeal will not be entered because
applicant failed to provide a showing of good and sufficient reasons why the affidavit or other evidence is necessary and was not earlier
presented. See 37 CFR 1.116(e).

10. [ The affidavit or other evidence filed after the date of filing the Notice of Appeal, but prior to the date of filing a brief, will not be entered
because the affidavit or other evidence failed to overcome all rejections under appeal and/or appellant fails to provide a showing of good and
sufficient reasons why it is necessary and was not earlier presented. See 37 CFR 41.33(d)(1).

11. [J The affidavit or other evidence is entered. An explanation of the status of the claims after entry is below or attached.

REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION/OTHER

12. [ The request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because:

See Continuation Sheet.

13. [J Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s). (PTO/SB/08) Paper No(s).

14. [{] Other: PTO-2323 & PTO-413.

STATUS OF CLAIMS

15. The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows:

Claim(s) allowed:

Claim(s) objected to: .

Claim(s) rejected: 9-13 and 18-24.

Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 1-8 and 14-17.

/KITO R ROBINSON/
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3695

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL-303 (Rev. 08-2013) Advisory Action Before the Filing of an Appeal Brief Part of Paper No. 20161006



Continuation Sheet (PTOL-303) Application No. 12/323,175

Continuation of 12. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: The after final amendments will be entered but
they do not overcome the 101 rejection. Applicant argues, "Applicant submits that the analysis of the Office Action falls short because it
relies upon an alleged abstract concept and does not consider a substantive part of the claim limitations. That is, the Office Action has not
considered whether the character of the claims as a whole are directed to exclude subject matter. In pertinent part, the Office Action (p. 4)
has alleged that the claims are directed to the abstract idea of managing settlement risk through an intermediary. In the interest of
facilitating compact prosecution, Applicant has amended independent claim 9 to explicitly recite the secure communication between the
disparate and autonomous payment networks of the buyer and the seller, and further notes that the Office Action has ignored a significant
portion of the relevant clause at issue and thereby ignored substantive limitations. Thus, the provided rejection in the Office Action has
abstracted back from the actual claim limitations to arrive at an abstract concept that is much broader than anything actually claimed. This
type of generalization could be done in virtually any patent claim ever written, and cannot possibly be the proper approach. Applicant
respectfully maintains that the claims are not merely directed toward the concept of "intermediated settlement". Rather, Applicant
respectfully submits that the skilled artisan would readily understand that the claims, and as supported by Applicant's specification, are
directed toward improving existing payment networks utilizing at least one computer that transforms data from and communicates between
a social network website and multiple payment networks (e.g., via the seller and the buyer payment networks). This invention is not just a
broad (abstract) concept, nor is it merely limited to conventional computer functions.”

The Examiner respectfully disagrees. Claim 9 is directed to a purchase transaction involving products or services from a social network
website. Claim 9 recites communicating a particular user-identifier corresponding to a particular user and user profile (i.e. transmitting
data), communication data for a purchase transaction to be made by the user (i.e. transmitting data), receiving data for the purchase
transaction (i.e. receiving data), receiving data for the purchase transaction from the particular user via a website page of a facilitator or the
social network website (i.e. receiving data), verifying the purchase transaction by comparing, for consistency, the data (i.e. comparing
data), identifying an assignment between the particular user-identifier and a plurality of disparate payment network identifiers (i.e.
organizing data by an identifier and using rules to identify option); identifying the particular user using the particular payment network
identifier (i.e. organizing data by an identifier and using rules to identify options); selecting a payment network identifier from the plurality of
disparate payment network identifiers (i.e. using rules to identify options); securely outputting and submitting the purchase transaction data
to a payment network that corresponds to the selected payment network identifier according to the payment network and as part of a
request to debit the purchase amount (i.e. fundamental economic practice); and authorizing the purchase transaction in response to an
authorization provided by the payment network corresponding to the selected payment network identifier, and outputting data indicative of
the authorization (fundamental economic practice). This is the organization and comparison of data, as well as, managing settlement risk
through an intermediary, i.e., intermediated settlement. The computer acts as the intermediary in the claimed method, the claims do no
more than implement the abstract idea of intermediated settlement on a generic computer. Using a computer to communicate from social
network website and receiving data from a social network website, are basic functions of a computer. The same is true with respect to the
use of a computer to identify data, verify data (i.e. compare data) and transmit data. All of these computer functions are well-understood,
routine, conventional activities previously known to the industry. Each step does no more than require a generic computer to perform
generic computer functions. Claims 9-13 and 18-24 do not require any nonconventional computer, network, or display components, or even
a "non-conventional and non-generic arrangement of known, conventional pieces," but require the functions of receiving, comparing and
transmitting data "on a set of generic computer components. Nothing in the claims, understood in light of the specification, requires
anything other than off-the-shelf, conventional computer, network, and display technology for receiving, comparing and transmitting the
desired information. Therefore, the focus of the claims is hot on such an improvement in computers as tools, but on certain independently
abstract ideas that use computers as tools. For these reasons applications arguments are not persuasive..



Application No. Applicant(s)

) .. ) 12/323,175 DICKELMAN, MARK
Applicant-Initiated Interview Summary

Examiner Art Unit

KITO R. ROBINSON 3695

All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel):

(1) KITO R. BOBINSON. (3) .

(2) ABIGAIL TYSON (REG. NO. 72.266). (4) .

Date of Interview: 06 October 2016.

Type: [X Telephonic [] Video Conference
[ Personal [copy given to: [] applicant  [] applicant’s representative]

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: [ Yes X No.
If Yes, brief description:

Issues Discussed [XJ101 [J112 [J102 []103 []Others
(For each of the checked box(es) above, please describe below the issue and detailed description of the discussion)
Claim(s) discussed: 1.

Identification of prior art discussed: None.

Substance of Interview
(For each issue discussed, provide a detailed description and indicate if agreement was reached. Some topics may include: identification or clarification of a
reference or a portion thereof, claim interpretation, proposed amendments, arguments of any applied references etc...)

We discussed the 101 rejection and proposed amendments. No agreement was reached. .

Applicant recordation instructions: The formal written reply to the last Office action must include the substance of the interview. (See MPEP
section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, applicant is given a non-extendable period of the longer of one month or
thirty days from this interview date, or the mailing date of this interview summary form, whichever is later, to file a statement of the substance of the
interview

Examiner recordation instructions: Examiners must summarize the substance of any interview of record. A complete and proper recordation of the
substance of an interview should include the items listed in MPEP 713.04 for complete and proper recordation including the identification of the
general thrust of each argument or issue discussed, a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed regarding patentability and the
general results or outcome of the interview, to include an indication as to whether or not agreement was reached on the issues raised.

] Attachment

/KITO R ROBINSON/
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3695

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL-413 (Rev. 8/11/2010) Interview Summary Paper No. 20161006




Summary of Record of Interview Requirements

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record
A complete written statement as to the substance of any face-to-face, video conference, or telephone interview with regard to an application must be made of record in the
application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview.

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews
Paragraph (b)

In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the interview as
warranting favorable action must be filed by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§ 1.111, 1.135. (35 U.S.C. 132)

37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted in writing.
All business with the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or agents at the Patent and
Trademark Office is unnecessary. The action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively on the written record in the Office. No attention will be paid to
any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt.

The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews.

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file, unless
the examiner indicates he or she will do so. It is the examiner’s responsibility to see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies
which bear directly on the question of patentability.

Examiners must complete an Interview Summary Form for each interview held where a matter of substance has been discussed during the
interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks. Discussions regarding only procedural matters, directed solely to restriction
requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise provided for in Section 812.01 of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, or pointing
out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like, are excluded from the interview recordation procedures below. Where the
substance of an interview is completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record is required.

The Interview Summary Form shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the
“Contents” section of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or agent) at the
conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy is mailed to the applicant’s correspondence address
either with or prior to the next official communication. If additional correspondence from the examiner is not likely before an allowance or if other
circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official communication.

The Form provides for recordation of the following information:

— Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number)

—Name of applicant

—Name of examiner

—Date of interview

—Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal)

—Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.)

— An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted

— An identification of the specific prior art discussed

— Anindication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by
attachment of a copy of amendments or claims agreed as being allowable). Note: Agreement as to allowability is tentative and does
not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary.

—The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action)

It is desirable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case. It
should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Form will not normally be considered a complete and proper recordation of the interview
unless it includes, or is supplemented by the applicant or the examiner to include, all of the applicable items required below concerning the
substance of the interview.

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items:

1) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted,

2) an identification of the claims discussed,

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed,

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the

Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner,

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner,

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the principal arguments made to the
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emphasize and fully
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.)

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described in the Interview Summary Form completed by

the examiner.

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant’s record of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complete and
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record.

Examiner to Check for Accuracy

If the claims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth the examiner’s version of the
statement attributed to him or her. If the record is complete and accurate, the examiner should place the indication, “Interview Record OK” on the
paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner’s initials.
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In the Claims:

This listing replaces all prior versions.

1. (Withdrawn) A computer-implemented method for facilitating payment being provided between
disparate payment networks of buyers and sellers, the method using a computer-arrangement to
interface with a social website that has user profiles, each user profile corresponding to a user
identifier, and for use with a seller website that offers products or services for purchase by users and
that generates transaction data for a current user accessing the website, the method comprising:

communicating, to the computer-arrangement, a current user identifier corresponding to a
current user profile and the transaction data;

selecting, using the computer-arrangement, a buyer payment network from a plurality of
disparate buyer payment networks that are each associated with the current user identifier; and

based upon the selection, formatting the transaction data to facilitate payment against the

selected buyer payment network.

2. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein facilitating the payment against the selected buyer
payment network includes a payment to a seller account held at a payment network that is disparate

from the selected buyer payment network.

3. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the step of communicating further includes

communicating a transaction identifier, a transaction amount and a seller identifier.

4. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the current user identifier is verified using log-in

identification and password data.

5. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the social website provides the buyer with a
customizable display having information that can be viewed by selected other users of the social

website.
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6. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the step of communicating is responsive to the

buyer selecting a seller website from an advertisement provided on the social website.

7. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the step of formatting the transaction data further
includes accessing stored buyer profile data that includes account information for the selected buyer

payment network.

8. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the seller does not receive buyer account

information about the selected buyer network.

9. (Currently Amended) For use with a social network website that implements user profiles, each
user profile having a user identifier, and with transactions involving products or services offered for
purchase by users at seller websites, a method implemented using one or more processor circuits
and comprising:
communicating, from the social network website to at least one computer that is remote
from the social network website and remote from the seller website, a particular user-identifier
corresponding to a particular user and a particular user-profile, the communication being responsive
to a seller-initiated transfer request that is part of a purchase transaction involving products or
services to be made by the particular user from a website of the seller that initiated the transfer
request;
communicating, from the social network website to the at least one computer, data for the
purchase transaction to be made by the particular user, the data including at least a purchase amount
and a particular payment network identifier assigned to the particular user; and
in the at least one computer, performing a set of operations that include each of:
receiving data for the purchase transaction, including data for the purchase
transaction received from the seller, from the social network website;
receiving data for the purchase transaction from the particular user via a website

page of a facilitator or the social network website;

verifying the purchase transaction by comparing, for consistency, the data for the

purchase transaction that is received from the social network website with the data for the purchase
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transaction that is received from the particular user, including comparing the purchase amount and
the particular payment network identifier;

identifying an assignment between the particular user-identifier and a plurality of
disparate payment network identifiers;

identifying the particular user using the particular payment network identifier;

selecting a payment network identifier from the plurality of disparate payment
network identifiers;

in response to the comparison in the verifying step indicating that the data for the
purchase transaction received from the seller is consistent with the data for the purchase transaction

received from the particular user, securely outputting and submitting the purchase transaction data

to a payment network that corresponds to the selected payment network identifier according to the

payment network and as part of a request to debit the purchase amount; and

authorizing the purchase transaction in response to an authorization provided by the
payment network corresponding to the selected payment network identifier, and outputting data

indicative of the authorization.

10. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9 wherein the step of submitting purchase
transaction data to the payment network that corresponds to the selected payment network identifier
includes submitting a credit card number and wherein the payment network corresponding to the

selected payment network identifier is a credit card payment network.

11. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, wherein, relative to the purchase transaction, the
particular payment network identifier, for the payment network that corresponds to the selected

payment network identifier, is not received by the seller corresponding to the seller-initiated transfer

request.

12. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, wherein the step of identifying the particular
user includes receiving and using authentication data in addition to the particular payment network

identifier, as communicated from the social network website, to authenticate the particular user.



Serial No.: 12/323,175
Docket No.: USBC.009PA

13. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, wherein the step of identifying the particular

user includes receiving data authenticating the social network website.

14. (Withdrawn) For use with a website that implements user profiles, each user profile having a
user identifier, and that offers a mechanism for users to purchase products or services, a computer-
implemented method comprising:

associating a current user with a current user profile;

verifying the identity of the current user;

providing a current user-identifier from the current user profile to a disparate network
system;

providing transaction data to the disparate network system for a purchase transaction to be

made by the current user; and

completing the purchase transaction in response to an authorization received from the

disparate network system.

15. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 14, wherein buyer account information, about the payment

network, is not received by a seller of the products or services.

16. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 14, wherein the website provides links between the user

profiles in response to user-provided association data.

17. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 14, wherein the step of completing the purchase transaction

includes sending a transaction request to debit a user account held at the disparate network system.

18. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, wherein the social network website provides
advertisements of goods or services within the social network website; and wherein the steps of
communicating, from the social website to the at least one computer, are in response to the

particular user selecting at least one of the products or services for purchase.
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19. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9,
further including the steps of
communicating, from the social network website to a seller computer, secure data
indicating that the seller was connected to the particular user via the social network website; and
communicating, from the scller website to the at least one computer, the secure data;
and _
wherein verifying the purchase transaction includes verifying the secure data communicated
from the seller website based upon encrypted data, and wherein submitting the purchase transaction
data includes submitting the purchase transaction data in response to the verifying indicating that

the secure data is valid.

20. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, further including the steps of

communicating, from a seller website to the at least one computer, transaction details for the
purchase transaction; and

in the at least one computer, verifying that the transaction details communicated from the
seller website match the data for the purchase transaction received from the particular user, wherein
submitting the purchase transaction data includes submitting the purchase transaction data in
response to the transaction details communicated from the seller website matching the data for the
purchase transaction received from the particular user, the data received from the particular user

being received from a remotely-located communication device.

21. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, further including the steps of

communicating, from the social network website to the at least one computer, information
about a plurality of sellers (“seller information™) that includes, for each of the sellers, a different one
or more of a business name, IP address, contact information, credit information, location, type of
goods/services, and an encrypted seller identifier;

communicating, from a seller website to the at least one facilitating computer, seller

information relating to the transaction; and
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verifying the transaction involving products or services for purchase by users by, in the at
least one computer, comparing the seller information communicated from the seller website with

the information about a plurality of sellers communicated from the social network website.

22. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 21, wherein the information about a plurality of

sellers includes a different encrypted seller identifier for each of the plurality of sellers.

23. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, further including a step of, in the at least one
computer, determining whether data used in verifying the purchase transaction is valid, wherein the
data for the purchase transaction received from the social network website is encrypted by the social
website and also by the seller that initiated the transfer request, by decrypting the purchase

transaction data received from the social network website.

24. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, wherein

the data for the purchase transaction includes an amount of the transaction and a description
of products or services purchased, and

the step of submitting the purchase transaction data to a payment network includes
authorizing the transaction on behalf of the particular user as a prerequisite before authorizing the
purchase transaction in response to the authorization provided by the payment network, by verifying
that the amount of the transaction and a description of products or services purchased provided by
the particular user matches the amount of the transaction and a description of products or services

purchased provided by the social network website.
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In the Claims:

This listing replaces all prior versions.

1. (Withdrawn) A computer-implemented method for facilitating payment being provided between
disparate payment networks of buyers and sellers, the method using a computer-arrangement to
interface with a social website that has user profiles, each user profile corresponding to a user
identifier, and for use with a seller website that offers products or services for purchase by users and
that generates transaction data for a current user accessing the website, the method comprising:

communicating, to the computer-arrangement, a current user identifier corresponding to a
current user profile and the transaction data;

selecting, using the computer-arrangement, a buyer payment network from a plurality of
disparate buyer payment networks that are each associated with the current user identifier; and

based upon the selection, formatting the transaction data to facilitate payment against the

selected buyer payment network.

2. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein facilitating the payment against the selected buyer
payment network includes a payment to a seller account held at a payment network that is disparate

from the selected buyer payment network.

3. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the step of communicating further includes

communicating a transaction identifier, a transaction amount and a seller identifier.

4. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the current user identifier is verified using log-in

identification and password data.

5. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the social website provides the buyer with a
customizable display having information that can be viewed by selected other users of the social

website.
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6. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the step of communicating is responsive to the

buyer selecting a seller website from an advertisement provided on the social website.

7. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the step of formatting the transaction data further
includes accessing stored buyer profile data that includes account information for the selected buyer

payment network.

8. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the seller does not receive buyer account

information about the selected buyer network.

9. (Currently Amended) For use with a social network website that implements user profiles, each
user profile having a user identifier, and with transactions involving products or services oftered for
purchase by users at seller websites, a method implemented using one or more processor circuits
and comprising:
communicating, from the social network website to at least one computer that is remote
from the social network website and remote from the seller website, a particular user-identifier
corresponding to a particular user and a particular user-profile, the communication being responsive
to a seller-initiated transfer request that is part of a purchase transaction involving products or
services to be made by the particular user from a website of the seller that initiated the transfer
request;
communicating, from the social network website to the at least one computer, data for the
purchase transaction to be made by the particular user, the data including at least a purchase amount
and a particular payment network identifier assigned to the particular user; and
in the at least one computer, performing a set of operations that include each of:
receiving data for the purchase transaction, including data for the purchase
transaction received from the seller, from the social network website;
receiving data for the purchase transaction from the particular user via a website

page of a facilitator or the social network website;

verifying the purchase transaction by comparing, for consistency, the data for the

purchase transaction that is received from the social network website with the data for the purchase
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transaction that is received from the particular user, including comparing the purchase amount and
the particular payment network identifier;

identifying an assignment between the particular user-identifier and a plurality of
disparate payment network identifiers;

identifying the particular user using the particular payment network identifier;

selecting a payment network identifier from the plurality of disparate payment
network identifiers;

in response to the comparison in the verifying step indicating that the data for the
purchase transaction received from the seller is consistent with the data for the purchase transaction
received from the particular user, securely outputting and submitting the purchase transaction data

to a payment network that corresponds to the selected payment network identifier according to the

payment network and as part of a request to debit the purchase amount; and

authorizing the purchase transaction in response to an authorization provided by the
payment network corresponding to the selected payment network identifier, and outputting data

indicative of the authorization.

10. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9 wherein the step of submitting purchase
transaction data to the payment network that corresponds to the selected payment network identifier
includes submitting a credit card number and wherein the payment network corresponding to the

selected payment network identifier is a credit card payment network.

11. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, wherein, relative to the purchase transaction, the
particular payment network identifier, for the payment network that corresponds to the selected
payment network identifier, is not received by the seller corresponding to the seller-initiated transfer

request.

12. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, wherein the step of identifying the particular
user includes receiving and using authentication data in addition to the particular payment network

identifier, as communicated from the social network website, to authenticate the particular user.
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13. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, wherein the step of identifying the particular

user includes receiving data authenticating the social network website.

14. (Withdrawn) For use with a website that implements user profiles, each user profile having a
user identifier, and that offers a mechanism for users to purchase products or services, a computer-
implemented method comprising:

associating a current user with a current user profile;

verifying the identity of the current user;

providing a current user-identifier from the current user profile to a disparate network
system;

providing transaction data to the disparate network system for a purchase transaction to be
made by the current user; and

completing the purchase transaction in response to an authorization received from the

disparate network system.

15. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 14, wherein buyer account information, about the payment

network, is not received by a seller of the products or services.

16. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 14, wherein the website provides links between the user

profiles in response to user-provided association data.

17. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 14, wherein the step of completing the purchase transaction

includes sending a transaction request to debit a user account held at the disparate network system.

18. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, wherein the social network website provides
advertisements of goods or services within the social network website; and wherein the steps of
communicating, from the social website to the at least one computer, are in response to the

particular user selecting at least one of the products or services for purchase.
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19. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9,
further including the steps of
communicating, from the social network website to a seller computer, secure data
indicating that the seller was connected to the particular user via the social network website; and
communicating, from the scller website to the at least one computer, the secure data;
and
wherein verifying the purchase transaction includes verifying the secure data communicated
from the seller website based upon encrypted data, and wherein submitting the purchase transaction
data includes submitting the purchase transaction data in response to the verifying indicating that

the secure data is valid.

20. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, further including the steps of

communicating, from a seller website to the at least one computer, transaction details for the
purchase transaction; and

in the at least one computer, verifying that the transaction details communicated from the
seller website match the data for the purchase transaction received from the particular user, wherein
submitting the purchase transaction data includes submitting the purchase transaction data in
response to the transaction details communicated from the seller website matching the data for the
purchase transaction received from the particular user, the data received from the particular user

being received from a remotely-located communication device.

21. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, further including the steps of

communicating, from the social network website to the at least one computer, information
about a plurality of sellers (“seller information™) that includes, for each of the sellers, a different one
or more of a business name, IP address, contact information, credit information, location, type of
goods/services, and an encrypted seller identifier;

communicating, from a seller website to the at least one facilitating computer, seller

information relating to the transaction; and
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verifying the transaction involving products or services for purchase by users by, in the at
least one computer, comparing the seller information communicated from the seller website with

the information about a plurality of sellers communicated from the social network website.

22. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 21, wherein the information about a plurality of

sellers includes a different encrypted seller identifier for each of the plurality of sellers.

23. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, further including a step of, in the at least one
computer, determining whether data used in verifying the purchase transaction is valid, wherein the
data for the purchase transaction received from the social network website is encrypted by the social
website and also by the seller that initiated the transfer request, by decrypting the purchase

transaction data received from the social network website.

24. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, wherein

the data for the purchase transaction includes an amount of the transaction and a description
of products or services purchased, and

the step of submitting the purchase transaction data to a payment network includes
authorizing the transaction on behalf of the particular user as a prerequisite before authorizing the
purchase transaction in response to the authorization provided by the payment network, by verifying
that the amount of the transaction and a description of products or services purchased provided by
the particular user matches the amount of the transaction and a description of products or services

purchased provided by the social network website.
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Remarks

The final Office Action dated July 25, 2016, presents the following claim rejections: claims
9-13 and 18-24 under 35 U.S.C. §101. In the following discussion, Applicant traverses the § 101
rejection, and does not acquiesce to any averments made in the Office Action.

Applicant also requests review of this Response, and an Interview with the Examiner,
pursuant to the After Final Consideration Pilot 2.0 (AFCP 2.0). AFCP 2.0 is appropriate here, in
view of the above narrowing amendment and because the Examiner’s underlying response is
deficient for not addressing multiple traversal arguments presented by Applicant in the underlying
Office Action Response (see below). As such, this matter is not ripe for appeal, and AFCP 2.0
would alleviate the need for reissuing the Office Action. An AFCP Request Form accompanies this
response for entry.

Applicant appreciates the Examiner’s attention to the claims. Importantly, the previously
prior-art based rejections have been removed and the only remaining rejection of the claims is under
§ 101. Independent claim 9 has been amended in a manner that should overcome the § 101 issues
by being limited to the securely communicating between different circuitry (e.g., different payment
processing network, a social website, and a computer) in connection with facilitating an electronic
purchase in connection with existing electronic payment processing networks. As amended, the
claims express how a computer transforms purchase transaction data, for an electronic purchase, by
securely outputting and submitting the purchase transaction data to a payment network based on the
payment network and authorizing the purchase. Support for each such amendment may be found in
the original specification. See, for example, pages 12 and 15 et seq., discussing the processing of the
transaction data according to the selected payment network and the dislocation between the buyer
payment network and the data provided to the seller examples in connection with the claimed
invention.

Notwithstanding the above amendment, Applicant respectfully traverses because the
rejection under § 101 is improper and contrary to long-standing case law, the most-recently
expressed PTO subject matter eligibility guidelines and authoritative law. Moreover, as amended,
the claimed subject matter is now tailored so as to be limited to transforming the transaction data to
secure data based on the identified payment processing system. This form and general subject

matter has been deemed as patent eligible by numerous recent court decisions and the hundreds of
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U.S. Letters Patents including many Letters Patents issued throughout this summer. Such authority
and Letters Patents are discussed below in detail.

Authoritative Law Supports Eligibility

As a whole, this claimed subject matter is not merely an abstract idea related to
intermediated settlement, but rather a transformation of transaction data (i.e., seller and buyer data)
by using a computer which creates secure communications including outputting authorizing
transactions between disparate and autonomous payment networks for each of a seller and a buyer
of a particular transactions — as expressly claimed in independent claim 9, and which is directed to
the improvement of existing transaction processing systems. Consistent with the § 101 law for any
other circuit-based method claim, these claims are specific as opposed to being anything abstract
and therefore they qualify as subject matter eligible under § 101.

As recently expressed by the Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit, aspects of a claim
cannot be ignored in order to assess the (4lice) inquiry for advancing an ineligible subject matter
argument by arguing that what the invention is “directed to”. Thus, the Court recently explained in
pertinent part as follows:

The “directed to” inquiry, therefore, cannot simply ask whether the claims involve a patent-
ineligible concept, because essentially every routinely patent-eligible claim involving physical
products and actions involves a law of nature and/or natural phenomenon—after all, they take place
in the physical world. See Mayo, 132 S. Ct. at 1293 (“For all inventions at some level embody, use,
reflect, rest upon, or apply laws of nature, natural phenomena, or abstract ideas.”).

As the authoritative law has most recently explained, where the claimed invention is limited
to specific unconventional steps, the “directed to” application of Section 101 fails. See McRO, Inc.v.
Bandai Namco Games America Inc., Docket Nos. 2015-1080 (Fed. Cir. Sept. 13, 2016) (“We hold
that the ordered combination of claimed steps, using unconventional rules that relate sub-sequences
of phonemes, timings, and morph weight sets, is not directed to an abstract idea and is therefore
patent-cligible subject matter under § 101. Accordingly, we reverse.”)

The Claims are for a particular species — not a genus.

The issue of patent claims preempting technological advancements has long been considered
an issue under § 101. This follows because if the claimed invention is directed to an abstract

invention, the abstraction creates overbreadth and thus would cover all such technological
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advancements under that abstraction. But this principle is tested by whether the claimed invention
has specific limitations which limit the scope of the invention to certain species, or rather merely
abstracts to the pbint of covering all possible species. All possible species is also referred to as the

genus. As explained earlier this month by the Federal Circuit in McRO, Inc.v. Bandai Namco

Games America Inc..

Claims to the genus of an invention, rather than a particular species, have long
been acknowledged as patentable. E.g., Diamond v. Chakrabarty, 447 U.S. 303,
305 (1980) (patentable claim to "a bacterium from the genus Pseudomonas
containing therein at least two stable energy-generating plasmids, each of said
plasmids providing a separate hydrocarbon degradative pathway."). Patent law
has evolved to place additional requirements on patentees seeking to claim a
genus; however, these limits have not been in relation to the abstract idea
exception to § 101. Rather they have principally been in terms of whether the
patentee has satisfied the tradeoff of broad disclosure for broad claim scope
implicit in 35 U.S.C. § 112. E.g.,, Carnegie Mellon Univ. v. Hoffmann-La Roche
Inc., 541 F.3d 1115, 1122 (Fed. Cir. 2008). It is self-evident that genus claims
create a greater risk of preemption, thus implicating the primary concern driving §
101 jurisprudence, but this does not mean they are unpatentable.

The preemption concern arises when the claims are not directed to a specific
invention and instead improperly monopolize "the basic tools of scientific and
technological work." Alice, 134 S. Ct. at 2354 (quoting Myriad, 133 S. Ct. at
2116). The abstract idea exception has been applied to prevent patenting of claims
that abstractly cover results where "it matters not by what process or machinery
the result is accomplished.

As with Applicant’s claimed invention, the McRo decision would explain that the issue in
this regard is “whether the claims in these patents focus on a specific means or method that
improves the relevant technology or are instead directed to a result or effect that itself is the abstract
idea and merely invoke generic processes and machinery.” Applicant’s claimed invention includes
Jimitations that focus the invention specifically on a method of networks utilizing at least one
computer that transforms data from and securely communicates between a social network website
and multiple electronic payment networks (e.g., via the seller and the buyer payment networks).

Other Case Law

See, also Enfish LLC v. Microsoft Corp., (Fed. Cir. May 12, 2016) (“the “directed to’ inquiry

applies a stage-one filter to claims, considered in light of the specification, based on whether ‘their

character as a whole is directed to excluded subject matter.””). See also Bascom Global Internet
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Services, Inc. v. AT&T Mobility LLC (Fed. Cir. June 2016) (reversing lower court application of
Section 101 in part for not considering known limitations as a whole).

As in Helios Software, LLC. v. Spectorsoft Corp., 2014 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 135379 (D. Del,
Sept. 18, 2014), where the claims are tied to a patent-eligible machine because claimed features
directed to exchanging data over different internet sessions to capture the content of an ongoing
internet communication session were meaningful limitations that tied the claimed method to a
machine. As for the “transformation” prong of the machine or transformation test, the typical issue
in computer implemented inventions is overcoming the rule from CyberSource, a 2011 Federal
Circuit case holding that the mere collection, organization, manipulation or reorganization of data
does not satisfy the transformation prong of the machine or transformation test. CyberSource Corp.
v. Retail Decisions, Inc., 654.F.3d 1366, 1370 & 1375 (Fed. Cir. 2011). However, in Card
Verification, the court distinguished CyberSource, saying “the claimed invention goes beyond
manipulating, reorganizing, or collecting data by actually adding a new subset of numbers or
characters to the data, thereby fundamentally altering the original confidential information.” Card
Verification Solutions, LLC v Citigroup Inc., 2014 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 137577, ¥13 (N.D. Il1., Sept.
29, 2014). In PNC, the PTAB panel found the claim met the transformation prong of the machine or
transformation test because “[t]he claim language requires ‘transforming’ one thing (‘received
data”) ‘to create’ something else (‘formatted data’) and further recites a particular manner of
transforming (‘by inserting an authenticity key’).” Helios Sofiware, 2014 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 135379
at *55. Therefore, claimed features that “fundamentally alter” data or “transform” the data goes
beyond the proscription against mere collection, organization, manipulation, or reorganization of
data.

This line of cases, involving transformation, is consistent with the principle expressed in the
U.S. Supreme Court decision, Gottschalk v. Benson, where the Court explained that such a
transformation “to a different state or thing” (so long as the claim does not cover all uses of the
algorithm), qualifies as eligible subject matter. 409 U.S. 63, 70 (1972) (“Transformation and
reduction of an article “to a different state or thing” is the clue to the patentability of a process claim
that does not include particular machines.”). As in each of the above-cited cases, Applicant’s
instant claims go beyond manipulating, reorganizing, or collecting data by actually transforming the

input data, which includes the purchase transaction data from the seller and the user, with the
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addition of new information (securely outputting and submitting the purchase transaction data to a
payment processing network according to the payment processing network and authorizing the
purchase), thereby fundamentally altering the original confidential information. In the interest of
facilitating compact prosecution, Applicant has amended independent claim 1 to explicitly recite the
secure communication between the disparate and autonomous payment networks of the buyer and
the seller. _

Accordingly, the rejection should be removed for applying an outdated analysis (according
to USPTO guidelines and the above-noted law) and further in view of the above clarifying

amendment.

The Guidelines Support Eligibility

Should the Examiners consider maintaining and/or re-presenting a different rejection under
§ 101, in further and more specific support of Applicant’s position (and in line with the USPTO
guidelines) as to the impropriety of the issues raised under § 101, Applicant submits the following.
i. The Claims Are Not Directed To An Abstract Idea

First, the Office Action alleges in conclusory form that the claims are directed to a “patent
ineligible” abstract idea in the form of “intermediated settlement” without meaningful additional
elements. This conclusory assertion has not at all considered the meaningful additional elements
following the preamble per the body of each such claim. While a proper rejection of this type
would be required to have reasoned link, with evidentiary support, between the asserted abstract
idea and the actual claimed features, there is none in the Office Action. As such, the assertion
includes no facts useful for Applicant (or the Board) to consider the basis and (im)propriety of the
rejection. Moreover, the conclusory assertion alleges, without any aspects of the claims or
specification being considered, that the claims do not link to a particular technological environment
and do not add unconventional steps. However, the rejection alleges the prior art, from a particular
technological environment, as providing a corresponding technical environment, and the Office
Action presents such asserted prior-art teachings as not teaching or suggesting steps/limitations of
the invention as now claimed. Accordingly, the assertions that the claimed invention is without
proper technical environment and unconventional steps is in error. As in the decision, Helios

Software, LLC. v. Spectorsofi Corp., 2014 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 135379 (D. Del, Sept. 18, 2014), where
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the assertion of ineligibility “makes no effort to show that [the asserted abstract ideas] are
fundamental truths or fundamental principles the patenting of which would pre-empt the use of
basic tools of scientific and technological work,” the court held that the asserted claims are not
drawn to patent-ineligible subject matter. In accord is the PTO Board Decision, PNC Bank v.
Secure Axcess, LLC., CBM 2014-00100, p.23 (PTAB, Sept. 9, 2014) (the PTAB panel held that
there was no § 101 step 1 abstract idea since looking at the claim as a whole, the claim “relates to a
computer-implemented method to transform data in a particular manner — by inserting an
authenticity key to create formatted data, enabling a particular type of computer file to be located
and from which an authenticity stamp is retrieved.”). As such, a claim as a whole is not patent
ineligible when it is not directed to any “method of organizing human activity,” “fundamental
economic practice long prevalent in our system of commerce,” nor “a building block of the modern
economy.”

Applicant submits that the analysis of the Office Action falls short because it relies upon an
alleged abstract concept and does not consider a substantive part of the claim limitations. That is,
the Office Action has not considered whether the character of the claims as a whole are directed to
exclude subject matter. In pertinent part, the Office Action (p. 4) has alleged that the claims are
directed to the abstract idea of managing settlement risk through an intermediary. In the interest of
facilitating compact prosecution, Applicant has amended independent claim 9 to explicitly recite the
secure communication between the disparate and autonomous payment networks of the buyer and
the seller, and further notes that the Office Action has ignored a significant portion of the relevant
clause at issue and thereby ignored substantive limitations. Thus, the provided rejection in the
Office Action has abstracted back from the actual claim limitations to arrive at an abstract concept
that is much broader than anything actually claimed. This type of generalization could be done in
virtually any patent claim ever written, and cannot possibly be the proper approach.

Applicant respectfully maintains that the claims are not merely directed toward the concept
of “intermediated settlement”. Rather, Applicant respectfully submits that the skilled artisan would
readily understand that the claims, and as supported by Applicant’s specification, are directed
toward improving existing payment networks utilizing at least one computer that transforms data

from and communicates between a social network website and multiple payment networks (e.g., via
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the seller and the buyer payment networks). This invention is not just a broad (abstract) concept,
nor is it merely limited to conventional computer functions.

Applicant further notes that the present application and claim limitations are distinguishable
over the non-precedential case law cited to by the Office Action of Cyberfone and SmartGene. In
Cyberfone Systems, LLC v. CNN Interactive Group, Inc., (Fed. Cir. 2014), a panel of the Federal
Circuit Court of Appeals affirmed that the claim at issue was directed to non-patentable subject
matter as the “machine” telephone nor the “transformation” did not provide meaningful limitation to
the claim. For example, the transformation recited in the claim merely makes the “originally-
gathered information accessible to different destination without changing the content or its
classification.” By contrast and as further described above, the claim limitations, for example as
recited by claim 9, go beyond manipulating, reorganizing, or collecting data by actually
tranéforming the input data, which includes the purchase transaction data from the seller and the
user, with the addition of new modeled information (securely outputting and submitting the
purchase transaction data to a payment network and authorizing the purchase), thereby
fundamentally altering the original confidential information. In SmartGene, Inc. v. Adv. Biological
Lab., S4, (Fed. Cir. 2014), a panel of the Federal Circuit Court of Appeals affirmed that the claims
at issue were directed to non-patentable subject matter as the claims were directed to the mental
steps that a doctor routinely performs mentally and did not require any computer hardware beyond
an existing computer device. As explained below, by contrast, the claimed subjected, for example
as recited by claim 9, is necessarily rooted in computer technology as the claims do not merely
recite a mathematical equation or a mental process such as comparing or categorizing information
that can be performed in the human mind, or by a human using a pen and paper.

In particular, the claim limitations are directed toward improving existing payment network
systems utilizing a centralized routing system (e.g., the at least one computer) to securely
communicate between the autonomous and disparate payment networks by transforming transaction
data to a secure form based on or according to the respective payment network and outputting the
transaction data to the payment network (e.g., and thereby reducing fraud exposure and
transmission points of buyer account information, see page 15). The invention provides concrete
and substantive improvements to these technology-specific networks, and these improvements

simply do not exist outside of the specific technology and its existing hardware.
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ii. The Claims Cannot Be Performed by a Human

Similarly, Applicant’s claimed limitations cannot be done “by a human, in the mind, or by
pen and paper,” and therefore, § 101 is inapplicable as the claims cannot be deemed to be directed
to a patent-ineligible abstract idea. For example, in Helios, the court noted that the parties conceded
that none of the claimed limitations, directed to access configurations and communication protocols
that control computer network access and monitoring activity, could be performed by a human
alone. See Helios Software, 2014 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 135379 at *55. In PNC, the PTAB panel
distinguished CyberSource because CyberSource’s claim was patent ineligible not merely because
of manipulation and reorganization of data, but also because it could be performed in the human
mind — which was not possible in PNC. PNC Bank, CBM 2014-00100 at p.22. In US Bancorp,
CBM review was not instituted for § 101 review because there was no patent-ineligible abstract
idea, primarily because the claims as a whole was directed to processing paper checks with
Jimitations including receiving paper checks, scanning the paper checks with a digital scanner, and
comparing the digital images by a computer. US Bancorp v. Solutran, Inc., CBM2014-00076
(PTAB, August 7, 2014). As with Applicant’s claimed invention involving, for example, data
communications between websites and computers/circuitry, such limitations go against the claim
being an abstract idea, because they are not at all directed to activities to be done just by a human,
in one’s mind, or by paper and pencil.

As a human operator could not carry out the claimed subject matter, when considered as a
whole, this supports Applicant’s assertion that the claimed solution is necessarily rooted in
computer technology as the claims do not merely recite a mathematical equation or a mental process
such as comparing or categorizing information that can be performed in the human mind, or by a
human using a pen and paper. Accordingly, the claims as a whole do not set forth or describe an
abstract idea. Instead, the claimed subject matter is necessarily rooted in particular computer
technology as it overcomes a problem specifically arising in electronic payment processing
networks and improvements thereto (which Applicant notes is similar to graphical user interfaces as
was held to not be an abstract idea in DDR, as discussed further herein). Additionally, the claimed
subject matter does not recite any other judicial exception. Therefore, the claims are not directed to

a judicial exception.
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Referring to claim 9 by way of example, various aspects are directed to a computer that
permits an electronic transaction to be handled by different payment networks for a buyer and a seller
via the computer circuit securely communicating therebetween. As discussed herein and consistent
with Applicant’s specification, interoperability of these aspects is a novel advancement that
significantly improves existing payment processing systems that include a social network webpage
and payment network systems as well as back-end payment network systems. The claim limitations
specify new capabilities relating to specially-programmed systems that provide concrete
enhancements to the system that are invaluable to buyers, sellers, and banks or other entities, where
such networks and related circuitry would otherwise be generally incapable of doing so. The
allegation that the claim limitations, when considered as a whole, are merely a “generic computer
functions” is not supported by any evidence that these seemingly novel concepts are so-well known
that they are “fundamental” or “well-understood, routine, conventional activities as previously known
to the industry.” In clear contradiction to the conclusion in the Office Action, the claims are
specifically limited to specific improvements to concrete and specific type of system and which is
further evidenced by the lack of prior art based rejections. As such, the claims are directed toward
improvements to computer technology that specifically arises in the realm of computer networks, not
merely to a “practice.”

As previously referred to above, the Federal Circuit has clarified the limits on what is (and is
not) abstract, holding that claims were directed toward eligible subject matter because they “address
the problem of retaining website visitors” and therefore “the claimed solution is necessarily rooted
in computer technology in order to overcome a problem specifically arising in the realm of
computer networks.” DDR Holdings, LLC v. Hotels.com, L.P., 773 F.3d 1245, 1257 (Fed. Cir.
2014). The claim at issue in DDR were directed toward “serv[ing] a composite web page to the
visitor computer wit[h] a look and feel based” on another website. Id. Applicant respectfully
submits that the problems solved by Applicant’s claimed improvement (to existing payment
processing network systems) is at least as specific (if not much more specific) and concrete as

retaining customers by maintaining the look and feel of a website.
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iii. The Claims Are Directed to Significantly More Than The Alleged

_Abstraction

A proper § 101 analysis, as would be consistent with the USPTO’s guidelines, is a two-step
process for reviewing claims in this regard. Importantly, the rejections do not meet Part 1 of the
Alice-related requirements. Part 1 of the guidelines is to first assess whether the claim is directed to
an abstract idea based on a concern of monopolizing scientific tools in a manner that would impede
innovation, as opposed to a claim involving “building blocks” that go beyond any abstracted idea.
The guidelines provide four examples of abstract ideas, the first of which (mathematical equation) is
understood as being asserted here. As noted above, the claims are not directed to an abstract
concept.

Applicant further submits that the instant claims do not fall under § 101 in light of Part 2 of
the guidelines including the Updated Guidelines of July 2015, and notes that the instant rejection
fails to provide proper analysis of the claim limitations under Part 2 when the claim limitations are
considered as a whole. Specifically, Part 2 of the guidelines only épplies if the claims do not pass
the scrutiny of Part 1. Moreover, Part 2 creates exceptions to remove application of § 101 by
ensuring that “the claim amounts to significantly more than the abstract idea itself.” As consistent
with the above, the guidelines’ first of the three examples under Part 2 would be applicable to
evidence that each claim amounts to significantly more than any abstract idea. That is, when
looking at the additional limitations as an ordered combination, the invention as a whole amounts to
significantly more than simply an intermediary settlement as the ordered combination demonstrates
a technologically rooted solution to an Internet/electronic communication-centric problem (e.g.,
payment network systems and social media websites).

As a further example, as provided by the Updated Guidelines of July 2015, example 27
entitled “System Software — BIOS™ was indicated as patent eligible according to Part 2 of the
guidelines as the claim as a whole clearly amounts to significantly more than any potential recited
exception. In example 27, a local computer system is initialized using BIOS code stored-at a remote
memory location by triggering transfer of the BIOS code between two memory locations and
transferring control to that BIOS code. Similarly to example 27, the claims, such as claim 9,
include electronic communication between a software-programmed control processor circuit and

respective payment processing networks (among other circuit components) and a social media

17



Serial No.: 12/323,175
Docket No.: USBC.009PA

website, provide security-based communication, and communicate various payment data. That is,
the claims include various transfer of code between multiple locations and make it clear that the
claim as a whole would clearly amount to significantly more than the alleged exception.

Applicant respectfully submits that most of the Office Action’s analysis under § 101 is
conclusory and ignores the substance of the claim limitations when considered as a whole.
Applicant notes that distilling a claim down to the “gist” is not proper and that virtually any
invention could be characterized as abstract if this were the case. For example, as recited in
example 21 of the Updated Guidelines of July 2015, “It is noted, as discussed above, some of the
limitations when viewed individually do not amount to significantly more than the abstract
idea...However, when looking at the additional limitations as an ordered combination, the invention
as whole amounts to significantly more...” (Page 4). Further, the Office Action provides no
support for the assertion that, when viewed as a whole, the claimed structure has no meaningful
relevance outside of a generic computer and are not directed to an implementation of a
technological solution. For example, page 5 of the Office Action concludes that the various steps
are generic computer functions that are “well-understood, routine, [and] conventional activities
previously known to the industry”, however, the rejection includes no prior-art based rejections to
support the conclusion. Further, when viewed as a whole, the claimed structure has no meaningful
relevance outside of providing improvements to the complex technology involving electronic payment
networks, such as VISA, Nova, or Voyager. See, e.g., Applicant’s Specification at page 8. Applicant
respectfully submits that a human operator could not take the place of the claimed structure without
bringing the payment processing networks to a grinding halt and rendering them ostensibly useless.
Moreover, certain claims explicitly recite security-based aspects and thus amount to significantly
more than any abstract idea, by providing “improvements to another technology or another field”
(see the USPTO Guidelines). For instance, limitations of the claims relate to the provision of
security-based aspects, with providing communication isolation between the respective circuitry, by
packaging data separately. These aspects apply to a technical field that is different (and generally
unrelated to) economic principles and/or the assert abs. Consistent with the USPTO Guidelines and
controlling law as cited above, these aspects providing an improvement to another technology or
another field are not subject to a § 101 rejection. Applicant therefore requests that the § 101

rejections be removed.
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Here, the claim limitations do relate to an intermediary facilitation of electronic payments, but
they are in no way covering the broad abstract concept of an intermediary settlement. Rather, the
claims are limited to specific improvements to existing payment network systems that are used in
connection with a social media website. The claim limitations are not remotely broad enough to
capture all manners of “intermediated settlement”, they are instead limited to concrete circuits that
provide a specific set of features that are improvements upon existing payment networks.

Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that the rejections be withdrawn.

Conclusion
Reconsideration and a notice of allowance are respectfully requested in view of Remarks

presented above. If the Examiner has any questions or concerns, a telephone call to the undersigned
is invited.

Accordingly, Applicant believes that each of the rejections has been overcome and the
application is in condition for allowance. A favorable response is requested. Should there be any
remaining issues that could be readily addressed over the telephone, the Examiner is encouraged to

contact the undersigned at (651) 686-6633.

Please direct all correspondence to: By: [ /( /( Q

RobertY. Cawford N’

CRAWFORD MAUNU PLLC Reg. No.: 32,122
1150 Northland Drive, Suite 100 Abigail A. Tyson
St. Paul, MN 55120 Reg. No.: 72,266
651/259-2300 651-686-6633
(USBC.009PA)

CUSTOMER NO. 40581
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DETAILED ACTION

Status of Claims

1. This action is in reply to the amendments filed on 12 May 2016.

2. Claims 1-8 & 14-17 have been withdrawn.

3. Claims 9-13 & 18-24 are currently pending and have been examined.

4. The present application is being examined under the pre-AlA first to invent provisions.

5. The Examiner respectfully rescinds the 35 U.S.C. 112(a) and 35 U.S.C. 112(b) rejection in view

of applicant’s arguments.

6. The Examiner respectfully rescinds the pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejection in view of applicant’s
amendments.

Response to Arguments

7. Applicant's arguments filed 12 May 2016 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive.
With respect to the 35 U.S.C. 101 rejection applicant argues, “Applicant submits that the claims meet the
requirements of § 101 as aspects are directed to improving a different field (e.g., security), and improve
operation of the systems themselves (e.g., with regard to efficiency and other novel and useful
advancements). Applicant’s claimed invention relates to technical solutions to problems involving to the
security of interactions over network circuitry and processing circuitry (e.g., computers, hand-held
devices) that interact with and communicate data over such a network or networks. Applicable claim
limitations (which the § 101 rejection ignores) include those involving the claimed (specially-programmed)
computer circuitry, and related operations noted in claim 9. These aspects are similar to those found to
be patent-eligible and as noted in the 2015 update to the USPTO’s guidelines on subject-matter eligibility,
noting that claims are patent-eligible when a computer’s function is improved (specifically, where a
“computer’s ability to display information and interact with the user is improved”).l The solution is
therefore deeply rooted in circuitry and overcoming a problem relating to security in payment transactions,

related identity/user 1D protection, and the overall interoperability of circuity to carry out these security
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operations. This is consistent with the Federal Circuit's clarification of the limits on what is and is not
abstract, holding that claims are directed toward eligible subject matter where they “address the problem
of retaining website visitors” and therefore “the claimed solution is necessarily rooted in computer
technology in order to overcome a problem specifically arising in the realm of computer networks.” DDR
Holdings, LLCv. Hotels.com, L.P., 773 F.3d 1245, 1257 (Fed. Cir. 2014). Indeed, the Office Action’s
indications that the claimed subject matter corresponds to subject matter of issued patents (relating to the
§ 103 rejection) further demonstrates that the claims are directed to subject matter that is “patent
eligible.” Accordingly, the rejections meet neither Part 1 of the USPTO’s guidelines for at least
the aforementioned reasons, nor Part 2 of the USPTO guidelines as consistent with the above-
noted aspects (solving problems and providing “significantly more than the abstract idea itself’) as
the rejection does not properly address the claim limitations and instead relies upon generic
assertions regarding the Examiner-created “abstract idea” of “intermediary settlement” and a “clearing
house.” These aspects do not appear to have any bearing upon claim limitations involving receiving data
for a purchase transaction from both a user and a seller (as provided from a social network website),
and related security components involving data consistency verification and comparison. The Examiner-
created abstract idea also does not characterize or render “abstract” limitations directed to secure circuit
operations that are responsive to the verification and related payment network identifier selection, upon
which secure purchase transaction data is then communicated and, ultimately, used for security
authorization. Boiling down these specific technical aspects to the Examiners abstractidea of
‘intermediary settlement” and “clearinghouse” functions is improper and contrary to § 101, the M.P.E.P.
guidelines and controlling law. Applicant therefore requests that the § 101 rejections be removed.”

The Examiner respectfully disagrees. The claim recites a series of steps for implementing user
profiles and with transactions involving products or services offered for purchase by users at seller
websites. Thus, the claim is directed to a process, which is one of the statutory categories of invention
(Step 1: YES).

Next, the claim was analyzed to determine whether it is directed to a judicial exception. The claim

recites the steps of communicating a user identifier and user profile data (i.e. transmitting a user identifier
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and user profile data), communicating purchase transaction data (i.e. transmitting purchase transaction
data), receiving purchase transaction data, verifying transaction data, identifying an assignment between
the user identifier and a plurality disparate payment network identifiers (i.e. comparing user identifiers and
payment network identifiers), identifying the user using the payment network identifier, selecting a
payment network identifier from the plurality of disparate payment identifiers, comparing/verifying
purchase transaction data, outputting the purchase transaction data to a payment network (i.e.
transmitting the purchase transaction data to a payment network) and authorizing the purchase
transaction. In other words, the claim recites managing transaction data and comparing and formatting
purchase transaction data for transmission. This is the organization and comparison of data which can be
performed mentally and is an idea of itself. It is similar to other concepts that have been identified as
abstract by the courts, such as using categories to organize, store and transmit information in Cyberfone,
or comparing new and stored information and using rules to identify options in SmartGene. Claim 9 also
recites the concept of managing settiement risk through an intermediary, i.e., intermediated settlement.
The claimed invention describes the procedures an intermediary should take in managing settlement risk
between two parties, i.e., specific details of intermediating settlement, similar to Alice Corp. and using a
social network website as a clearinghouse. The concept of processing information through a
clearinghouse was found to be an abstract idea, similar to Bilski’s basic concept of hedging which is an
abstract idea. Therefore, the claim is directed to an abstract idea (Step 2A: YES).

Next, the claim as a whole was analyzed to determine whether any element, or combination of
elements, is sufficient to ensure that the claim amounts to significantly more than the exception. The
claim recites the additional limitations of using at least one computer that performs the generic functions
of receiving, comparing, formatting and transmitting information. The computer given its broadest
reasonable interpretation comprises only a microprocessor, memory and transmitter to simply perform the
generic computer functions of receiving, processing and transmitting information. Although the social
media website acts as the intermediary in the claimed method, the claims do no more than implement the
abstract idea of intermediated settlement on a generic computer. Using a computer to communicating a

user identifier and user profile data (i.e. transmitting a user identifier and user profile data),
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communicating purchase transaction data (i.e. transmitting purchase transaction data), receiving
purchase transaction data, verifying transaction data, identifying an assignment between the user
identifier and a plurality disparate payment network identifiers (i.e. comparing user identifiers and
payment network identifiers), identifying the user using the payment network identifier, selecting a
payment network identifier from the plurality of disparate payment identifiers, comparing/verifying
purchase transaction data, outputting the purchase transaction data to a payment network (i.e.
transmitting the purchase transaction data to a payment network) and authorizing the purchase
transaction. Generic computers performing generic computer functions, alone, do not amount to
significantly more than the abstract idea. All of these computer functions are well-understood, routine,
conventional activities previously known to the industry. Each step does no more than require a generic
computer to perform generic computer functions. Considered as an ordered combination, the computer
components of the method add nothing that is not already present when the steps are considered
separately, and thus simply recite the abstract idea as performed by a generic computer. The claims do
not purport to improve the functioning of the computer itself, or to improve any other technology or
technical field. Dependent claims 10-13 & 18-24 only add to the abstract idea and does not transform an
abstract idea into a patent-eligible invention. Thus, the claims do not amount to significantly more than the
abstract idea itself (Step 2B: NO).

Furthermore, the patent at issue in DDR provided an Internet-based solution to solve a problem
unique to the Internet that (1) did not foreclose other ways of solving the problem, and (2) recited a
specific series of steps that resulted in a departure from the routine and conventional sequence of events
after the click of a hyperlink advertisement. /d. at 125657, 1259. The claims in the instant application do
not address problems unique to the Internet, so DDR has no applicability.

Applicant’s arguments are not persuasive.
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101

8. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows:

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or

composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor,

subject to the conditions and requirements of this title.
9. Claim 9-13 & 18-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed
to a judicial exception (i.e., a law of nature, a natural phenomenon, or an abstract idea) without
significantly more. Claim(s) 9-13 & 18-24 is/are directed to communicating from a social networking
website transactions involving products and services offered. The claims recite the steps of
communicating, receiving, identifying and processing a purchase transaction from a social network
website. This is simply is simply intermediary settiement and using a social network website as a
clearinghouse which is an abstract idea. Therefore, the claim is directed to an abstract idea (Step 2A:
YES). The claim(s) does/do not include additional elements that are sufficient to amount to significantly
more than the judicial exception because the claim recites the additional limitations of using a computer
with a memory that stores subscriber user-profile, a transmitter that receives and sends information over
the Internet, and a microprocessor that performs the generic functions of receiving or transmitting data
over a network, €.g., using the Internet to gather data. The computer is recited at a high level of generality
and its broadest reasonable interpretation comprises only a microprocessor, memory and transmitter to
simply perform the generic computer functions of receiving, processing and transmitting information.
Generic computers performing generic computer functions, alone, do not amount to significantly more
than the abstract idea. Viewing the limitations as an ordered combination does not add anything further
than looking at the limitations individually. When viewed either individually, or as an ordered combination,
the additional limitations do not amount to a claim as a whole that is significantly more than the abstract

idea (Step 2B: NO). The claim is not patent eligible.
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Conclusion
10. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth
in 37 CFR 1.136(a).

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date
of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action
is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX

MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action.
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should
be directed to KITO R. ROBINSON whose telephone number is (571)270-3921. The examiner can
normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:30am-5:00pm.

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor,
RYAN DONLON can be reached on (571) 270-3602. The fax phone number for the organization where
this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300.

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC)
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative
or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-

1000.

/KITO R ROBINSON/
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3695

18 July 2016
/Ryan D Donlon/

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3695
July 20, 2016
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Applicant: DICKELMAN Examiner: Perry, Linda C.

Serial No.: 12/323,175 Group Art Unit: 3695

Filed: November 25, 2008 Docket No.: USBC.009PA

Title: SYSTEMS, DEVICES AND METHODS FOR COMPUTER
AUTOMATED ASSISTANCE FOR DISPARATE NETWORKS AND
INTERNET INTERFACES

RESPONSE TO OFFICE ACTION AND
REQUEST FOR SPECIAL PROCEDURE UNDER MPEP 707.02

Mail Stop AMENDMENT Customer No.
Commissioner For Patents 40581
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

Dear Sir:

In acknowledgement of the non-final Office Action dated February 12, 2016, please
reconsider the application in view of the following remarks.

A complete listing of the claims and Remarks follow.

Authorization is given to charge/credit Deposit Account 50-0996 (USBC.009PA) any

required fees/overages to enter this paper.
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In the Claims:

This listing replaces all prior versions.

1. (Withdrawn) A computer-implemented method for facilitating payment being provided between
disparate payment networks of buyers and sellers, the method using a computer-arrangement to
interface with a social website that has user profiles, each user profile corresponding to a user
identifier, and for use with a seller website that offers products or services for purchase by users and
that generates transaction data for a current user accessing the website, the method comprising:

communicating, to the computer-arrangement, a current user identifier corresponding to a
current user profile and the transaction data;

selecting, using the computer-arrangement, a buyer payment network from a plurality of
disparate buyer payment networks that are each associated with the current user identifier; and

based upon the selection, formatting the transaction data to facilitate payment against the

selected buyer payment network.

2. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein facilitating the payment against the selected buyer
payment network includes a payment to a seller account held at a payment network that is disparate

from the selected buyer payment network.

3. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the step of communicating further includes

communicating a transaction identifier, a transaction amount and a seller identifier.

4. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the current user identifier is verified using log-in

identification and password data.

5. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the social website provides the buyer with a

customizable display having information that can be viewed by selected other users of the social

website.

6. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the step of communicating is responsive to the

buyer selecting a seller website from an advertisement provided on the social website.
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7. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the step of formatting the transaction data further
includes accessing stored buyer profile data that includes account information for the selected buyer

payment network.

8. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the seller does not receive buyer account

information about the selected buyer network.

9. (Previously Presented) For use with a social network website that implements user profiles, each
user profile having a user identifier, and with transactions involving products or services offered for
purchase by users at seller websites, a method implemented using one or more processor circuits and
comprising:
communicating, from the social network website to at least one computer that is remote from
the social network website and remote from the seller website, a particular user-identifier
corresponding to a particular user and a particular user-profile, the communication being responsive
to a seller-initiated transfer request that is part of a purchase transaction involving products or
services to be made by the particular user from a website of the seller that initiated the transfer
request;
communicating, from the social network website to the at least one computer, data for the
purchase transaction to be made by the particular user, the data including at least a purchase amount
and a particular payment network identifier assigned to the particular user; and
in the at least one computer, performing a set of operations that include each of:
receiving data for the purchase transaction, including data for the purchase transaction
received from the seller, from the social network website;
receiving data for the purchase transaction from the particular user;
verifying the purchase transaction by comparing, for consistency, the data for the
purchase transaction that is received from the social network website with the data for the purchase
transaction that is received from the particular user, including comparing the purchase amount and
the particular payment network identifier;
identifying an assignment between the particular user-identifier and a plurality of
disparate payment network identifiers;

identifying the particular user using the particular payment network identifier;
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selecting a payment network identifier from the plurality of disparate payment
network identifiers;

in response to the comparison in the verifying step indicating that the data for the
purchase transaction received from the seller is consistent with the data for the purchase transaction
received from the particular user, outputting and submitting the purchase transaction data to a
payment network that corresponds to the selected payment network identifier and as part of a request
to debit the purchase amount; and

authorizing the purchase transaction in response to an authorization provided by the
payment network corresponding to the selected payment network identifier, and outputting data

indicative of the authorization.

10. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9 wherein the step of submitting purchase
transaction data to the payment network that corresponds to the selected payment network identifier
includes submitting a credit card number and wherein the payment network corresponding to the

selected payment network identifier is a credit card payment network.

11. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, wherein, relative to the purchase transaction, the
particular payment network identifier, for the payment network that corresponds to the selected
payment network identifier, is not received by the seller corresponding to the seller-initiated transfer

request.

12. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, wherein the step of identifying the particular user
includes receiving and using authentication data in addition to the particular payment network

identifier, as communicated from the social network website, to authenticate the particular user.

13. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, wherein the step of identifying the particular user

includes receiving data authenticating the social network website.

14. (Withdrawn) For use with a website that implements user profiles, each user profile having a
user identifier, and that offers a mechanism for users to purchase products or services, a computer-
implemented method comprising:

associating a current user with a current user profile;
4
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verifying the identity of the current user;

providing a current user-identifier from the current user profile to a disparate network
system;

providing transaction data to the disparate network system for a purchase transaction to be
made by the current user; and

completing the purchase transaction in response to an authorization received from the

disparate network system.

15. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 14, wherein buyer account information, about the payment

network, is not received by a seller of the products or services.

16. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 14, wherein the website provides links between the user

profiles in response to user-provided association data.

17. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 14, wherein the step of completing the purchase transaction

includes sending a transaction request to debit a user account held at the disparate network system.

18. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, wherein the social network website provides
advertisements of goods or services within the social network website; and wherein the steps of
communicating, from the social website to the at least one computer, are in response to the particular

user selecting at least one of the products or services for purchase.

19. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9,
further including the steps of

communicating, from the social network website to a seller computer, secure data
indicating that the seller was connected to the particular user via the social network website; and
communicating, from the seller website to the at least one computer, the secure data;
and _
wherein verifying the purchase transaction includes verifying the secure data communicated
from the seller website based upon encrypted data, and wherein submitting the purchase transaction
data includes submitting the purchase transaction data in response to the verifying indicating that the

secure data is valid,
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20. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, further including the steps of

communicating, from a seller website to the at least one computer, transaction details for the
purchase transaction; and

in the at least one computer, verifying that the transaction details communicated from the
seller website match the data for the purchase transaction received from the particular user, wherein
submitting the purchase transaction data includes submitting the purchase transaction data in
response to the transaction details communicated from the seller website matching the data for the
purchase transaction received from the particular user, the data received from the particular user

being received from a remotely-located communication device.

21. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, further including the steps of

communicating, from the social network website to the at least one computer, information
about a plurality of sellers (“seller information™) that includes, for each of the sellers, a different one
or more of a business name, IP address, contact information, credit information, location, type of
goods/services, and an encrypted seller identifier;

communicating, from a seller website to the at least one facilitating computer, seller
information relating to the transaction; and

verifying the transaction involving products or services for purchase by users by, in the at
least one computer, comparing the seller information communicated from the seller website with the

information about a plurality of sellers communicated from the social network website.

22. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 21, wherein the information about a plurality of

sellers includes a different encrypted seller identifier for each of the plurality of sellers.

23. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, further including a step of, in the at least one
computer, determining whether data used in verifying the purchase transaction is valid, wherein the
data for the purchase transaction received from the social network website is encrypted by the social
website and also by the seller that initiated the transfer request, by decrypting the purchase

transaction data received from the social network website.
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24. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, wherein

the data for the purchase transaction includes an amount of the transaction and a description
of products or services purchased, and

the step of submitting the purchase transaction data to a payment network includes
authorizing the transaction on behalf of the particular user as a prerequisite before authorizing the
purchase transaction in response to the authorization provided by the payment network, by verifying
that the amount of the transaction and a description of products or services purchased provided by
the particular user matches the amount of the transaction and a description of products or services

purchased provided by the social network website.
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Remarks

The non-final Office Action dated February 12, 2016, presents the following claim
rejections: claims 9-13 and 18-24 under 35 U.S.C. § 112(1); claim 9 under 35 U.S.C. § 112(2);
claims 9-13 and 28-24 under 35 U.S.C. § 101; and claims 9-13 and 28-24 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a)
over Thackston (US 2006/0277148) in view of Wagner et al. (US 5,424,938) and further in view of
D’Angelo et al. (US 2009/0070412). In the following discussion, Applicant traverses all rejections,
and does not acquiesce to any averments made in the Office Action.

Applicant appreciates the Examiner’s attention to the claims. Importantly, the only prior-art
based rejection under § 103 is invalid as the D’ Angelo ‘412 reference (relied upon in all § 103
rejections) is not prior art.! As this application has been pending more than five years, in the interest
of compact prosecution (and the impropriety of the § 112 and § 101 rejections) Applicant requests
that the application be given “special status” in accordance with M.P.E.P. § 707.02, which directs
that the Supervisory Patent Examiner assist in regard to the above and other issues discussed herein.
Further, consistent with M.P.E.P. § 707.02, Applicant requests an interview with the Examiner and
the Examiner’s supervisor with the instant application having “special status” for priority treatment
on the examination docket. In accordance with the above and in further regard to the § 112
rejections, the rejections are based upon subject matter that is neither claimed nor established as
being “essential” (per the Office Action’s unsupported conclusion). Applicant believes that the
following discussion of this matter should assist the Examiner’s understanding. Regarding the § 101
rejections, the Office Action does not comply with the requirements for establishing a § 101
rejection, which the instant claims overcome. The following discusses these matters in greater
detail.

Beginning with the priority issue, the § 103(a) rejections are improper as the Office Action
has not established that the D’ Angelo ‘412 reference is prior art. The ‘412 reference was filed on
June 12, 2008, which is after the November 30, 2007 priority date of the instant application. To the
extent the rejections may be attempting to rely upon the provisional application listed on the cover of
the ‘412 reference as being “related,” the Examiner has not established that the relied-upon
embodiments are supported in the underlying provisional, in accordance with the rigors of § 112.
For instance, the figure in the ‘412 reference relied upon in the rejection are not present in the

underlying provisional. In addition, the very limited description in the provisional applications does

! This is now at least the fourth reference cited in the record that does not bear a proper priority date.
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not appear to recite the same disclosure as relied upon in the Office Action. While further analysis is
believed unnecessary, Applicant has reviewed the cited portions of the Thackston ‘148 and Wagner
‘038 references in connection with the ‘412 reference and submits that the asserted correspondence
(via the combination or otherwise) is also in error. For instance, the Office Action (at page 6) refers
to the same disclosure as corresponding to both receiving purchase transaction data from a seller,
and receiving purchase transaction data from a user. Were these two one and the same as proposed
in the Office Action, the specific technical aspects of the claimed invention directed to data security
would be eviscerated, and any resulting comparison would be moot as the data is the same data from
a common source. Moreover the cited comparison has to do with determine whether a user’s
account balance is sufficient, which had nothing to do with claimed aspects directed to comparing
respective sets of data from a security perspective. This is just but one of many improprieties in the
asserted correspondence. As such, the § 103 rejections are improper and should be removed.
Regarding the § 112(1) and § 112(2) rejections, the issues relate to disclosure of a “link”
between a seller/merchant website and a social network, and to terms relating to a “payment network
identifier.” For the latter, the issue raised (whether the selected “payment network identifier” is the
same as the “particular payment network identifier” for the buyer) is one of breadth and not a proper
subject of § 112. In particular, the issue relates to two possible embodiments that are covered by the
claim limitations. Applicant submits that both embodiments are covered and that therefore the
claims scope is definite. To the extent that the same or a different payment network identifier may
be selected (e.g., implementing user and/or merchant rules), such breadth is not a § 112 issue.
Regarding the former issue and the Office Action’s suggestion at page 3 that claim 9 must include a
“link” between a seller/merchant and social website, the claim neither requires such a link nor has
the Office Action established that such a “link” is critical or essential to the practice of the invention.
The Office Action’s single-sentence conclusion in this regard is largely conclusory and the Office
Action has not provided any supporting explanation. For instance, while various circuitry and
related communications effect security and improve efficiency, the Office Action does not explain
why it is a requirement that the user actually “goes” from one website to another. Moreover, the
discussion of Figure 1 provides exemplary support in that a buyer can “view and/or purchase goods
from seller website 106.” This “can include, for example, seller advertisements and links to the
seller website 106.” Accordingly, the § 112 rejections appear to be improper and otherwise without

basis, in view of which Applicant requests that they be removed.



Serial No.: 12/323,175
Docket No.: USBC.009PA

Regarding the § 101 rejections, Applicant submits that the Office Acton has not complied
with § 101 and U.S.P.T.O. guidelines in failing to address the claimed circuitry components and
related technical details in each claim limitation. Specifically, the rejection abstracts Applicant’s
claim to generic terms (computer/memory, transmitter, microprocessor), then concludes (without
analysis of the claimed technical details) that the Examiner’s own abstraction is “simply
intermediary settlement and using a social network website as a clearinghouse” and would be
improper. It is unclear upon what basis the Examiner has reached this conclusion. For example, a
clearinghouse is defined as: an establishment maintained by banks for settling mutual claims
and accounts.? Applicant respectfully submits that it is not clear how a social network website
could be viewed as such a clearing house, and the claim limitations are not limited thereto.

Thus, the Examiner has abstracted back from the actual claim limitations to arrive at a
concept that is much broader than anything actually claimed. Applicant submits that such an
analysis impermissibly relies upon an oversimplification that fails to address the technical details of
the claims. For instance, this analysis ignores almost all claim limitations and the technical aspects
cited therein, including those related to the provision of enhanced security and efficiency to the
systems. In this context, the over-generalization that the entirety of each claim is simply a
“clearinghouse” is neither consistent with the specification nor the claims themselves. If such a
form-paragraph type generalization were allowed to stand, virtually any claim could be rejected
under § 101. As such, the § 101 rejection is improper and cannot be maintained.

Moreover, Applicant submits that the claims meet the requirements of § 101 as aspects are
directed to improving a different field (e.g., security), and improve operation of the systems
themselves (e.g., with regard to efficiency and other novel and useful advancements). Applicant’s
claimed invention relates to technical solutions to problems involving to the security of interactions
over network circuitry and processing circuitry (e.g., computers, hand-held devices) that interact
with and communicate data over such a network or networks. Applicable claim limitations (which
the § 101 rejection ignores) include those involving the claimed (specially-programmed) computer
circuitry, and related operations noted in claim 9. These aspects are similar to those found to be
patent-eligible and as noted in the 2015 update to the USPTO’s guidelines on subject-matter
eligibility, noting that claims are patent-eligible when a computer’s function is improved

(specifically, where a “computer’s ability to display information and interact with the user is

2 «“clearinghouse”. Merriam-Webster’s Learner’s Dictionary. Accessed May 12, 2016 < http://www.merriam-
webster.com/dictionary/clearinghouse >
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improved”).> The solution is therefore deeply rooted in circuitry and overcoming a problem relating
to security in payment transactions, related identity/user ID protection, and the overall
interoperability of circuity to carry out these security operations. This is consistent with the Federal
Circuit’s clarification of the limits on what is and is not abstract, holding that claims are directed
toward eligible subject matter where they “address the problem of retaining website visitors” and
therefore “the claimed solution is necessarily rooted in computer technology in order to overcome a
problem specifically arising in the realm of computer networks.” DDR Holdings, LLC v.
Hotels.com, L.P., 773 F.3d 1245, 1257 (Fed. Cir. 2014). Indeed, the Office Action’s indications that
the claimed subject matter corresponds to subject matter of issued patents (relating to the § 103
rejection) further demonstrates that the claims are directed to subject matter that is “patent eligible.”
Accordingly, the rejections meet neither Part 1 of the USPTO’s guidelines for at least the
aforementioned reasons, nor Part 2 of the USPTO guidelines as consistent with the above-noted
aspects (solving problems and providing “significantly more than the abstract idea itself”) as the
rejection does not properly address the claim limitations and instead relies upon generic assertions
regarding the Examiner-created “abstract idea” of “intermediary settlement” and a “clearing house.”
These aspects do not appear to have any bearing upon claim limitations involving receiving data for
a purchase transaction from both a user and a seller (as provided from a social network website), and
related security components involving data consistency verification and comparison. The Examiner-
created abstract idea also does not characterize or render “abstract” limitations directed to secure
circuit operations that are responsive to the verification and related payment network identifier
selection, upon which secure purchase transaction data is then communicated and, ultimately, used
for security authorization. Boiling down these specific technical aspects to the Examiner’s abstract
idea of “intermediary settlement” and “clearinghouse” functions is improper and contrary to § 101,
the M.P.E.P. guidelines and controlling law. Applicant therefore requests that the § 101 rejections

be removed.

3 See the USPTO’s 2014 Interim Guidance and the July 2015 Update on Subject Matter Eligibility
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Accordingly, Applicant believes that each of the rejections has been overcome and the
application is in condition for allowance. A favorable response is requested. Should there be any
remaining issues that could be readily addressed over the telephone, the Examiner is encouraged to

contact the undersigned at (651) 686-6633.

By: / / .
Please direct all correspondence to: Robert JYG%awford\-“/’
Reg. No.: 32,122
CRAWFORD MAUNU PLLC Eric J. Curtin
1150 Northland Drive, Suite 100 Reg. No.: 47,511
St. Paul, MN 55120 651-686-6633
651/259-2300 (USBC.009PA)

CUSTOMER NO. 40581
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DETAILED ACTION

Status of Claims

1. This action is in reply to the request for continued examination filed on 17 February 2015.
2. Claims 1-8 & 14-17 have been withdrawn.

3. Claim 24 is new.

4. Claims 9-13 & 18-24 are currently pending and have been examined.

5. The present application is being examined under the pre-AlA first to invent provisions.

Response to Arguments
6. Applicant’'s arguments with respect to claims 9-13 & 18-24 have been considered but are moot

because the arguments do not apply to any of the references being used in the current rejection.

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112
7. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112(a):
(a) IN GENERAL.—The specification shall contain a written description of the
invention, and of the manner and process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise,
and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it

is most nearly connected, to make and use the same, and shall set forth the best mode
contemplated by the inventor or joint inventor of carrying out the invention.

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 112:

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the

manner and process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to

enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly

connected, to make and use the same, and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the

inventor of carrying out his invention.
8. Claims 9-13 & 18-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112(a) or pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 112, first
paragraph, as based on a disclosure which is not enabling. The disclosure does not enable one of
ordinary skill in the art to practice the invention without identifying how the user goes from the merchant's

website to a social network website for the transaction. The link between the merchant’'s website and the
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social network is critical or essential to the practice of the invention but not included in the claim(s). See In

re Mayhew, 527 F.2d 1229, 188 USPQ 356 (CCPA 1976).

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 112(b):
(b) CONCLUSION.—The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly

pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the inventor or a joint inventor
regards as the invention.

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 112 (pre-AlA), second paragraph:
The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention.

10. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112(b) or 35 U.S.C. 112 (pre-AlA), second paragraph, as
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which the inventor
or a joint inventor, or for pre-AlA the applicant regards as the invention. In particular claim 9 discloses
“‘communicating, from the social network website to the at least one computer, data for the purchase
transaction to be made by the particular user, the data including at least a purchase amount and a
particular payment network identifier assigned to the particular user;” in the second limitation (13th line
of claim 9) of page 3 and discloses “selecting a payment network identifier from the plurality of
disparate payment network identifiers;” in the second line of page 4 of claim 9. It is unclear if this is the
same or a different payment network identifier. For the purposes of this examination the Examiner will
interpret it to read the network identifier.

11. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112(b) or 35 U.S.C. 112 (pre-AlA), second paragraph, as
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which the inventor
or a joint inventor, or for pre-AlA the applicant regards as the invention. In particular claim 9 discloses
communicating from a social network website responsive to a seller initiating a transfer request from a

seller’s website. The link between the seller's website and the social website is missing.
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101

12. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows:

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or

composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor,

subject to the conditions and requirements of this title.
13. Claim 9-13 & 18-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed
to a judicial exception (i.e., a law of nature, a natural phenomenon, or an abstract idea) without
significantly more. Claim(s) 9-13 & 18-24 is/are directed to communicating from a social networking
website transactions involving products and services offered. The claims recite the steps of
communicating, receiving, identifying and processing a purchase transaction from a social network
website. This is simply is simply intermediary settlement and using a social network website as a
clearinghouse which is an abstract idea. Therefore, the claim is directed to an abstract idea (Step 2A:
YES). The claim(s) does/do not include additional elements that are sufficient to amount to significantly
more than the judicial exception because the claim recites the additional limitations of using a computer
with a memory that stores subscriber user-profile, a transmitter that receives and sends information over
the Internet, and a microprocessor that performs the generic functions of receiving or transmitting data
over a network, e.g., using the Internet to gather data. The computer is recited at a high level of generality
and its broadest reasonable interpretation comprises only a microprocessor, memory and transmitter to
simply perform the generic computer functions of receiving, processing and transmitting information.
Generic computers performing generic computer functions, alone, do not amount to significantly more
than the abstract idea. Viewing the limitations as an ordered combination does not add anything further
than looking at the limitations individually. When viewed either individually, or as an ordered combination,
the additional limitations do not amount to a claim as a whole that is significantly more than the abstract

idea (Step 2B: NO). The claim is not patent eligible.
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14. The following is a quotation of pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness
rejections set forth in this Office action:

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described

as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to

be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been

obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which

said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the
invention was made.

15. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 (1966),
that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under pre-AlA 35 U.S.C.
103(a) are summarized as follows:

1. Determining the scope and contents of the prior art.

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue.

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art.

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness or
nonobviousness.
16. Claims 9-13 & 18-24 are rejected under pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over
Thackston US 2006/0277148 A1 in view of Wagner et al. US Patent No. 5,424,938, hereafter Wagner
and in further view of D’Angelo et al. US 2009/0070412 A1, hereafter D’Angelo.
Claim 9
Thackston discloses:

e the communication being responsive to a seller-initiated transfer request that is part of a purchase
transaction involving products or services to be made by the particular user from a website of the
seller that initiated the transfer request (paragraph 0120: “At step 1004, the customer logs-in
to the customer's merchant account, if and when provided by a merchant. At step 1006,
the customer may select one or more products or services to purchase.”);

e communicating, data for the purchase transaction to be made by the particular user, the data

including at least a purchase amount and a particular payment network identifier assigned to the
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particular user; and in the at least one computer, performing a set of operations that include each
of (paragraph 0123: “If, however, the check at step 1014 results in determining that a debit
is necessary, then at step 1018, the ISVP system retrieves the balance of the appropriate
customer’s ISVP account, as previously selected by the customer. At step 1020, the ISVP
system compares the balance amount to the transaction amount as associated with the
transaction, as provided by the merchant computer system. At step 1022, a check is made
to determine whether the current balance is equal to or greater than the transaction
amount.”):

e receiving data for the purchase transaction, including data for the purchase transaction received
from the seller, from the website (paragraph 0123: “If, however, the check at step 1014
results in determining that a debit is necessary, then at step 1018, the ISVP system
retrieves the balance of the appropriate customer’'s ISVP account, as previously selected
by the customer. At step 1020, the ISVP system compares the balance amount to the
transaction amount as associated with the transaction, as provided by the merchant
computer system. At step 1022, a check is made to determine whether the current balance
is equal to or greater than the transaction amount.”);

e receiving data for the purchase transaction from the particular user; verifying the purchase
transaction by comparing, for consistency, the data for the purchase transaction that is received
from the website with the data for the purchase transaction that is received from the particular
user, including comparing the purchase amount and the particular payment network identifier
(paragraph 0123: “If, however, the check at step 1014 results in determining that a debit is
necessary, then at step 1018, the ISVP system retrieves the balance of the appropriate
customer’s ISVP account, as previously selected by the customer. At step 1020, the ISVP
system compares the balance amount to the transaction amount as associated with the
transaction, as provided by the merchant computer system. At step 1022, a check is made
to determine whether the current balance is equal to or greater than the transaction

amount.”):
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in response to the comparison in the verifying step indicating that the data for the purchase
transaction received from the seller is consistent with the data for the purchase transaction
received from the particular user, outputting and submitting the purchase transaction data to a
payment network that corresponds to the selected payment network identifier and as part of a
request to debit the purchase amount (paragraph 0125: “If, however, at step 1022, the
balance is equal to or greater than the transaction amount, then two parallel flows begins.
One parallel flow continues at step 1024 and the other parallel flow continues at step
1030.” & paragraph 0126: "Continuing with the first parallel flow at step 1024, the ISVP
system debits the customer account for the amount of the transaction. At step 1026, a
message may be returned to the merchant computer indicating success and end of
transaction. This first parallel flow leg then stops, at step 1028.”); and

authorizing the purchase transaction in response to an authorization provided by the payment
network corresponding to the selected payment network identifier, and outputting data indicative
of the authorization (paragraph 0125: “If, however, at step 1022, the balance is equal to or
greater than the transaction amount, then two parallel flows begins. One parallel flow
continues at step 1024 and the other parallel flow continues at step 1030.” & paragraph
0126: "Continuing with the first parallel flow at step 1024, the ISVP system debits the
customer account for the amount of the transaction. At step 1026, a message may be
returned to the merchant computer indicating success and end of transaction. This first

parallel flow leg then stops, at step 1028.”).

Thackston does not disclose the following, however Wagner does:

identifying an assignment between the particular user-identifier and a plurality of disparate
payment network identifiers (Abstract: “An interface system for providing access to a
plurality of payment networks is provided that displays to a user a single transaction entry
screen capable of initiating a monetary payment transaction over any of a number of
differing payment networks. The interface is coupled to a display of a remote computer

operated by the user. A plurality of such remote computers are coupled to a central
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computer, which transfers payment requests initiated by the user to the various selected
payment networks. Selection logic is provided at the remote computers to allow the
operator to select the particular payment network desired for each particular transaction.
Upon selection of the desired payment initiation routine, the interface dynamically
prompts the user only for data applicable and necessary to complete the particular
transaction.”);

e identifying the particular user using the particular payment network identifier (Abstract: “An
interface system for providing access to a plurality of payment networks is provided that
displays to a user a single transaction entry screen capable of initiating a monetary
payment transaction over any of a number of differing payment networks. The interface is
coupled to a display of a remote computer operated by the user. A plurality of such remote
computers are coupled to a central computer, which transfers payment requests initiated
by the user to the various selected payment networks. Selection logic is provided at the
remote computers to allow the operator to select the particular payment network desired
for each particular transaction. Upon selection of the desired payment initiation routine,
the interface dynamically prompts the user only for data applicable and necessary to
complete the particular transaction.”);

e Selecting a payment network identifier from the plurality of disparate payment network identifiers
(Abstract: “An interface system for providing access to a plurality of payment networks is
provided that displays to a user a single transaction entry screen capable of initiating a
monetary payment transaction over any of a number of differing payment networks. The
interface is coupled to a display of a remote computer operated by the user. A plurality of
such remote computers are coupled to a central computer, which transfers payment
requests initiated by the user to the various selected payment networks. Selection logic is
provided at the remote computers to allow the operator to select the particular payment

network desired for each particular transaction. Upon selection of the desired payment
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initiation routine, the interface dynamically prompts the user only for data applicable and
necessary to complete the particular transaction.”);

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to
[combine/modify] the method of Thackston with the technique of Wagner because it is an easy and
convenient way to initiate and complete monetary transfers over any of a plurality of payment networks,
employing a protocol that is common to initiate transactions over all networks and provide access to the
various payment networks through a single transaction entry screen (Wagner column 2, lines 27-37).
Thackston does not disclose the following, however D’Angelo does:

e communicating, from the social network website to at least one computer that is remote from the
social network website and remote from the seller website, a particular user-identifier
corresponding to a particular user and a particular user-profile (paragraph 0009: “For example,
the social networking website requests user identification, such as a username and
password, from the user to identify the user profiler associated with the user. The social
networking website transmits the request and a user identifier to the third-party
application server. Additionally, the social networking website also transmits a subset of
data from the user profile associated with the user, such as the user's friends, the user's
most recently added friends, the user's picture or other user data, to the third-party
application server.” Paragraph 0031: “...computer-based applications that a member may
use via the website, and transactions that allow members to buy or sell items via the
website....” & Paragraph 0062: " The third-party application server 120 then transmits 520
to the social network host site 130 the application identifier 310 associated with the
requested application and an access request via network 110. The access request
identifies a subset of user profile data stored by the social network host site 130
associated with the requesting user. Alternatively, the third-party application server 120
transmits 510 the application identifier 310 to the social network host site 130, which
identifies identify application data 330 associated with the application identifier 310 by

accessing an application identification module 270.”),
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coimnunicating, from the social network websile fo the af least one computer, datg for the
purchass ansaction o be mads hy the parficuiar user, the datg including &t lsast a purchase
arnount ared & particular payrnent network identifier assigried o the particufar user; and in the at
feast ane camputer, performing & set of operations inal inciude each of (paragraph 0009: “For
example, the social networking website requests user identification, such as a username
and password, from the user to identify the user profiler associated with the user. The
social networking website transmits the request and a user identifier to the third-party
application server. Additionally, the social networking website also transmits a subset of
data from the user profile associated with the user, such as the user's friends, the user's
most recently added friends, the user's picture or other user data, to the third-party
application server.” Paragraph 0031: “...computer-based applications that a member may
use via the website, and transactions that allow members to buy or sell items via the
website....” & Paragraph 0062: " The third-party application server 120 then transmits 520
to the social network host site 130 the application identifier 310 associated with the
requested application and an access request via network 110. The access request
identifies a subset of user profile data stored by the social network host site 130
associated with the requesting user. Alternatively, the third-party application server 120
transmits 510 the application identifier 310 to the social network host site 130, which
identifies identify application data 330 associated with the application identifier 310 by

accessing an application identification module 270.”),:

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to

[combine/modify] the method of Thackston with the technique of D’Angelo because it is an easy and

convenient way to access the stored information about a user, and construct content pages based on the

information specific to the user (D’Angelo para. 0008).
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Claim 10
Thackston, discloses:
o wherein the step of submitting purchase transaction data to the payment network that
corresponds to the selected payment network identifier includes submitting a credit card number
and wherein the payment network corresponding to the selected payment network identifier is a

credit card payment network (paragraph 0125).

Claim 11
Thackston discloses:
o wherein, relative to the purchase transaction, the particular payment network identifier, for the
payment network that corresponds to the selected payment network identifier, is not received by

the seller corresponding to the seller-initiated transfer request (paragraph 0072).

Claim 12
Thackston discloses:
e wherein the step of identifying the particular user includes receiving and using authentication data
in addition to the particular payment network identifier, as communicated from the social network

website, to authenticate the particular user (paragraph 0015).

Claim 13

Thackston discloses:

e wherein the step of identifying the particular user includes receiving data authenticating the social

network website (paragraph 0049 & 0050).
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Claim 18

Thackston, Wagner & D’Angelo discloses the limitations as shown in the rejection of Claim 9 above.
Thackston & Wagner do not disclose the limitation of whearain the sooial network website provides
adveriisements of goods or services within the socigl network website, and whergin the steps
of cormmunivating, from the social website to the gf legst oneg computer |, are in response 1o the particular
user sefenting at least one of the products or servives for purchass. However, D’Angelo, in Paragraph
0035 discloses A group may be defined for a group or network of members. For example, a member may
define a group to be a fan club for a particular band. The social network host site 130 would maintain a
group for that fan club, which might include information about the band, media content (e.g., songs or
music videos) by the band, and discussion boards on which members of the group can comment about
the band. Accordingly, member actions that are possible with respect to a group might include joining the
group, viewing the content, listening to songs, watching videos, and posting a message on the discussion
board.”

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to
[combine/modify] the method of Thackston with the technique of D’Angelo because it is an easy and
convenient way to access the stored information about a user, and construct content pages based on the

information specific to the user (D’Angelo para. 0008).

Claim 19
Thackston discloses:

e further Inchiwding the steps of commumicglting, from the social network website o g selfer
computarn, secure data indicaling that the seller was connected o the parlicidar user vig the sovigl
natwork websie: and communicgting, from the seller website 1o the gt lsast one computer, the
secure data; and wherein verifying the purchase transaction includes verifying the secure doata
communicated from the sefler website based upon encrypted dora, ond wherein submitiing o
guthenticate the purchase transaction duta includes submitting the purchase transaction data in response

t3 the verifying indicating thot the secure duta is volid {paragraph $121 & 0123}
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Claim 20

Thackston discloses:

communicating, from a seller website to the at least one computer arrangement, transaction
details for the purchase transaction (paragraph 0123); and

in the at least one computer, verifying that the transaction details communicated from the seller
website match the data for the purchase transaction received from the particular user, wherein
submitting the purchase transaction data includes submitting the purchase transaction data in
response to the transaction details communicated from the seller website matching the data for
the purchase transaction received from the particular user, the data received from the particular
user being received from a remotely-located communication device (paragraph 0087, 0089 &

0123).

Claim 21

Thackston discloses:

communicating, from the social network website to the at least one computer, information about a
plurality of sellers (“seller information”) that includes, for each of the sellers, a different one or
more of a business name, IP address, contact information, credit information, location, type of
goods/services, and an encrypted seller identifier (paragraph 0151);

communicating, from a seller website to the at least one facilitating computer, seller information
relating to the transaction (paragraph 0151); and

verifying the transaction involving products or services for purchase by users by, in the at least
one computer, comparing the seller information communicated from the seller website with the
information about a plurality of sellers communicated from the social network website (paragraph

0151).
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Claim 22
Thackston discloses:
o wherein the information about a plurality of sellers includes a different encrypted seller identifier

for each of the plurality of sellers (paragraph 0121 & 0151).

Claim 23
o including a sfep of in the af least one computer, determining whether data used in veriving ihe
purchase transaction is valid, wherain the data for the purchase iransaction received from the
sonial network wabsite is anoryvpied by the social website and aiso by the selier that initiated the
fransfer request, by decrypling the purchase transaction datg received from the sopial network

weibsite {paragraph 0121 & 0128},

Claim 24
Thackston discloses:
e the data for the purchase transaction includes an amount of the transaction and a description of
products or services purchased (paragraph 0123), and
o the step of submitting the purchase transaction data to a payment network includes authorizing
the transaction on behalf of the particular user as a prerequisite before authorizing the purchase
transaction in response to the authorization provided by the payment network, by verifying that
the amount of the transaction and a description of products or services purchased provided by
the particular user matches the amount of the transaction and a description of products or

services purchased provided by the social network website (paragraph 0014 & 0015).
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Conclusion

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should
be directed to KITO R. ROBINSON whose telephone number is (571)270-3921. The examiner can
normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:30am-5:00pm.

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner’s supervisor,
RYAN DONLON can be reached on (571) 270-3602. The fax phone number for the organization where
this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300.

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC)
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative
or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-

1000.

/KITO R ROBINSON/
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3695

05 February 2016
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S16 4138 ((user near4 profile) same ((loyalty or us OR ON 2016/02/05
rewards or award or universal or unique) #PGPUB; 10:34
near2 identifier) and (compar$4 with USPAT;
transaction)) USOCR

S17 §74 ((user near4 profile) same ((loyalty or us OR ON 2016/02/05
rewards or award or universal or unique) #PGPUB; 10:34
near2 identifier) and (compar$4 near4 USPAT;
transaction)) USOCR

S18 i35 ((user near4 profile) same ((loyalty or us OR ON 2016/02/05
rewards or award or universal or unique) §PGPUB; 10:35
near2 identifier) and (compar$4 near4 USPAT;
transaction same amount)) USOCR

S19 455 ((user near4 profile) same ((loyalty or us OR ON 2016/02/05
rewards or award or universal or unique) {PGPUB; 10:36
near?2 identifier) and (compar$4 with USPAT;
transaction same amount)) USOCR

S20 19 ((user near4 profile) with ((universal or us OR ON 2016/02/05
unique) near2 identifier) and (compar$4 {PGPUB; 10:38
with transaction same amount)) USPAT;

USOCR

S21 §1916 ((user near4 profile) with ((universal or us OR ON 2016/02/05

unique) near2 identifier) ) PGPUB; 10:38
USPAT,;
USOCR

S22 5 ((user near4 profile) with ((universal or us OR ON 2016/02/05
unique) near2 identifier) same (payment {PGPUB; 10:39
with amount)) USPAT;

USOCR

S23 146 ((user near4 profile) with ((universal or us OR ON 2016/02/05
unique) near2 identifier) same (payment {PGPUB; 10:39
) USPAT,;

USOCR

24 162 (verify$4 or verification) with (transaction {US- OR ON 2016/02/05
or purchase) with compar$4 with PGPUB; 10:43
amount USPAT;

USOCR

25 {11 (verify$4 or verification) with (transaction {US- OR ON 2016/02/05
or purchase) with compar$4 with amount {{PGPUB; 11:12
with (merchant and (user or customer or {j USPAT;
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E | consumer)) | USOCR | s 3 5

26 i3 (verify$4 or verification) with compar$4  {US OR ON 2016/02/05
with ((transaction or purchase) near2 PGPUB; 11:15
amount) with (merchant and (user or USPAT;
customer or consumer)) USOCR

S27 {79 (verify$4 or verification) with compar$4  {US- OR ON 2016/02/05
with ((transaction or purchase) near2 PGPUB; 11:15
amount) USPAT;

USOCR

28 i3 (verify$4 or verification) with compar$4 {US OR ON 2016/02/05
with ((transaction or purchase) near2 PGPUB; 11:19
amount with merchant) USPAT;

USOCR

829 192 compar$4 with ((transaction or purchase) jUS OR ON 2016/02/05

near2 amount with merchant) PGPUB; 11:19
USPAT;
USOCR

S30 #53 compar$4 near4 ((transaction or us OR ON 2016/02/05
purchase) near2 amount near4 PGPUB; 11:19
merchant) USPAT;

USOCR

S31 {78 compar$4 near6 ((transaction or us OR ON 2016/02/05
purchase) near2 amount near6 PGPUB; 11:23
merchant) USPAT;

USOCR

832 §j102 ( compar$4 with ((transaction or us CR ON 2016/02/05
purchase) near2 amount near6 PGPUB; 11:28
merchant) and (compar$4 with 9account i USPAT;
or card) with number) USOCR

833 37 ( compar$4 with ((transaction or us OR ON 2016/02/05
purchase) near2 amount near6 PGPUB; 11:28
merchant)) and (compar$4 with (account i USPAT;
or card) with number) USOCR

834 #10 ( compar$4 with ((transaction or us OR ON 2016/02/05
purchase) near2 amount near6 PGPUB; 11:29
merchant)) and (compar$4 near4 USPAT;

(account or card) near4 number) USOCR

S35 445 ( match$4 with ((transaction or purchase) {US- OR ON 2016/02/05
near2 amount nearé merchant)) and PGPUB; 11:30
(match$4 near4 (account or card) near4 i USPAT;
number) USOCR

S36 44 ( (match$4 or compar$4) nearb us CR ON 2016/02/05
((transaction or purchase) near2 amount {PGPUB; 11:31
near6 merchant)) and ((match$4 or USPAT;
compar$4) near4 (account or card) near4 i USOCR
number)

S37 147 ( (match$4 or compar$4) nearb us OR ON 2016/02/05
((transaction or purchase) near2 amount {PGPUB; 11:33
near6 merchant)) and ((match$4 or USPAT;
compar$4) near4 (identifier)) USOCR

38 b4 (social near2 network) with (user near2  i{US OR ON 2016/02/05
profile) with ((unique or universal) near2 {PGPUB; 13:51
identifier) USPAT,;

USOCR

39 6 (social near2 network) with (user near2  3{US OR ON 2016/02/05
profile) with ((unique or universal) near2 §PGPUB; 13:52
identifier) with remot$4 USPAT;

USOCR
E i i ‘
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40 6 (social near2 network) with (user near2  {US- OR ON 2016/02/05
profile) with ((unique or universal) near2 {§PGPUB; 13:52
identifier) same remot$4 USPAT;

USOCR

SA1H0 (social near2 network) with (user near2 {US- OR ON 2016/02/05
profile) with ((unique or universal) near2 §PGPUB; 13:53
identifier) with (third-party) USPAT;

USOCR

$42 i (social near2 network) with (user near2  §US CR ON 2016/02/05
profile) with ((unique or universal) near2 §PGPUB; 13:53
identifier) same (third-party) USPAT;

USOCR

SA43 i (social near2 network) with (user near2 {US OR ON 2016/02/05
profile) with ((unique or universal) near2 §PGPUB; 13:54
identifier) same (third near2 party) USPAT;

USOCR

S44 10 (social near2 network) with (user near2 {US OR ON 2016/02/05
profile) with ((unique or universal) near2 §PGPUB; 13:54
identifier) same (independent$4) USPAT;

USOCR

S5 H0 (social near2 network) with (user near2 {US OR ON 2016/02/05
profile) with ((unique or universal) near2 §PGPUB; 13:54
identifier) with redirect$4 USPAT;

USOCR

$46  H0 (social near2 network) with (user near2 {US OR ON 2016/02/05
profile) with ((unique or universal) near2 §PGPUB; 13:54
identifier) same redirect$4 USPAT;

USOCR

$47 i1 (social near2 network) with (user near2  iUS CR ON 2016/02/05
profile) with ((unique or universal) near2 §PGPUB; 13:55
identifier) with central USPAT;

USOCR

S48 418 (social near2 network) same (user near2 {US OR ON 2016/02/05
profile) same ((unique or universal) PGPUB; 13:56
near2 identifier) same (third near2 USPAT;
party) USOCR

$49 47 (social near2 network$4) same (user us OR ON 2016/02/05
near2 profile) with ((unique or universal) {PGPUB; 13:58
near2 identifier) same (third near2 USPAT;
party) USOCR

S50 #40 (social near2 network$4) same (user us OR ON 2016/02/05
near2 profile) same ((unique or PGPUB; 13:59
universal) near2 identifier) same (third USPAT;
near2 party) USOCR

S51 i#5 (facebook or google or myspace) same us OR ON 2016/02/05
(user near?2 profile) same ((unique or PGPUB; 14:00
universal) near2 identifier) same (third USPAT;
near2 party) USOCR

S52 1148 (social) same (user near2 profile) same  #US- OR ON 2016/02/05
((unique or universal) near?2 identifier) PGPUB; 14:01
same (third near2 party) USPAT;

USOCR

S53 i1 (social) same (user near2 profile) with us OR ON 2016/02/05
((unique or universal) near?2 identifier) PGPUB; 14:09
with (third near2 party) USPAT;

USOCR

S54 150 (social) same (user near2 profile) with us OR ON 2016/02/05

(identifier) with (third near2 party) PGPUB; 14:10
USPAT,;
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. | | USOCR | ; s ;
Sh5  §7 (social near2 network$4) same (user us OR ON 2016/02/05
near2 profile) with (identifier) with (third §PGPUB; 14:11
near2 party) same payment USPAT;
USOCR
She {12 (social near2 network$4) same (user us OR ON 2016/02/05
near2 profile) with (identifier) with (third §PGPUB; 14:11
near2 party) and payment USPAT;
USOCR
857 i (social near2 (website or webpage or us OR ON 2016/02/05
web)) same (user near2 profile) with PGPUB; 14:12
(identifier) with (third near2 party) and USPAT;
payment USOCR
S58 21 (social) same (user near2 profile) with us CR ON 2016/02/05
(identifier) with (third near2 party) same #PGPUB; 14:12
(payment or transaction) USPAT;
USOCR
S59 §3 (social) same (user near2 profile) with us OR ON 2016/02/05
(username) with (third near2 party) sameiiPGPUB; 14:13
(payment or transaction) USPAT;
USOCR
S60 2 (social with network$4) and (user near2 {US CR ON 2016/02/05
profile) with (username) with (third PGPUB; 14:20
near2 party) same (payment or USPAT;
transaction) USOCR
61 i1 (social with website) and (user near2 us OR ON 2016/02/05
profile) with (username) with (third PGPUB; 14:20
near2 party) same (payment or USPAT;
transaction) USOCR
S62 H0 (social with website) and (user near2 us OR ON 2016/02/05
profile) with ((unique or universal) near2 {PGPUB; 14:21
identifier) with (third near2 party) same i USPAT;
(payment or transaction) USOCR
63 i3 (social with website) and (user near2 us OR ON 2016/02/05
profile) with ((unique or universal) near2 {PGPUB; 14:21
identifier) with (remot$3) same (paymentij USPAT;
or transaction) USOCR
64§15 (social with website) and (user near2 us OR ON 2016/02/05
profile) with ((unique or universal) near2 {PGPUB; 14:22
identifier) with (remot$3) USPAT;
USOCR
65 i3 (social with website) and (user near2 us OR ON 2016/02/05
profile) with ((unique or universal) near2 {PGPUB; 14:22
identifier) with (third near2 party) USPAT;
USOCR
S66 7 (social with (website or network$4)) and #US- OR ON 2016/02/05
(user near?2 profile) with ((unique or PGPUB; 14:23
universal) near2 identifier) with (third USPAT;
near2 party) USOCR
S67 1274604 ii(social with (website or network$4)) and {US- OR ON 2016/02/05
(user near?2 profile) with ((unique or PGPUB; 14:24
universal) near2 identifier) smae (third USPAT;
near2 party) USOCR
68 i35 (social with (website or network$4)) and {US- OR ON 2016/02/05
(user near2 profile) with ((unique or PGPUB; 14:24
universal) near2 identifier) same (third USPAT;
near2 party) USOCR
69 30 (social near2 (website or network$4)) and §US- OR ON 2016/02/05
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(user near2 profile) with ((unique or PGPUB; 14:25
universal) near2 identifier) same (third USPAT;
near2 party) USOCR
S70 0 (social near2 (website or network$4) with §US- CR ON 2016/02/05
(payment)) and (user near2 profile) with #PGPUB; 14:25
((unique or universal) near2 identifier) USPAT;
same (third near2 party) USOCR
S71 4323 buyer with seller with (social near2 us- CR ON 2016/02/05
(network$4 or website)) PGPUB; 14:29
USPAT;
USOCR
S72 3 buyer with seller with (social near2 us CR ON 2016/02/05
(network$4 or website)) and (profile with §PGPUB; 14:29
((universal or unique) near?2 identifier)) USPAT;
USOCR
S73 {10 buyer with seller with (social near2 us CR ON 2016/02/05
(network$4 or website)) and (profile PGPUB; 14:30
same ((universal or unique) near2 USPAT;
identifier)) USOCR
S74 {14 buyer with seller with (social) and (profile §US- CR ON 2016/02/05
same ((universal or unique) near2 PGPUB; 14:30
identifier)) USPAT;
USOCR
S75 {0 buyer with seller with (amazon or us CR ON 2016/02/05
facebook or myspace or twitter) and PGPUB; 14:31
(profile same ((universal or unique) USPAT;
near2 identifier)) USOCR
S76 {42 (buyer or seller) with (amazon or us CR ON 2016/02/05
facebook or myspace or twitter or ebay) {PGPUB; 14:31
and (profile same ((universal or unique) i USPAT;
near? identifier)) USOCR
S77 {54 (buyer or seller) with (social) and (profile {US- CR ON 2016/02/05
same ((universal or unique) near2 PGPUB; 14:32
identifier)) USPAT,;
USOCR
S78 129 ((buyer or seller) same (social)) and us OR ON 2016/02/05
(profile same ((universal or unique) PGPUB; 14:34
near2 identifier)) USPAT,;
USOCR
S79 53 ((buyer or seller) same (social)) and us OR ON 2016/02/05
(profile with ((universal or unique) near2 {PGPUB; 14:34
identifier)) USPAT,;
USOCR
S80 6 ((buyer or seller) same (myspace or us CR ON 2016/02/05
facebook)) and (profile with ((universal {PGPUB; 14:35
or unique) near?2 identifier)) USPAT;
USOCR
881 i#115 ((purchas$4) same (myspace or us OR ON 2016/02/05
facebook)) and (profile with ((universal {§PGPUB; 14:35
or unique) near?2 identifier)) USPAT;
USOCR
82 30 ((buy) same (myspace or facebook)) and {US OR ON 2016/02/05
(profile with ((universal or unique) near2 {PGPUB; 14:37
identifier)) USPAT,;
USOCR
S83 80 ((transaction) same (myspace or us OR ON 2016/02/05
facebook)) and (profile with ((universal {PGPUB; 14:37
or unique) near2 identifier)) USPAT;
USOCR

EASTSearchHistory.12323175_AccessibleVersion.htm[2/8/2016 12:03:11 PM]
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S84 H0 social with routes with (profile with us OR ON 2016/02/05
((universal or unique) near?2 identifier)) &PGPUB; 16:07
USPAT;
USOCR
885 H0 (facebook or myspace or twitter) with us OR ON 2016/02/05
routes with (profile with ((universal or PGPUB; 16:08
unique) near2 identifier)) USPAT;
USOCR
886 0 (facebook or myspace or twitter) with us OR ON 2016/02/05
route$4 with (profile with ((universal or EPGPUB; 16:08
unique) near2 identifier)) USPAT;
USOCR
887 i3 (facebook or myspace or twitter) with us OR ON 2016/02/05
route$4 with (profile or ((universal or PGPUB; 16:08
unique) near2 identifier)) USPAT;
USOCR
888 2 (facebook or myspace or twitter) with us OR ON 2016/02/05
route$4 with transaction PGPUB; 16:08
USPAT;
USOCR
889 {14 (social near2 (website or web or us OR ON 2016/02/05
network$4)) with route$4 with PGPUB; 16:09
transaction USPAT;
USOCR
S90 #1211 (social near2 (website or web or us OR ON 2016/02/05
network$4)) with route$4 PGPUB; 16:09
USPAT,;
USOCR
S91 1435 (social near2 (website or web or us OR ON 2016/02/05
network$4)) near4 route$4 PGPUB; 16:09
USPAT,;
USOCR
S92 {6 (social near2 (website or web or us CR ON 2016/02/05
network$4)) near4 route$4 near PGPUB; 16:11
identifier USPAT;
USOCR
S93 48 (social near2 (website or web or us OR ON 2016/02/05
network$4)) near4 route$4 near4 PGPUB; 16:11
identifier USPAT;
USOCR
S94 27 DI CKELMAN-MARKS.inv. us CR ON 2016/02/05
PGPUB; 16:12
USPAT,;
USOCR
895 {15 $94 and (social) us OR ON 2016/02/05
PGPUB; 16:12
USPAT,;
USOCR
06 42 (social with website) with intermediary us OR ON 2016/02/05
PGPUB; 16:14
USPAT,;
USOCR
97 {33 (social near3 website) with intermediary {US OR ON 2016/02/05
PGPUB; 16:14
USPAT,;
USOCR
S8 114 (social near3 (website or web or site or us OR ON 2016/02/05
page)) with intermediary PGPUB; 16:16
USPAT;
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. | { USOCR | ; 3 3
S99 6 (social near3 (website or web or site or us OR ON 2016/02/05
page)) with (buy and seller) PGPUB; 16:17
USPAT;
USOCR
S100 #1184 (social near3 (website or web or site or us OR ON 2016/02/05
page)) with (buyer or merchant or PGPUB; 16:17
seller) USPAT;
USOCR
S101 §431 (social near3 (website or web or site or us OR ON 2016/02/05
page)) with (buyer or merchant or seller) §PGPUB; 16:18
with (purchas$4 or payment) USPAT;
USOCR
S102 45 (social near3 (website or web or site or us OR ON 2016/02/05
page)) near4 (buyer or merchant or PGPUB; 16:18
seller) near4 (purchas$4 or payment) USPAT;
USOCR
S103 i#25 (social near3 (website or web or site or us OR ON 2016/02/05
page)) near4 transmit$4 near4 (buyer or {PGPUB; 16:39
merchant or seller or payment or USPAT;
identifier) USOCR
S104 i34 (social near3 (website or web or site or us OR ON 2016/02/05
page)) near6 transmit$4 near6 (buyer or §PGPUB; 16:43
merchant or seller or payment or USPAT;
identifier) USOCR
S105 445 (social near3 (website or web or site or us OR ON 2016/02/05
page)) near6 send$4 near6 (buyer or PGPUB; 16:44
merchant or seller or payment or USPAT;
identifier) USOCR
S$106 i3 (social near3 (website or web or site or us OR ON 2016/02/05
page)) near6 transmit$4 near6 token PGPUB; 17:08
USPAT,;
USOCR
S$107 §0 (social near3 (website or web or site or us OR ON 2016/02/05
page)) near6 transmit$4 neart PGPUB; 17:08
transaction with identifier USPAT;
USOCR
S108 1677217 {(social near3 (website or web or site or us OR ON 2016/02/05
page)) near6 transmit$4 near6 t PGPUB; 17:09
identifier USPAT;
USOCR
S109 25 (social near3 (website or web or site or us OR ON 2016/02/05
page)) near6 transmit$4 near6 identifier {PGPUB; 17:09
USPAT,;
USOCR
S110 §0 (comparing with transaction with amount jUS- OR ON 2016/02/08
with identifier) sa\me (routing with (bank {{PGPUB; 10:10
or institution)) USPAT;
USOCR
S111 30 (comparing with transaction with amount {US- OR ON 2016/02/08
with identifier) same (routing with (bank }{PGPUB; 10:10
or institution)) USPAT;
USOCR
S112 42 (comparing with transaction with amount jUS- OR ON 2016/02/08
with card) same (routing with (bank or  {{PGPUB; 10:10
institution)) USPAT;
USOCR
S113 2 (comparing with amount with card) same {US OR ON 2016/02/08
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(routing with (bank or institution)) PGPUB; 10:10
USPAT;
USOCR
S114 48 (comparing with amount with card) same {US- OR ON 2016/02/08
((routing or transmit$4) with (bank or PGPUB; 10:11
ingtitution)) USPAT;
USOCR
S115 i1 (comparing with amount with card) same {US- OR ON 2016/02/08
((identif$4) with (bank or institution) withiPGPUB; 10:14
plurality) USPAT;
USOCR
5116 0 (comparing near3 amount ) same us OR ON 2016/02/08
((identif$4) near3 (bank or institution) PGPUB; 10:14
with plurality) USPAT;
USOCR
S117 45 (comparing near3 amount ) same us OR ON 2016/02/08
((identif$4) with (bank or institution) withiPGPUB; 10:14
plurality) USPAT;
USOCR
S118 22 (comparing near3 amount ) same us OR ON 2016/02/08
((identif$4) with (bank or institution)) PGPUB; 10:15
USPAT;
USOCR
S119 11636 (comparing near3 amount ) and us OR ON 2016/02/08
((identif$4) near4 (bank or institution)) #PGPUB; 10:16
USPAT;
USOCR
S120 §116 (comparing near3 transaction near3 us OR ON 2016/02/08
amount ) and ((identif$4) near4 (bank or {PGPUB; 10:17
institution)) USPAT;
USOCR
S121 {13804 (select$4 with payment with network) us CR ON 2016/02/08
PGPUB; 10:52
USPAT,;
USOCR
S122 11396 (select$4 near3 payment near3 network) {US OR ON 2016/02/08
PGPUB; 10:52
USPAT,;
USOCR

2/8/2016 12:03:07 PM
C:\ Users\ krobinson1\ Documents\ EAST\ Workspaces\ Payment Network | dentifier.wsp
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Application No. 12/323,175

This application is being forwarded to your office for
further processing. A decision has been rendered on a
petition filed in this application, as indicated below.
For details of this decision, please see the document
PET.OP.DEC filed on the same date as this document.

x | GRANTED
DISMISSED
DENIED




UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR | ATTORNEY DOCKETNO. |  CONFIRMATION NO.
12/323,175 11/25/2008 MARK DICKELMAN USBC.009PA 7315
40581 7590 09/29/2015
EXAMINER
CRAWFORD MAUNU PLLC |

1150 NORTHLAND DRIVE, SUITE 100
ST. PAUL, MN 55120

DONLON, RYAN D

| ART UNIT | PAPER NUMBER
3695

| NOTIFICATION DATE | DELIVERY MODE

09/29/2015 ELECTRONIC

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

Notice of the Office communication was sent electronically on above-indicated "Notification Date" to the

following e-mail address(es):
USPTO-patent @ip-firm.com

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

In re Application of :

Mark Dickelman : DECISION ON
Application No. 12/323,175 : PETITION
Filed: ©November 25, 2008 :

Attorney Docket No. USBC.009PA

This is a decision on the PETITION FOR REVIVAL OF AN APPLICATION
FOR PATENT ABANDONED UNINTENTIONALLY UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 1.137(a)
filed February 17, 2015.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application was abandoned effective April
30, 2014 for failure to timely file a proper reply to the final
Office action mailed January 29, 2014. This Office action set a
shortened statutory period for reply of three (3) months from
the mail date of the action. A reply filed March 28, 2014 were
determined not to place the application in condition for
allowance. See Advisory action mailed December 8, 2014. A
petition to withdrawal the finality of the Office action was
also filed March 28, 2014. Such a petition does not toll the
period to file a proper reply to the final Office action. No
proper reply filed and no extension of time obtained, the
application became abandoned. A courtesy Notice of Abandonment
was mailed on December 15, 2014. A decision dismissing the
petition to withdraw the finality of the Office action as moot
in view of the abandonment of the application was mailed on
January 9, 2015.

On February 17, 2015, this petition to revive was filed. All
requirements of 37 CFR 1.137 for revival of this application
based on unintentional delay have been met. The petition
includes the required reply in the form of a Request for
Continued Examination (RCE) and submission under $1.114 (in the
form of an amendment) (and RCE fee); petition fee of $1700
required by 37 CFR 1.17(m); and the required statement of
unintentional delay. No terminal disclaimer is required for
revival of this application.



Application/Control Number: 12/323,175 Page 2
Art Unit: OPET

Technology Center AU 3695 has been advised of this decision.
The application is, thereby, forwarded to the examiner for
consideration of the RCE and submission submitted on February
17, 2015.

Telephone ingquiries concerning this decision should be directed
to the undersigned at (571) 272-3219.

/Nancy Johnson/
Nancy Johnson

Attorney Advisor
Office of Petitions
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* 1 *

Application No. 12323175 ‘

For US serial numbers: enter number only, no slashes or commas. Ex: 10123456
For PCT: enter "51+single digit of year of filing+last 5 numbers", Ex. for PCT/US05/12345, enter 51512345

Deciding Official: JOHNSON, NANCY

Count (1) - Palm Credit 12/323,175
T
Decision: { qRANT ol
. G -~ {1 Select Check Box for YES * G RANT *

Decision Type: { 502 - 37 CFR 1.137(b) - REVIVAL BASED ON UNINTEN ~ 1 ‘

0 2

* 5

Notes:

Count (2)
FINANCE WORK NEEDED .

Decision: § Y i
i na >
3 {1 Select Check Box for YES
Decision Type: { NONE vi
Notes:
Count (3)
FINANCE WORK NEEDED
Decision: |
ecisio i na — [ Select Chack Bex for YES
Decision Type: i NONE -\
Notes:
. . o . If more than 3 decisions, attach 2nd,
Initials of Approving Official (if required) count sheet & mark this box.
Printed on: 9/24/2015

Office of Petitions Internal Document - Ver. 5.0




Doc Code: PET.OP

Document Description: Petition for Review by the Office of Petitions PTO/SB/64 (07-09)
Approved for use through 07/31/2012. OMB 0651-0031

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.

PETITION FOR REVIVAL OF AN APPLICATION FOR PATENT Docket Number (Optional)
ABANDONED UNINTENTIONALLY UNDER 37 CFR 1.137(b) USBC.009PA

First named inventor: DICKELMAN
12/323,175 Art Unit: 9695

Application No.:
Filed: November 25, 2008 Examiner: Perry, Linda C.

Title: SYSTEMS, DEVICES AND METHODS FOR COMPUTER AUTOMATED ASSISTANCE FOR DISPARATE NETW

Attention: Office of Petitions
Mail Stop Petition
Commissioner for Patents
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
FAX (571) 273-8300
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In the Claims:

This listing replaces all prior versions.
1. (Withdrawn) A computer-implemented method for facilitating payment being provided between
disparate payment networks of buyers and sellers, the method using a computer-arrangement to
interface with a social website that has user profiles, each user profile corresponding to a user
identifier, and for use with a seller website that offers products or services for purchase by users and
that generates transaction data for a current user accessing the website, the method comprising:

communicating, to the computer-arrangement, a current user identifier corresponding to a
current user profile and the transaction data;

selecting, using the computer-arrangement, a buyer payment network from a plurality of
disparate buyer payment networks that are each associated with the current user identifier; and

based upon the selection, formatting the transaction data to facilitate payment against the

selected buyer payment network.

2. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein facilitating the payment against the selected buyer
payment network includes a payment to a seller account held at a payment network that is disparate

from the selected buyer payment network.

3. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the step of communicating further includes

communicating a transaction identifier, a transaction amount and a seller identifier.

4. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the current user identifier is verified using log-in

identification and password data.

5. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the social website provides the buyer with a
customizable display having information that can be viewed by selected other users of the social

website.

6. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the step of communicating is responsive to the

buyer selecting a seller website from an advertisement provided on the social website.
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7. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the step of formatting the transaction data further
includes accessing stored buyer profile data that includes account information for the selected buyer

payment network.

8. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the seller does not receive buyer account

information about the selected buyer network.

9. (Currently Amended) For use with a social network website that implements user profiles, each
user profile having a user identifier, and with transactions involving products or services offered for
purchase by users at seller websites, a method implemented using one or more processor circuits and

comprising:

communicating, from the social network website to at least one computer that is remote from

the social network website and remote from the seller website, a particular user-identifier

corresponding to a particular user and a particular user-profile, the communication being responsive
to a seller-initiated transfer request that is part of a purchase transaction involving products or
services to be made by the particular user from a website of the seller that initiated the transfer
request;

communicating, from the social network website to the at least one computer, data for the
purchase transaction to be made by the particular user, the data including at least a purchase amount
and a particular payment network identifier asseeiated-with assigned to the particular user; and

in the at least one computer, performing a set of operations that include each of:

receiving data for the purchase transaction, including data for the purchase transaction

received from the seller, from the social network website;

receiving data for the purchase transaction from the particular user;
verifying the purchase transaction by comparing, for consistency, the data for the
purchase transaction that is received from the social network website with the data for the purchase

transaction that is received from the particular user, including comparing the purchase amount and

the particular pavment network identifier:

identifying an asseeiation assignment between the particular user-identifier and a

plurality of disparate payment network identifiers;
3
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identifying the particular user using the particular payment network identifier;
selecting a payment network identifier from the plurality of disparate payment

network identifiers;

in response to the comparison in the verifying step indicating that the data for the

purchase transaction received from the seller is consistent with the data for the purchase transaction

received from the particular user, outputting and submitting the purchase transaction data to a

payment network that corresponds to the selected payment network identifier and as part of a request

to debit the purchase amount; and

authorizing the purchase transaction in response to an authorization provided by the

payment network corresponding to the selected payment network identifier, and outputting data

indicative of the authorization.

10. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9 wherein the step of submitting purchase
transaction data to the payment network that corresponds to the selected payment network identifier
includes submitting a credit card number and wherein the payment network corresponding to the

selected payment network identifier is a credit card payment network.

11. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, wherein, relative to the purchase transaction, the
particular payment network identifier, for the payment network that corresponds to the selected

payment network identifier, is not received by the seller corresponding to the seller-initiated transfer

request.

12. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, wherein the step of identifying the particular user
includes receiving and using authentication data in addition to the particular payment network

identifier, as communicated from the social network website, to authenticate the particular user.

13. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, wherein the step of identifying the particular user

includes receiving data authenticating the social network website.
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14. (Withdrawn) For use with a website that implements user profiles, each user profile having a
user identifier, and that offers a mechanism for users to purchase products or services, a computer-
implemented method comprising:

associating a current user with a current user profile;

verifying the identity of the current user;

providing a current user-identifier from the current user profile to a disparate network system;

providing transaction data to the disparate network system for a purchase transaction to be
made by the current user; and

completing the purchase transaction in response to an authorization received from the

disparate network system.

15. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 14, wherein buyer account information, about the payment

network, is not received by a seller of the products or services.

16. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 14, wherein the website provides links between the user

profiles in response to user-provided association data.

17. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 14, wherein the step of completing the purchase transaction

includes sending a transaction request to debit a user account held at the disparate network system.

18. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 9, wherein the social network website provides
advertisements of goods or services within the social network website; and wherein the steps of
communicating, from the social website to the at least one computer arrangement, are in response to

the particular user selecting at least one of the products or services for purchase.

19. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 9,
further including the steps of

communicating, from the social network website to a seller computer, secure data
indicating that the seller was connected to the particular user via the social network website; and

communicating, from the seller website to the at least one computer arrangement, the

secure data; and
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wherein verifying the purchase transaction includes verifying the secure data communicated

from the seller website based upon encrypted data, and wherein submitting te-authentieate the

purchase transaction data includes submitting the purchase transaction data in response to the

verifying indicating that the secure data is valid.

20. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 9, further including the steps of
communicating, from a seller website to the at least one computer arrangement, transaction
details for the purchase transaction; and

in the at least one computer, verifying that the transaction details communicated from the

seller website match the data for the purchase transaction received from the particular user, wherein

submitting the purchase transaction data includes submitting the purchase transaction data in

response to the transaction details communicated from the seller website matching the data for the

purchase transaction received from the particular user, the data received from the particular user

being received from a remotely-located communication device.

21. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 9, further including the steps of

communicating, from the social network website to the at least one computer arrangement,
information about a plurality of sellers (“seller information™) that includes, for each of the sellers, a
different one or more of a business name, IP address, contact information, credit information,
location, type of goods/services, and an encrypted seller identifier;

communicating, from a seller website to the at least one facilitating computer, seller
information relating to the transaction; and

verifying the transaction involving products or services for purchase by users by, in the at

least one computer, comparing the seller information communicated from the seller website with the

information about a plurality of sellers communicated from the social network website.

22.  (Previously Presented) The method of claim 21, wherein the information about a plurality of

sellers includes a different encrypted seller identifier for each of the plurality of sellers.

23.  (Currently Amended) The method of claim 9, further including a step of, in the at least one

computer, determining whether verifieation data used in verifying the purchase transaction is valid,
6




Serial No.: 12/323,175
Docket No.: USBC.009PA

wherein the verifieation data for the purchase transaction received from the social network website is

encrypted by the social website and also by the seller that initiated the transfer request, by decrypting

the purchase transaction data received from the social network website.

24.  (New) The method of claim 9, wherein

the data for the purchase transaction includes an amount of the transaction and a description
of products or services purchased, and

the step of submitting the purchase transaction data to a payment network includes
authorizing the transaction on behalf of the particular user as a prerequisite before authorizing the
purchase transaction in response to the authorization provided by the payment network, by verifying
that the amount of the transaction and a description of products or services purchased provided by
the particular user matches the amount of the transaction and a description of products or services

purchased provided by the social network website.
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Remarks

The final Office Action dated January 29, 2014, indicates an Examiner request for Applicant
to cancel withdrawn claims 1-8 and 14-17 and presents the following claim rejections: claims 9-13
and 18-23 under 35 U.S.C. § 112(1) (pre-AlIA); and claims 9-13 and 18-23 under 35 U.S.C. § 112(2)
(pre-AlA). The following claims stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Siddique, ef al. (U.S.
Patent Pub. No. 2010/0030578), in view of Hoffman, et al. (8,082,211) and Nguyen, e al.
(6,072,870) further in view of Goodman, et al. (8,224,755): claims 9-10; claims 11-13 further in
view of John (2008/0275748); claim 12 further in view of Craig (2008/0104495); claims 18-19
further in view of Ramer, et al. (2010/0312572); claim 20 further in view of Landesmann
(2002/0052782); claim 21 further in view of Landry (5,649,117) and Chen, et al. (7,765,257); claim
22 further in view of the ‘117 and ‘257 references further in view of Spelman, et al. (5,638,445); and
claim 23 further in view of Jobmann (2009/0183008).

In the following discussion, Applicant traverses all rejections, and does not acquiesce to any
averments made in the Office Action. Applicant understands that the previous amendments were not
entered, in view of which amendments are provided herein. Applicant has also further amended the
claims with regard to the Examiner’s indications in the Advisory Action, to facilitate prosecution.!
Applicant appreciates the Examiner’s review in this regard, and invites a telephone call to the
undersigned, should any issues remain. Notwithstanding the amendments, the following addresses
the rejections in greater detail, including aspects of Applicant’s related traversals of record.

Applicant maintains that the Examiner has not established that all cited references are proper
prior art. For instance, the Office Action does not establish that the primary Siddique ‘578 reference,
upon which all rejections rely, is proper prior art because the filing date of the ‘578 reference is
March 23, 2009, which is after the instant application was filed (November 25, 2008). If the
Examiner is to rely upon the listed provisional application to which the ¢578 reference claims benefit
in a future Office Action, reference to supporting disclosure should be made. Moreover, the filing
date of the underlying provisional application of the *578 reference is March 21, 2008, which is also
after the priority date of the instant application (November 30, 2007, per U.S. Provisional
Application Serial No. 60/991,379). Similarly, the Goodman ‘755 reference, upon which all

! With regard to the Examiner’s mention of § 101, while no rejection is made Applicant believes such a rejection would
be improper as aspects of the claims are directed to improving a different field (e.g., security), and improve operation of
the systems themselves (e.g., with regard to efficiency).
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rejections also rely, was filed on July 7, 2008, which is after the underlying priority date of the
instant application. Further, the secondary Jobmann ‘008 reference, upon which the rejection of
claim 23 relies, has a filing date of July 14, 2008, is also after the priority date of the instant
application.

It appears that the rationale behind the Examiner’s decision to not afford the instant
application the priority date of its underlying provisional turns on the use of the term “social
website” in the provisional. Applicant submits that such word-for-word correspondence is
unnecessary to establish proper support under § 119 and § 112. For instance, Applicant’s ‘379

provisional application denotes the following embodiment(s) as recited in Figure 1A and shown

below for convenience:
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In referring to the instant application, Figure 4 shows an embodiment as follows:
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Referring to the two figures above and by way of example, respective embodiments relate to
components involving a buyer interface/social network, a seller interface/seller website, transaction
capture, account selection, system selection, account processing and control system. Further, the
‘379 application notes that, “[f]or instance, the buyer interface could be a ... computer interface for
entering identification (e.g., over the Internet),” and that a “website” is an example interface in this
context as well as that of a seller interface (e.g., multiple users can access a single website via
respective interfaces hosted by the website). See p. 6:19-29, ‘379 Application. It is thus unclear as
to how the Examiner would be asserting that a social website is not supported in this regard. Various
embodiments in the ‘379 application characterize related use of user profiles, buyer identifiers
associated with such profiles, and transaction data capture (including amount) from such a
website/buyer interface. Such aspects may involve comparing the “data inputs™ as noted on page 19,
as may include “verification that the transaction can go forward” as may involve ensuring that sets of
data received from respective parties are “consistent with each other” (e.g., as also claimed therein)
as part of an authorization. Accordingly, the Examiner’s conclusion that the underlying specification
does not support the claimed invention due to the lack of the explicit term “social website” would
appear to contradict any proper interpretation under § 112, and fails to consider the various

supporting embodiments. As such, all rejections should be removed.
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While further discussion of the § 103 rejections is believed unnecessary, Applicant also
believes that these rejections fail to properly establish correspondence or motivation. For example,
while the Examiner cites to disparate, general teachings in combining four (or more) references for
each rejection, the record is devoid of teaching all limitations as arranged in the claimed invention.
While the Examiner has explained that certain sections of the lengthy quotations from the respective
references have bene highlighted, these highlights do not comply with the requirements of § 103 and
M.P.E.P. § 706 with regard to setting forth the rejections in a clear and concise manner. Applicant
cannot ascertain which portions of the cited reference explicitly correspond to which claim
limitations, or how the respective references would be combined.

Referring by way of example to the rejection of claim 9 (spanning rwenty pages of text), the
Office Action impermissibly breaks apart the limitations therein, and cites to different references as
allegedly corresponding to different text within the claim limitation, but without teaching the
limitations arranged as in the claim. Referring to p. 27, the Office Action asserts correspondence to
the initial text “verifying the purchase transaction” by citation to general verification approaches in
the Hoffman reference. The Office Action then cites to the Goodman reference at p. 37 (fen pages
later) as allegedly describing a comparison of data for consistency (comparing user-provided data
with stored data for that user). However, this “comparison” in the Goodman reference involves
verifying a credit card number (e.g., comparing information such as credit card information currently
provided by the user, with information that the user previously provided). This “comparison” thus is
made wholly out of context with regard to the limitations in claim 9, failing to comprehend the claim
“as a whole” or otherwise teach the specifically-claimed aspects directed to verification of data
received from a social network website (including “a purchase amount and a particular payment
network identifier”) with data received from a user.

The above-discussed general, disparate teachings do not, when combined, provide
correspondence to claim 9 as asserted. With regard to the Examiner’s assertion that the claim does
not list “time-sequencing language,” Applicant submits that the limitations must still be disclosed as
arranged in the claim, including the interrelation of the steps as clearly noted in the claim. All
rejections similarly rely upon assertions of general correspondence that fail to address the claims as a
whole. However at least in view of the above, Applicant believes that further discussion of these

rejections is unnecessary.
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Applicant also maintains that all § 103 rejections are improper for lack of motivation, as the
Office Action simply recites a general statement regarding relatedness of fields or concepts in the
cited references, and fails to address the specific modifications at hand. No explanation has been
provided as to how the disparate teachings would be combined, and not evidence suggesting any
predictability has been provided. Other assertions of “motivation” rely upon similarly
overgeneralized statements that fail to address the specific proposed combination of elements, or any
“predictability” of the combination. As such, the § 103 rejections also fail for lack of motivation.

With regard to the § 112 rejections, Applicant has provided facilitating amendments herein
and believes that the rejections are otherwise inapplicable. For instance, while the Examiner has
cited to specific embodiments with focus on the summary portion of the specification, the test is
neither whether every embodiment in the specification corresponds nor whether the specification
recites word-for-word correspondence. Rather, the test under § 112(1) is weather one of skill in the
art would be able to practice the claimed invention without undue experimentation in light of the
specification disclosure and state of the prior art, and under § 112(2) is whether a skilled artisan
would understand the metes and bounds of the claim limitations. In re Strahilevitz, 668 F.2d 1229,
1232, 212 USPQ 561, 563 (CCPA 1982); see also, Ariad Pharms., Inc. v. Eli Lilly & Co., 598 F.3d
1336. “The written description requirement does not require the applicant ‘to describe exactly the
subject matter claimed, [instead] the description must clearly allow persons of ordinary skill in the
art to recognize that [he or she] invented what is claimed.”” Union Oil Co. of California v. Atlantic
Richfield Co., 208 F.3d 989 (Fed. Cir. 2000), cert. denied, 69 U.S.L.W. 3165 (Feb. 20, 2001) (No.
00-249) (quoting In re Gosteli, 872 F.2d 1008, 1012, 10 U.S.P.Q.2d 1614, 1618 (Fed. Cir. 1989)
(citations omitted)).

Moreover, consistent with the facilitating amendments presented herein and in view of
Figures 2 and 4, Applicant believes that the § 112 rejections and related objections to the drawings
are further inapplicable. With regard to independent claim 9 as amended, Applicant believes that
limitations directed to receiving data for a purchase transaction from both a buyer (particular user)
and seller, verifying the purchase transaction by comparing the received data for consistency, and
submitting purchase transaction data to a payment network in response to the comparison, should be
clear (and further supported as explained above). Such an approach may, for example, be amenable
for verifying the propriety of a payment request submitted by a seller, before sending the payment

request off to a payment network that serves the request by effecting payment. Support for such
12
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aspects may, for example, be found at pp. 16:5-16 and 17:1-17; e.g., facilitator 210 receives such
data from a buyer and social network website (that provides an indirect connection to the seller), and
compares transaction details received from the buyer and seller, as may be further implemented in
the context of Figure 4 and the related description. Other amendments have been presented to claims
18-19, 20 and 23 that depend from claim 9. Applicant believes that these amendments should further
address matters (including explicit support/wording) raised by the Examiner.

New claim 24 has also been added, and which also depends from claim 9. Applicant believes
that claim 24 should be allowable for reasons including those discussed herein. Support for this new
claim may be found throughout the specification and figures, with exemplary embodiments shown in
Figure 2 and described in connection therewith at p. 17:1-17.

Accordingly, Applicant believes that each of the rejections has been overcome and the
application is in condition for allowance. A favorable response is requested. Should there be any
remaining issues that could be readily addressed over the telephone, the Examiner is encouraged to

contact the undersigned at (651) 686-6633.

By: /Eric J. Curtin
Please direct all correspondence to: Robert J. Crawford
Reg. No.: 32,122
CRAWFORD MAUNU PLLC Eric J. Curtin
1150 Northland Drive, Suite 100 Reg. No.: 47,511
St. Paul, MN 55120 651-686-6633
651/259-2300 (USBC.009PA)

CUSTOMER NO. 40581
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CRAWFORD MAUNU PLLC
1150 NORTHLAND DRIVE, SUITE 100
ST. PAUL MN 55120

In re Application of : ' _

Mark DICKELMAN : DECISION ON PETITION
Application No. 12/323,175 : UNDER 37 CFR §1.181
Filed: November 25, 2008 , :

For: SYSTEMS, DEVICES AND METHODS FOR
COMPUTER AUTOMATED ASSISTANCE .
FOR DISPARATE NETWORKS AND INTERNET :
- INTERFACES :

This is a decision on applicant’s petition under 37 CFR 1.181 filed March 28, 2014 requesting
withdrawal of the finality of the Office action mailed January 29, 2014.

The petition is DISMISSED AS MOOT.

Applicant alleges that the finality of the January 29, 2014 Office action was impropef on the grounds’
that the references relied upon in all rejections are not prior art.

A review of the file record shows that after the issuance of the final Office action on January 29,
2014, applicant filed a response on March 28, 2014 along with the instant petition. After multiple
interviews, the examiner issued an advisory action on December 8, 2014 and then a notice of
abandonment on December 15, 2014 as the six month statutory period had expired. The petition is
considered moot in view of the abandonment.

Any questions regarding this decision should be directed to Quality Assurance Specialist Lanna Mai
at (571) 272-6867.

Patent Tschnology Center 3600 ' o '
Telephone No.: (571)-272-5350

Im/lm: 1/5/15
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Application No. Applicant(s)
. 12/323,175 DICKELMAN, MARK
Notice of Abandonment Examiner ArLUnit
LINDA PERRY 3695

-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address--

This application is abandoned in view of:

1. X Applicant’s failure to timely file a proper reply to the Office letter mailed on 29 January 2014.
(a) [ A reply was received on (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated ), which is after the expiration of the
period for reply (including a total extension of time of month(s)) which expired on

(b) [J A proposed reply was received on , but it does not constitute a proper reply under 37 CFR 1.113 to the final rejection.

(A proper reply under 37 CFR 1.113 to a final rejection consists only of: (1) a timely filed amendment which places the
application in condition for allowance; (2) a timely filed Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee); or (3) if this is utility or plant
application, a timely filed Request for Continued Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114. Note that RCEs are not
permitted in design applications.)

(c) [J A reply was received on but it does not constitute a proper reply, or a bona fide attempt at a proper reply, to the non-
final rejection. See 37 CFR 1.85(a) and 1.111. (See explanation in box 7 below).

(d) [T No reply has been received.

2. [ Applicant’s failure to timely pay the required issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, within the statutory period of three months
from the mailing date of the Notice of Allowance (PTOL-85).

(@) [J The issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, was received on (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated
), which is after the expiration of the statutory period for payment of the issue fee (and publication fee) set in the Notice of
Allowance (PTOL-85).

(b) [ The submitted fee of $ is insufficient. A balance of § is due.
The issue fee required by 37 CFR 1.18is $ . The publication fee, if required by 37 CFR 1.18(d), is $ .
(c) [ The issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, has not been received.

3. Applicant’s failure to timely file corrected drawings as required by, and within the three-month period set in, the Notice of
Allowability (PTO-37).

(a) [J Proposed corrected drawings were received on (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated ), which is
after the expiration of the period for reply.

(b) [J No corrected drawings have been received.

4. [] The letter of express abandonment which is signed by the attorney or agent of record or other party authorized under 37 CFR
1.33(b). See 37 CFR 1.138(b).

5. [ The letter of express abandonment which is signed by an attorney or agent (acting in a representative capacity under 37 CFR
1.34) upon the filing of a continuing application.

6. [] The decision by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interference rendered on and because the period for seeking court review
of the decision has expired and there are no allowed claims.

7. [ The reason(s) below:

/LINDA PERRY/
Primary Examiner
08 December 2014.

Petitions to revive under 37 CFR 1.137, or requests to withdraw the holding of abandonment under 37 CFR 1.181, should be promptly filed to minimize
any negative effects on patent term.

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL-1432 (Rev. 07-14) Notice of Abandonment Part of Paper No. 20141208
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following e-mail address(es):
USPTO-patent @ip-firm.com
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Application No. Applicant(s)
Advisory Action 12/323,175 DICKELMAN, MARK
Before the Filing of an Appeal Brief [Examiner Art Unit ATA (First Inventor to File) Status
LINDA PERRY 3695 No

--The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address --

THE REPLY FILED 28 March 2014 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE.
NO NOTICE OF APPEAL FILED
1. X The reply was filed after a final rejection. No Notice of Appeal has been filed. To avoid abandonment of this application, applicant must timely file
one of the following replies: (1) an amendment, affidavit, or other evidence, which places the application in condition for allowance;
(2) a Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee) in compliance with 37 CFR 41.31; or (3) a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) in compliance with
37 CFR 1.114 if this is a utility or plant application. Note that RCEs are not permitted in design applications. The reply must be filed within one of
the following time periods:
a) |:| The period for reply expires 3 months from the mailing date of the final rejection.
b) & The period for reply expires on: (1) the mailing date of this Advisory Action; or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection, whichever is later.
In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection.
c) D A prior Advisory Action was mailed more than 3 months after the mailing date of the final rejection in response to a first after-final reply filed
within 2 months of the mailing date of the final rejection. The current period for reply expires months from the mailing date of
the prior Advisory Action or SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection, whichever is earlier.
Examiner Note: If box 1 is checked, check either box (a), (b) or (c). ONLY CHECK BOX (b) WHEN THIS ADVISORY ACTION IS THE
FIRST RESPONSE TO APPLICANT'S EIRST AFTER-FINAL REPLY WHICH WAS FILED WITHIN TWO MONTHS OF THE FINAL
REJECTION. ONLY CHECK BOX (c) IN THE LIMITED SITUATION SET FORTH UNDER BOX (c). See MPEP 706.07(f).
Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR 1.136(a). The date on which the petition under 37 CFR 1.136(a) and the appropriate
extension fee have been filed is the date for purposes of determining the period of extension and the corresponding amount of the fee. The
appropriate extension fee under 37 CFR 1.17(a) is calculated from: (1) the expiration date of the shortened statutory period for reply originally
set in the final Office action; or (2) as set forth in (b) or (c) above, if checked. Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the
mailing date of the final rejection, even if timely filed, may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b).
NOTICE OF APPEAL
2. [] The Notice of Appeal was filed on . A brief in compliance with 37 CFR 41.37 must be filed within two months of the date of filing the
Notice of Appeal (37 CFR 41.37(a)), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 41.37(e)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. Since a Notice of
Appeal has been filed, any reply must be filed within the time period set forth in 37 CFR 41.37(a).
AMENDMENTS

3. |z The proposed amendments filed after a final rejection, but prior to the date of filing a brief, will not be entered because
a) Xl They raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below);
b) |:| They raise the issue of new matter (see NOTE below);
c) & They are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the issues for
appeal; and/or
d) |:| They present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims.
NOTE: . (See 37 CFR 1.116 and 41.33(a)).
4.[] The amendments are not in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121. See attached Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment (PTOL-324).
5. |:| Applicant’s reply has overcome the following rejection(s):
6. |:| Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment canceling the non-
allowable claim(s).
7. |Z For purposes of appeal, the proposed amendment(s): (a) X will not be entered, or (b) [] will be entered, and an explanation of how the
new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended.
AFFIDAVIT OR OTHER EVIDENCE

8. |:| A declaration(s)/affidavit(s) under 37 CFR 1.130(b) was/were filed on .

9. [ The affidavit or other evidence filed after final action, but before or on the date of filing a Notice of Appeal will not be entered because
applicant failed to provide a showing of good and sufficient reasons why the affidavit or other evidence is necessary and was not earlier
presented. See 37 CFR 1.116(e).

10. [ The affidavit or other evidence filed after the date of filing the Notice of Appeal, but prior to the date of filing a brief, will not be entered
because the affidavit or other evidence failed to overcome all rejections under appeal and/or appellant fails to provide a showing of good
and sufficient reasons why it is necessary and was not earlier presented. See 37 CFR 41.33(d)(1).

11. [J The affidavit or other evidence is entered. An explanation of the status of the claims after entry is below or attached.

REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION/OTHER

12. [ The request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because:
See Continuation Sheet.

13. [J Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s). (PTO/SB/08) Paper No(s).
14. [] Other: .
STATUS OF CLAIMS
15. The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows:
Claim(s) allowed:
Claim(s) objected to:
Claim(s) rejected:
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration:

/LINDA PERRY/
3 December 2014

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL-303 (Rev. 08-2013) Advisory Action Before the Filing of an Appeal Brief Part of Paper No. 20141123



Continuation Sheet (PTOL-303) Application No. 12/323,175

Continuation of 11. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because:

Examiner explained in item 2 of the Final as well as by telephone why the earlier-filed Provisional does not determine the effective date of
the claims, lacking the subject matter of the claims. The Provisional which does haves some words about social websites is dated
8/27/2008, or after the effective date of both Siddique (Provisional Application of 3/21/2008) and of Goodman (filed 7/7/2008).

Regarding Applicants' quote of MPEP 2143.03, Examiner notes MPEP 2173.06:

"Second, where there is a great deal of confusion and uncertainty as to the proper interpretation of the limitations of a claim, it would not be
proper to reject such a claim on the basis of prior art. As stated in In reSteele, 305 F.2d 859, 134 USPQ 292 (CCPA 1962), a rejection
under 35 U.S.C. 103 should not be based on considerable speculation about the meaning of terms employed in a claim or assumptions
that must be made as to the scope of the claims”

To including long paragraphs of references, Examiner indeed has, but has also used undetlining, italics, and bolding to draw attention to
important sentences or phrases.

To not suplying motivation, Examiner notes that paragraphs are supplied which do include motivation to combine, such as:

"It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include in the method including that payments
can be made using any combination of credit, debit, points cards and/or other supported payment options as taught by Siddique the
verification by merchant and integration of payment server and merchant hardware and gateway routing between payment server and
merchant server as taught by Hoffman to realize the claimed invention since the claimed invention is merely a combination of old elements,
and in the combination each element merely would have performed the same function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in the
art would have recognized that the results of the combination were predictable. A person of sKill in the art would have been motivated at the
time of the invention to combine the features to clarify possible architectures. (Please see KSR [127 S Ct. at 1739] "The combination of
familiar elements according to known methods is likely to be obvious when it does no more than yield predictable results" and MPEP §2141
I (A)"..

The record is not "devoid of teaching of all limitations as arranged in the claimed invention" (Examiner notes that the 9 limitations may be
performed in any order, absent explicit time-sequencing language).

Examiner draws attention to the date on which she put her signature to the Final: 22 January. Further looking at the internal tools shows
that the final was begun on 19 January at 8:03:34 AM and completed by Examiner on 22 January at 4:48:57 PM and printed on 23 January
at 3:26:21 PM.

Examiner does not understand Figure 2, as she explained at length. However it show no provision of the claimed data of purchase amount
and payment network identifier from the user (presumably "Buyer 20" and apparently shows two verifications and none of the same data
items from a social network website, and what exactly passes between Buyer and Social Website is only Buyer ID at 206 (perhaps that is
not attached to that double-pointed arrow ?) and between Seller and Social Website "Secure Data 212" which also passes between Social
Webisite and Facilitator . So the figure which Applicants wishes Examiner to examine does not show at all that the verification involves the
data as claimed. As to what is in 204 and 218, on arrows labeled "verification", it would apear that the sources of data could be on either
end of the double-pointed arrow, but the data is passed between Facilitator and Buyer and between Facilitator and Seller. Yet instead the
10/25/12 claims have verification with the data provided by different parties from these:

"verifying the purchase transaction by comparing, for consistency, the data for the purchase transaction that is received from the social
network website with the data for the purchase transaction that is received from the buyer".

Pages 15 -18 of the Application as filed describing Fig.2 as cited do not include one word about what is in 204 OR 218 which are the
numbers attached to the "Verification" labels (speaking of 112 first paragraph).

"In one embodiment of the present invention, buyer 202 provides verification 204 to further validate the transaction data. For example,
social website 214 or facilitator 210 can verify the transaction details, such as amount and a description of the goods/services, by receiving
input from the buyer. In a specific instance, the seller sends transaction details to social website 214 and/or facilitator 210. Similar
transaction details are received from buyer 202 and the two transaction details are compared for consistency. In one instance, social
website 214 or facilitator 210 can send a copy of the transaction data to buyer 202 for verification. The transaction data can be presented to
buyer 202 using interface that asks buyer 202 to confirm the details. Alternatively, buyer 202 sends transaction details without a need for
social website 214 and/or facilitator 210 to first prompt for the transaction details. This can be accomplished, for example, using a software
program that sends the transaction details to social website 214 and/or facilitator 210 when buyer 202 indicates an intention to purchase
goods"...

" According to one implementation, the social website 214 can store a payment network identifier associated with the buyer 202. This
identifier can be sent to the facilitator 210. This identifier can be used to identify the buyer and associated payment networks. As an
example, the social website 214 can store a credit card payment network identifier (e.g., a credit card humber). This identifier can be sent
to facilitator 210. This can be particularly useful for allowing the use of existing (credit card) authorization mechanisms to verify the
transaction and/or the buyer 202 is legitimate".

Examiner notes from the 61092248 Provisonal of 8/27/2008 which also includes that Figure 2:

"Consistent with another embodiment of the present invention, a third party facilitates a transaction between a seller and a buyer by
verifying the authenticity of the transaction after receiving verification data from the buyer, the seller, a social network service/website or
combinations thereof.Consistent with an embodiment of the present invention, a third party facilitates a transaction between a seller and a
buyer by verifying the identity and/or intentions of the buyer and thereafter enabling the purchase to be processed. Consistent with a
specific embodiment of the present invention, the seller need not have direct knowledge of the buyer's selected network(s). In certain
instances, the buyer and seller do not have existing agreements with the selected network of the other party. According to an example
embodiment of the present invention, a system is implemented for processing buyer-seller transactions using disparate seller and buyer
networks and accounts held therein. The system captures buyer and seller transaction data associated with the sale and purchase of
goods or setrvices. In one embodiment of the invention, the system selects a buyer network from a plurality of possible networks. The
system routes a portion of the buyer-seller transaction data to the selected buyer network. In a particular instance, the buyer network is a
network for which the seller does not have an existing relationship."..." Social website 104 provides an option for buyer 102 to view and/or

2
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purchase goods from seller website 106. This can include, for example, seller advertisements and links to the seller website 106. In order
to facilitate a purchase by buyer 102 for these goods or services provided via seller website 106, a financial data link 112 operates to
facilitate access to buyer and/or seller account 110. In a particular implementation, financial data link 112 can operate using disparate
payment networks for the buyer and/or seller accounts as discussed in more detail in connection with FIG. 4. Facilitation system 108 is able
to provide one or more transaction-related functions, such as disparate network access, security, account identification and auditing....
When buyer 102 indicates interest in a good or service offered by :he seller (e.g., by clicking on an advertisement), the identification of
buyer 102 can be ased to facilitate any purchase made thereafter.... In another embodiment of the present invention, the seller sends the
transaction data to the system. The system can then contact the appropriate buyer account, verify that the transaction is valid and
eventually facilitate settlement between the buyer account 110 and the seller. For example, the seller can send seller account information
to the system. The system can cause the transfer of funds from the buyer account to the seller account....  According to one embodiment,
social website 214 provides information about buyer 202 to facilitator 210. Social website 214 can also send secure data 212 to seller 220.
Secure data 212 can be used as a verification that seller 220 was indeed connected to buyer 202 via social website 214. For example,
secure data 212 can be sent from seller 220 to facilitator 210. Facilitator 210 can verify that the secure data 212 is valid.... Using one
example validation mechanism, social website 214 generates encrypted verification data to represent the secure data 212. This encrypted
verification data can be sent to seller 220 and either be sent also to facilitator 210 or be known already by facilitator 210. Facilitator 210
receives the encrypted verification data from seller 220 and determines whether the data is valid. This verification 218 allows the facilitator
210 to provide some level of confidence that the seller is legitimate".

Furthermore, Examiner notes the 10/21/13 claim says:
"communicating, from the social network website to the at least one computer arrangement, data for the purchase transaction to be made
by the particular user, the data including at least a purchase amount and a particular payment network identifier associated with the
particular user; and
in the at least one computer arrangement, performing a set of operations that include each
of:

receiving data for the purchase transaction from the social network website;

receiving data for the purchase transaction from the particular user;

verifying the purchase transaction by comparing, for consistency, the data for the purchase transaction that is received from the

social network website with the data for the purchase transaction that is received from the particular user ;"

Now data that includes purchase amount and a particular payment identifier is open-ended; it could also include other things, and those
other things could be what data is compared, (point one about 112 2nd. issues remaining). Next, "a particular payment network identifier
associated with the particular user" suffers from use of "associated with"; Examiner has three credit cards and their disparate payment
network identifiers are all thereby associated with Examiner, but that "association” does not tell which one is used for any particular
purchase (point two).

MPEP 2106 II C "during patent prosecution when claims can be amended, ambiguities should be recognized, scope and breadth of
language explored, and clarification imposed.... An essential purpose of patent examination is to fashion claims that are precise, clear,
correct, and unambiguous. Only in this way can uncertainties of claim scope be removed, as much as possible, during the administrative
process."

However with regard, again, to effective date, those pages bottom of 15- top of 18 provide ample showing that the Applcation
fundamentally deals with use of a social network website, that not even named in the earlier Provisional 60991379 Title: CONTROL
SYSTEM ARRANGEMENTS AND METHODS FOR DISPARATE NETWORK SYSTEMS and not shown in its figures.

Now the proposed amended claims say

receiving data for the purchase transaction, including data for the purchase transaction received from the seller, from the social network
website;

receiving data for the purchase transaction from the particular user; verifying the purchase transaction by comparing, for consistency, the
data for the purchase transaction that is received from the social network website with the data for the purchase transaction that is received
from the particular user;

This also does not identify what is in the "data for the purchase transaction:" but corrects the provenance of the data received from the
social network as being from the seller. This would indeed require further consideration both in view of Prior Art and of at least 112
1% paragraph. So would the amendments, for which once again no specific support was provided, within:

"communicating, from the social network website to at least one computer that is remote from the social network website and remote from
the seller website, a particular user-identifier corresponding to a particular user and a particular user-profile, the communication being
responsive to a seller-initiated transfer request that is part of a purchase transaction involving products or services to be made by the
particular user from a website of the seller that initiated the transfer request” and

"in response to the comparison in the verifying step indicating that the data for the purchase transaction received from the seller is
consistent with the data for the purchase transaction received from the particular user, submitting the purchase transaction data to a
payment network that corresponds to the selected payment network identifier and as part of a request to debit the purchase amount; and"

" wherein verifying the purchase transaction includes verifying the secure data communicated from the seller website based upon
encrypted data, and wherein submitting to authenticate the purchase transaction data includes submitting the purchase transaction data in
response to the verifying indicating that the secure data is valid"
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"in the at least one computer, verifying that the transaction details communicated from the seller website match the data for the purchase
transaction received from the particular user, wherein submitting the purchase transaction data includes submitting the purchase
transaction data in response to the transaction details communicated from the seller website matching the data for the purchase
transaction received from the particular user, the data received from the particular user being received from a remotely-located
communication device."

"23. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 9, further including a step of, in the at least one computer, determining whether verification
data used in verifying the purchase transaction is valid, wherein the verification data for the purchase transaction received from the social
network website is encrypted by the social website and also by the seller that initiated the transfer request, by decryptin~ the purchase
transaction data received from the social network website." and

"24.
(New) The method of claim 9, wherein

the data for the purchase transaction includes an amount of the transaction and a description

of products or services purchased, and

the step of submitting the purchase transaction data to a payment network includes authorizing the transaction on behalf of the patticular
user as a prerequisite before authorizing the purchase transaction in response to the authorization provided by the payment network, by
verifying that the amount of the transaction and a description of products or services purchased provided by the particular user matches the
amount of the transaction and a description of products or services purchased provided by the social network website"

In addition, a new 101 rejection would likely apply to any continued examination arising from a successful Petition, as verification and
authorization of transactions is an abstract idea, nhamely a basic economic practice.

Since more than 6 months has passed after the final rejection, no other response from Applicant can be entered..

SPE Kalinowski has contacted Applicant and explained the status of this Application.
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Application No. Applicant(s)

. . . 12/323,175 DICKELMAN, MARK
Examiner-Initiated Interview Summary

Examiner Art Unit

ALEXANDER KALINOWSKI 3691

All participants (applicant, applicant’s representative, PTO personnel):

(1) ALEXANDER KALINOWSKI. (3) .

(2) Eric Curtin. 4.

Date of Interview: 17 November 2014.

Type: [X Telephonic [ Video Conference
[] Personal [copy given to: [] applicant  [] applicant’s representative]

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: [] Yes [ No.
If Yes, brief description:

Issues Discussed []101 [112 [J102 [J103 [XOthers

(For each of the checked box(es) above, please describe below the issue and detailed description of the discussion)
Claim(s) discussed:
Identification of prior art discussed:

Substance of Interview
(For each issue discussed, provide a detailed description and indicate if agreement was reached. Some topics may include: identification or clarification of a
reference or a portion thereof, claim interpretation, proposed amendments, arguments of any applied references etc...)

The examiner contacted Applicant's Representative o clarify the current status of the application. In an interview
conducted on July 25, 2014 (interview summary mailed on July 30, 2014), the examiner indicated in the interview that
the final rejection dated 1/29/2014 was vacated and a new office action would be forthcoming. This statement was
made in error since the SPE had no authority to vacate a final rejection. Since the SPE lacked authority to vacate the
final rejection, the final rejection dated 1/29/2014 is still pending. The time period for response has passed the
maximum six_ month period of response (7/29/2014 ) and no response to the final rejection was received, the status of
the application is abandoned. .

Applicant recordation instructions: It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of interview.

Examiner recordation instructions: Examiners must summarize the substance of any interview of record. A complete and proper recordation of
the substance of an interview should include the items listed in MPEP 713.04 for complete and proper recordation including the identification of the
general thrust of each argument or issue discussed, a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed regarding patentability and the
general results or outcome of the interview, to include an indication as to whether or not agreement was reached on the issues raised.

[ Attachment

/ALEXANDER KALINOWSKI/
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3691

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL-413B (Rev. 8/11/2010) Interview Summary Paper No. 20141117



Confirmation No. 7315 PATENT
IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Applicant: DICKELMAN Examiner: Perry, Linda C.

Serial No.: 12/323,175 Group Art Unit: 3691

Filed: November 25, 2008 Docket No.: USBC.009PA

Title: SYSTEMS, DEVICES AND METHODS FOR COMPUTER
AUTOMATED ASSISTANCE FOR DISPARATE NETWORKS AND
INTERNET INTERFACES

RESPONSE TO INTERVIEW SUMMARY

Mail Stop AF . Customer No.
Commissioner for Patents :
P.O. Box 1450 40581

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

Dear Sir:

In acknowledgement of the Interview Summary dated August 8, 2014, please reconsider the
application in view of the following remarks.

A complete listing of the claims and Remarks follow.

Authorization is given to charge/credit Deposit Account 50-0996 (USBC.009PA) any

| required fees/overages to enter this paper.
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Remarks

Applicant notes the following in regard to errors in the Interview Summary dated
August 8, 2014.

The Interview Summary indicates that “the period for reply to the Non-Final and even to the
withdrawn Final has passed the statutory 6 months.” Applicant submits that the assertions in this
regard are in error, as Applicant replied to the non-final office action in due time. As the Final
Office Action has been withdrawn, there is no outstanding action or related time period to consider.

The Interview Summary indicates that “Applicants...realized other art may be easy to find.”
Applicant submits that no admission regarding other art was intended, and rather the suggestion
regarding readily available art was made by the Examiner.

In addition to the above, Applicant notes that the instant application has been pending for
over five years, in which various delays relative to USPTO responses and communication of
proposed amendments to facilitate prosecution have been sidetracked due to Examiner absences.
Section 707 (§ 707.02) of the M.P.E.P. directs that the Examiner’s supervisor personally check on
the pendency of this application, with a view to finally concluding its prosecution.

Applicant respectfully requests the personal attention of the Supervisory Patent Examiner
(SPE) in this application and, in particular, the consideration of this response in light of the lack of
explicit teachings from the prior art. For instance, the most recent rejection of claim 1 spans 20
pages of discussion of four separate references in the Final Office Action, which is generally
indiscernible with regard to what portions therein are being alleged as specifically teaching each
claim limitation, much less a combination of teachings of the claimed invention “as a whole.”
Further, consistent with M.P.E.P. § 707.02, should any claims not be allowed in view of the
following discussion, Applicant requests an in-person interview with the Examiner and the
Examiner’s supervisor and with the instant application having “special status” for priority treatment

on the examination docket.
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Accordingly, Applicant maintains that each of the rejections is improper or inapplicable and
the application is in condition for allowance. A favorable response is requested. Should there be any

remaining issues that could be readily addressed over the telephone, the Examiner is encouraged to

contact the undersigned at (651) 686-6633.
By: TMM /

Please direct all correspondence to: Robert J. érawford\) S
Reg. No.: 32,122

CRAWFORD MAUNU PLLC Eric J. Curtin

1150 Northland Drive, Suite 100 Reg. No.: 47,511

St. Paul, MN 55120 651-686-6633

651/259-2300 (USBC.009PA)

CUSTOMER NO. 40581
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Application No. Applicant(s)

. -, , 12/323,175 DICKELMAN, MARK
Examiner-Initiated Interview Summary i i
Examiner Art Unit
LINDA PERRY 3695

All participants (applicant, applicant’s representative, PTO personnel):

(1) LINDA PERRY. (3) .

(2) ERIC CURTIN ESQ. (4) .

Date of Interview: 05 August 2014.

Type: [X Telephonic [ Video Conference
[ Personal [copy given to: [] applicant [ applicant’s representative]

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: [] Yes X No.
If Yes, brief description:
Issues Discussed []101 []112 []102 [X]103 []Others
(For each of the checked box(es) above, please describe below the issue and detailed description of the discussion)
Claim(s) discussed: 9.

Identification of prior art discussed: Siddique.

Substance of Interview
(For each issue discussed, provide a detailed description and indicate if agreement was reached. Some topics may include: identification or clarification of a
reference or a portion thereof, claim interpretation, proposed amendments, arguments of any applied references etc...)

See Continuation Sheet.

Applicant recordation instructions: It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of interview.

general thrust of each argument or issue discussed, a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed regarding patentability and the
general results or outcome of the interview, to include an indication as to whether or not agreement was reached on the issues raised.

] Attachment

Examiner recordation instructions: Examiners must summarize the substance of any interview of record. A complete and proper recordation of
the substance of an interview should include the items listed in MPEP 713.04 for complete and proper recordation including the identification of the

/LINDA PERRY/
Primary Examiner
8/5/14

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office

PTOL-413B (Rev. 8/11/2010) Interview Summary Paper No. 20140805
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Examiner showed why the date on Siddique is good, and those on
the others aligned. Applicants suggested they could swear behind but realized other art may be easy to find, and
preferred to discuss amendments and going forward. Various further amendments were discussed, with no agreement
reached. Applicants asked whether the 3/28/14 amendment had been entered and Examiner agreed to include those
amendments in a second Final. Then Applicants asked if they could formulate a supplementary amendment and have
that examined with this second Final and Examiner said she thought, in view of fairness to other Applicants, allowing a
third response was not correct.

Examiner now notes now that the period for reply to the Non-Final and even to the withdrawn Final has passed the
statutory 6 months; and MPEP §714.09 : "The following types of amendments are ordinarily denied entry:(Q) A
supplemental reply is not entered as a matter of right unless it is filed during a suspension period under 37 CFR
1.103(a) or (c). See 37 CFR 1.111(a)(2) and MPEP § 714.03(a).While amendments falling within any of the foregoing
categories should not be entered by the examiner at the time of filing, a subsequent showing by applicant may lead to
entry of the amendment"..



Pera, Linda

From: Perry, Linda

Sent: Monday, August 04, 2014 6:37 PM
To: "Eric Curtin’

Subject: RE: 12323175-USBC.009PA

For discussion as you requested:

A social network website can be wsed, for example, 1o keep lists of bought what in the context of user evalualions, e

sharing amuong users what is a good product and what they think s not. One of skill in the art would have known that at
the time of the invention, whose effective date was August 27 .2 {38 as already explained.

Purchase data including xyz is not an exhaustive list of what the data is. After that imitation, the words “purchass data”
suld mean abe too, where both xyz and abo are included in the purchase data.

Sa verifying b ¢ comparing hwo set of purchase data does not tell me exactly what is compared, specifically, and is opean
o interpretation—what is verified is not necessarily xyz at all, just because that xvz s included in the purchass data.

{think that will answer most of your guestion below, in visw of what Siddique teaches for data communicatad

and Hoffman and Nguven teach about verifying and about data received, data verified. Then Goodman shows one
comparison making use of info publicly available at socal networks, of which | began this with an example. Goodman
also makess use of user purchasing a product or service or responding to an offer, and ¢ number in Goodman is again
only an example of user-provided data. So my rejection makvs use of the vagueness of the description of ‘data for the
purchase transaction’. if vou tighten that up, mavbe ¥ will knock out my reference combination.

Consistenay, too, is not equaiihi For P\‘&S’E";}iP suppose one parson posts “I bought a game called {whatever] last

G ne
month”, and the date of 3 transaction is “sometime within the last month”. The data is consistent. But it is debatable
whether we also need for consistency {not absoluts identity] o have that “the transaction was for game called

bashatever]”. Again, TEPE:‘“??‘ that ‘consistency’ up, i may knock out my references,

Detail we can talk about tomorrow, just wanted to give you the broad outlines of the argument tonight to think ove
hope | caught you at the Office still-if not, sorry, | am just getting 1o reviewing now,

o
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From: Eric Curtin [mailto:ecurtin@ip-firm.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 7:16 PM

To: Perry, Linda

Subject: RE: 12323175-USBC.009PA

N
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10AM EDT (9AM CDT) works for me.



| would also like to address the following issue raised in our most-recent response, and identify exactly where the
references teach the following limitations as a whole:

verifying a purchase transaction by comparing data for the purchase transaction that is received from a social
network website with the data for the purchase transaction that is received from the particular user

The rejection breaks the above limitation apart and cites only to general concepts, such as verifying that a credit card
number matches a previously provided number, in view of which it is unclear as to what teaching is being relied upon as

teaching the specific verification approach claimed (comparing separate sets of data from the same transaction, as
received from a buyer and a website).

Best regards,

Eric

EricJ. Curtin

Attorney at Law

Crawford Maunu PLLC
1150 Northland Drive

St. Paul, Minnesota 55120
Direct 651/259-2303

Fax 651/686-7111
www.ip-firm.com

'CRAWFORD MAUNU

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

This transmission may contain confidential information covered by the attorney-client privilege and the attorney work-product doctrines. Any
unauthorized review, use, distribution or disclosure is prohibited. If you have received this transmission in error, please destroy the content and
contact the sender.

From: Perry, Linda [maiito:Linda. Perry@USPTO. GOV
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 3:54 PM

To: Eric Curtin

Subject: RE: 12323175

Yes, Tuesday the "?‘h) is 10 am our time ok with V-:su?

tread the earlier of vour Frovisionals closely and there as no oniine community/ sooial netwaork, Just payment
networks, the internet, eto. The later one fims ite social, so your sarliest date for independent claims about social
network website s the second’s August 27 2008, And the

Provisional Siddicue is bafore that and supports the paragraphs | used, plus

Goodman and Jobman accordingly alse before August ;Gi: , both July 2008, are ok becauss eartier than your iater
Provisional,

| can provide aiternstive rejections &.g. eBay has been going for a very long time. long before 2007,



f SN

::1:'\\‘\
\\\
.

N \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\§

From: Eric Curtin [mailio:ecurtin@ig-firm.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 10:38 AM
To: Perry, Linda

Subject: RE: 12323175

Thanks for your email. I'll need some time to re-review the references, as the embodiments relied upon in the non-
provisional reference would need to be fully disclosed in the underlying provisional (more than a word search). Also, the
Goodman and Jobmann references remain an issue relative to the underlying date.

Would Tuesday morning work?

Best regards,

Eric

Eric J. Curtin

Attorney at Law

Crawford Maunu PLLC
1150 Northland Drive

St. Paul, Minnesota 55120
Direct 651/259-2303

Fax 651/686-7111
www.ip-firm.com

. CRAWFORD MAUNU

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

This transmission may contain confidential information covered by the attorney-client privilege and the attorney work-product doctrines. Any
unauthorized review, use, distribution or disclosure is prohibited. If you have received this transmission in error, please destroy the content and
contact the sender.

From: Perry, Linda [maitio:Linda. Perry@USPTO.GOV]
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 6:53 PM

To: Eric Curtin

Subject: 12323175

Please advise when vou would be available for interview to discuss whether Siddigue is a good reference. Ithinkitis as
addressed the date issue at the beginning of Final, so would have looked for detailed support in Siddigue’s Provisional
argd in your twa.
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From: Perry, Linda

Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 4:49 PM
To: 'curtin@ip-firm.com'

Subject: 12323175
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Examiner-Initiated Interview Summary

Examiner Art Unit
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All participants (applicant, applicant’s representative, PTO personnel):
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(2) Eric Curtin. (4) .
Date of Interview: 25 July 2014.
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Claim(s) discussed: 9-13 and 18.
Identification of prior art discussed:

Substance of Interview
(For each issue discussed, provide a detailed description and indicate if agreement was reached. Some topics may include: identification or clarification of a
reference or a portion thereof, claim interpretation, proposed amendments, arguments of any applied references etc...)

Examiner conatacted Applicant to discuss the Final rejection mailed on 1/29/2014. The 103 rejection of the claims
was based on Siddique '578 reference. It was agreed that the Siddique '578 reference is not prio art and therefore the
final rejection mailed on 1/29/2014 is improper. Therefore the final rejection dated 1/29/2014 is hereby vacated. A new
office action addressing the amendment dated 3/28/2014 will be forthcoming..

Applicant recordation instructions: It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of interview.

Examiner recordation instructions: Examiners must summarize the substance of any interview of record. A complete and proper recordation of
the substance of an interview should include the items listed in MPEP 713.04 for complete and proper recordation including the identification of the
general thrust of each argument or issue discussed, a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed regarding patentability and the
general results or outcome of the interview, to include an indication as to whether or not agreement was reached on the issues raised.
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P.O. Box 1450 40581

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

Dear Sir:

In acknowledgement of the final Office Action dated January 29, 2014, please reconsider the
application in view of the following remarks.

A complete listing of the claims and Remarks follow.

Authorization is given to charge/credit Deposit Account 50-0996 (USBC.009PA) any

required fees/overages to enter this paper, including $80.00 for one (1) additional claim in excess of

twenty.
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In the Claims:

This listing replaces all prior versions.
1. (Withdrawn) A computer-implemented method for facilitating payment being provided between
disparate payment networks of buyers and sellers, the method using a computer-arrangement to
interface with a social website that has user profiles, each user profile corresponding to a user
identifier, and for use with a seller website that offers products or services for purchase by users and
that generates transaction data for a current user accessing the website, the method comprising:

communicating, to the computer-arrangement, a current user identifier corresponding to a
current user profile and the transaction data;

selecting, using the computer-arrangement, a buyer payment network from a plurality of
disparate buyer payment networks that are each associated with the current user identifier; and

based upon the selection, formatting the transaction data to facilitate payment against the

selected buyer payment network.

2. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein facilitating the payment against the selected buyer
payment network includes a payment to a seller account held at a payment network that is disparate

from the selected buyer payment network.

3. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the step of communicating further includes

communicating a transaction identifier, a transaction amount and a seller identifier.

4. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the current user identifier is verified using log-in

identification and password data.

5. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the social website provides the buyer with a

customizable display having information that can be viewed by selected other users of the social

website.

6. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the step of communicating is responsive to the

buyer selecting a seller website from an advertisement provided on the social website.
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7. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the step of formatting the transaction data further
includes accessing stored buyer profile data that includes account information for the selected buyer

payment network.

8. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 1, wherein the seller does not receive buyer account

information about the selected buyer network.

9. (Currently Amended) For use with a social network website that implements user profiles, each
user profile having a user identifier, and with transactions involving products or services offered for
purchase by users at seller websites, a method implemented using one or more processor circuits and
comprising:

communicating, from the social network website to at least one computer that is remote from

the social network website and remote from the seller website, a particular user-identifier

corresponding to a particular user and a particular user-profile, the communication being responsive
to a seller-initiated transfer request that is part of a purchase transaction involving products or
services to be made by the particular user from a website of the seller that initiated the transfer
request;

communicating, from the social network website to the at least one computer, data for the
purchase transaction to be made by the particular user, the data including at least a purchase amount
and a particular payment network identifier associated with the particular user; and

in the at least one computer, performing a set of operations that include each of:

receiving data for the purchase transaction, including data for the purchase transaction

received from the seller, from the social network website;

receiving data for the purchase transaction from the particular user;

verifying the purchase transaction by comparing, for consistency, the data for the
purchase transaction that is received from the social network website with the data for the purchase
transaction that is received from the particular user;

identifying an association between the particular user-identifier and a plurality of
disparate payment network identifiers;

identifying the particular user using the particular payment network identifier;




Serial No.: 12/323,175
Docket No.: USBC.009PA

selecting a payment network identifier from the plurality of disparate payment

network identifiers;

in response to the comparison in the verifying step indicating that the data for the

purchase transaction received from the seller is consistent with the data for the purchase transaction

received from the particular user, submitting the purchase transaction data to a payment network that

corresponds to the selected payment network identifier and as part of a request to debit the purchase

amount; and

authorizing the purchase transaction in response to an authorization provided by the

payment network corresponding to the selected payment network identifier.

10. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9 wherein the step of submitting purchase
transaction data to the payment network that corresponds to the selected payment network identifier
includes submitting a credit card number and wherein the payment network corresponding to the

selected payment network identifier is a credit card payment network.

11. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, wherein, relative to the purchase transaction, the
particular payment network identifier, for the payment network that corresponds to the selected

payment network identifier, is not received by the seller corresponding to the seller-initiated transfer

request.

12. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, wherein the step of identifying the particular user
includes receiving and using authentication data in addition to the particular payment network

identifier, as communicated from the social network website, to authenticate the particular user.

13. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 9, wherein the step of identifying the particular user

includes receiving data authenticating the social network website.

14, (Withdrawn) For use with a website that implements user profiles, each user profile having a
user identifier, and that offers a mechanism for users to purchase products or services, a computer-

implemented method comprising:

associating a current user with a current user profile;
4
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verifying the identity of the current user;
providing a current user-identifier from the current user profile to a disparate network system;
providing transaction data to the disparate network system for a purchase transaction to be

made by the current user; and

completing the purchase transaction in response to an authorization received from the

disparate network system.

" 15. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 14, wherein buyer account information, about the payment

network, is not received by a seller of the products or services.

16. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 14, wherein the website provides links between the user

profiles in response to user-provided association data.

17. (Withdrawn) The method of claim 14, wherein the step of completing the purchase transaction

includes sending a transaction request to debit a user account held at the disparate network system.

18. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 9, wherein the social network website provides
advertisements of goods or services within the social network website; and wherein the steps of
communicating, from the social website to the at least one computer arrangemesnt, are in response to

the particular user selecting at least one of the products or services for purchase.
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19. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 9,
further including the steps of
communicating, from the social network website to a seller computer, secure data
indicating that the seller was connected to the particular user via the social network website; and
communicating, from the seller website to the at least one computer arrangement, the
secure data; and

wherein verifying the purchase transaction includes verifying the secure data communicated

from the seller website based upon encrypted data, and wherein submitting te-authenticate the

purchase transaction data includes submitting the purchase transaction data in response to the

verifying indicating that the secure data is valid.

20. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 9, further including the steps of
communicating, from a seller website to the at least one computer arrangement, transaction
details for the purchase transaction; and

in the at least one computer, verifying that the transaction details communicated from the

seller website match the data for the purchase transaction received from the particular user, wherein

submitting the purchase transaction data includes submitting the purchase transaction data in

response to the transaction details communicated from the seller website matching the data for the

purchase transaction received from the particular user, the data received from the particular user

being received from a remotely-located communication device.

21. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 9, further including the steps of

communicating, from the social network website to the at least one computer arrangement,
information about a plurality of sellers (“seller information”) that includes, for each of the sellers, a
different one or more of a business name, IP address, contact information, credit information,
location, type of goods/services, and an encrypted seller identifier;

communicating, from a seller website to the at least one facilitating computer, seller
information relating to the transaction; and

verifying the transaction involving products or services for purchase by users by, in the at

least one computer, comparing the seller information communicated from the seller website with the

information about a plurality of sellers communicated from the social network website.
6
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22.  (Previously Presented) The method of claim 21, wherein the information about a plurality of

sellers includes a different encrypted seller identifier for each of the plurality of sellers.

23.  (Currently Amended) The method of claim 9, further including a step of, in the at least one

computer, determining whether verifieation data used in verifying the purchase transaction is valid,

wherein the verifieation data for the purchase transaction received from the social network website is

encrypted by the social website and also by the seller that initiated the transfer request, by decrypting

the purchase transaction data received from the social network website.

24.  (New) The method of claim 9, wherein

the data for the purchase transaction includes an amount of the transaction and a description
of products or services purchased, and

the step of submitting the purchase transaction data to a payment network includes
authorizing the transaction on behalf of the particular user as a prerequisite before authorizing the
purchase transaction in response to the authorization provided by the payment network, by verifying
that the amount of the transaction and a description of products or services purchased provided by
the particular user matches the amount of the transaction and a description of products or services

purchased provided by the social network website.
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Remarks

The final Office Action dated, January 29, 2014, indicates an Examiner request for Applicant
to cancel withdrawn claims 1-8 and 14-17 and presents the following claim rejections: claims 9-13
and 18-23 under 35 U.S.C. § 112(1) (pre-AIA); and claims 9-13 and 18-23 under 35 U.S.C. § 112(2)
(pre-AJA). The following claims stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Siddique, et al. (U.S.
Patent Pub. No. 2010/0030578), in view of Hoffman, et al. (8,082,211) and Nguyen, et al.
(6,072,870) further in view of Goodman, ef al. (8,224,755): claims 9-10; claims 11-13 further in
view of John (2008/0275748); claim 12 further in view of Craig (2008/0104495); claims 18-19
further in view of Ramer, et al. (2010/0312572); claim 20 further in view of Landesmann
(2002/0052782); claim 21 further in view of Landry (5,649,117) and Chen, et al. (7,765,257); claim
22 further in view of the ‘117 and ‘257 references further in view of Spelman, ef al. (5,638,445); and
claim 23 further in view of Jobmann (2009/0183008).

In the following discussion, Applicant traverses all rejections, and does not acquiesce to any
averments made in the Office Action. Importantly, the primary Siddique ‘578 reference, upon which
all rejections rely, is not prior art, The filing date of the ‘578 reference is March 23, 2009, which is
after the instant application was filed (November 25, 2008). To the extent that the Examiner may
rely upon the listed provisional application to which the ‘578 reference claims benefit in a future
Office Action, the filing date of March 21, 2008, of that provisional application is also after the
priority date of the instant application (November 30, 2007). Similarly, the Goodman 755
reference, upon which all rejections also rely, was filed on July 7, 2008, which is after the underlying
priority date of the instant application. Further, the secondary Jobmann ‘008 reference, upon which
the rejection of claim 23 relies, has a filing date of July 14, 2008, which is also after the priority date
of the instant application. As such, all rejections should be removed.

Applicant also submits that the “finality” of the Office Action is improper and should be
withdrawn, in view of the above issues relating to the improper application of non-prior art
references, and further because the instant rejections constitute new grounds of rejection that were
not necessitated by any amendment, contrary to the Examiner’s assertion. Importantly, the previous
Office Action of record made no prior art rejections, reciting only § 112 rejections and failed to
assess the claims as required by M.P.E.P. § 2143.03 (for claims rejected under § 112(2), the
Examiner “should reject the claim over the prior art based on the interpretation of the claim that

renders the prior art applicable.”). Furthermore, while the Applicant made minor amendments to
8
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claim 9 to recite more explicit antecedent basis, the Examiner’s assertion that such amendments
necessitated new grounds of rejection are unfounded, as the scope of the claim before and after the
minor amendments is generally consistent. Applicant therefore requests reconsideration and
withdrawal of finality of the instant Office Action, in accordance with M.P.E.P. §§ 706.07(c)

and 706.07(d), consistent with the Petition to Withdraw Finality as filed herewith.

While further discussion of the § 103 rejections is believed unnecessary, Applicant also
believes that these rejections fail to properly establish correspondence or motivation. For example,
while the Examiner cites to disparate, general teachings in combining four (or more) references for
each rejection, the record is devoid of teaching all limitations as arranged in the claimed invention.
The lengthy quotations from the respective references do not explain which portions of the cited
reference explicitly correspond to which claim limitations, and do not explain how the respective
references would be combined. As such, the rejections stand in violation of § 103 and M.P.E.P.

§ 706, which require that the rejections be set forth in a clear and concise manner. Referring to the
rejection of independent claim 9 at pages 18-37, twenty pages of text are copied as corresponding to
a single claim. Referring by way of example to limitations in claim 9 directed to “verifying the
purchase transaction by comparing, for consistency, the data for the purchase transaction that is
received from the social network website with the data for the purchase transaction that is received
from the particular user,” the Office Action impermissibly breaks this limitation apart, and cites to
different references as allegedly corresponding to different text within the limitation, but without
teaching the limitations arranged as in the claim. Referring to p. 27, the Office Action asserts
correspondence to the initial text “verifying the purchase transaction” by citation to general
verification approaches in the Hoffman reference. The Office Action then cites to the Goodman
reference at p. 37 (ten pages later) as allegedly describing a comparison of data for consistency
(comparing user-provided data with stored data for that user). However, this “comparison” in the
Goodman reference involves verifying a credit card number (e.g., comparing information such as
credit card information currently provided by the user, with information that the user previously
provided). This “comparison” thus is made wholly out of context with regard to the limitations in
claim 9, failing to comprehend the claim “as a whole” or otherwise teach the specifically-claimed
aspects directed to verification of data received from a social network website (including “a purchase

amount and a particular payment network identifier”) with data received from a user.
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The above-discussed general, disparate teachings do not, when combined, provide
correspondence to claim 9 as asserted. All rejections similarly rely upon assertions of general
correspondence that fail to address the claims as a whole. However at least in view of the above,
Applicant believes that further discussion of these rejections is unnecessary.

Applicant further submits that all § 103 rejections are improper for lack of motivation.
Generally, the Office Action has provided no explanation whatsoever as to how the disparate
teachings would be combined, and the alleged motivation amounts to an assertion that the “claimed
invention is merely a combination of old elements” and that such a combination is “predictable”
(see, e.g., the rejection of claim 9 at p. 27 of the Office Action). However, the Examiner provides no
teaching from the prior art of such “predictability,” and no teaching to make the combination, hence
the Examiner’s unsupported conclusion is unsubstantiated and contradictory, as nothing in the cited
prior art provides any manner in which to make the combination. Other assertions of “motivation”
(e.g., p. 37 of the Office Action) rely upon similarly overgeneralized statements that fail to address
the specific proposed combination of elements, or any “predictability” of the combination. As such,
the § 103 rejections also fail for lack of motivation.

With regard to the § 112 rejections, Applicant has provided facilitating amendments herein,
and believes these amendments should be entered in view of the impropriety of the finality of the
rejection, and further pursuant to Applicant’s January telephone discussion with the Examiner in
which the Applicant prepared a supplementary amendment for consideration. Notably, as the
Examiner indicated on January 22" that the instant Action (mailed January 29" had already been
prepared, the supplementary response and amendments therein were not filed. Applicant thus
requests that these amendments be entered (particularly in view of scheduling issues/Examiner leave
that prevented the Examiner from discussing the October 21, 2013 Office Action Response prior to
its filing). Applicant invites the Examiner to telephone the undersigned, regarding the amendments
as presented herein and the following explanation. Specifically, while the Examiner has cited to
specific embodiments with focus on the summary portion of the specification, the test is neither
whether every embodiment in the specification corresponds nor whether the specification recite
word-for-word correspondence. Rather, the test under § 112(1) is weather one of skill in the art
would be able to practice the claimed invention without undue experimentation in light of the
specification disclosure and state of the prior art, and under § 112(2) is whether a skilled artisan

would understand the metes and bounds of the claim limitations. In re Strahilevitz, 668 F.2d 1229,
10
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1232, 212 USPQ 561, 563 (CCPA 1982); see also, Ariad Pharms., Inc. v. Eli Lilly & Co., 598 F.3d
1336. “The written description requirement does not require the applicant ‘to describe exactly the
subject matter claimed, [instead] the description must clearly allow persons of ordinary skill in the
art to recognize that [he or she] invented what is claimed.”” Union Oil Co. of California v. Atlantic
Richfield Co., 208 F.3d 989 (Fed. Cir. 2000), cert. denied, 69 U.S.L.W. 3165 (Feb. 20, 2001) (No.
00-249) (quoting In re Gosteli, 872 F.2d 1008, 1012, 10 U.S.P.Q.2d 1614, 1618 (Fed. Cir. 1989)
(citations omitted)).

As applicable here, Applicant refers the Examiner to Figure 2 and related discussion, which
together with the plain language of the claims, satisfies both tests regarding § 112(1) and § 112(2).
Moreover, consistent with the facilitating amendments presented herein which are based upon the
claims as submitted on October 21, 2013, Applicant believes that the § 112 rejections and related
objections to the drawings are further inapplicable. With regard to independent claim 9 as amended,
Applicant believes that limitations directed to receiving data for a purchase transaction from both a
buyer (particular user) and seller, verifying the purchase transaction by comparing the received data
for consistency, and submitting purchase transaction data to a payment network in response to the
comparison, should be clear. Such an approach may, for example, be amenable for verifying the
propriety of a payment request submitted by a seller, before sending the payment request off to a
payment network that serves the request by effecting payment. Support for such aspects may, for
example, be found at pp. 16:5-16 and 17:1-17; e.g., facilitator 210 receives such data from a buyer
and social network website (that provides an indirect connection to the seller), and compares
transaction details received from the buyer and seller. Other amendments have been presented to
claims 18-19, 20 and 23 that depend from claim 9. Applicant believes that these amendments should
further address matters (including explicit support/wording) raised by the Examiner.

New claim 24 has also been added, and which also depends from claim 9. Applicant believes
that claim 24 should be allowable for reasons including those discussed herein. Support for this new
claim may be found throughout the specification and figures, with exemplary embodiments shown in

Figure 2 and described in connection therewith at p. 17:1-17.

11
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Accordingly, Applicant believes that each of the rejections has been overcome and the
application is in condition for allowance. A favorable response is requested. Should there be any

remaining issues that could be readily addressed over the telephone, the Examiner is encouraged to

contact the undersigned at (651) 686-6633. \
By: S A VZ 7 —

Please direct all correspondence to: Robert J. Crawford
Reg. No.: 32,122

CRAWFORD MAUNU PLLC Eric J. Curtin

1150 Northland Drive, Suite 100 Reg. No.: 47,511

St. Paul, MN 55120 651-686-6633

651/259-2300 (USBC.009PA)

CUSTOMER NO. 40581
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Serial No.: 12/323,175 Group Art Unit: 3695

Filed: November 25, 2008 Docket No.: USBC.009PA

Title: SYSTEMS, DEVICES AND METHODS FOR COMPUTER
AUTOMATED ASSISTANCE FOR DISPARATE NETWORKS AND
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PETITION UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 1.181(a)
TO WITHDRAW FINALITY OF OFFICE ACTION

Mail Stop Petition Customer No.
Commissioner for Patents
P.O. Box 1450 40581

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

Dear Sir:

Petitioner submits that the finality of the Office Action dated January 29, 2014, is
improper. Petitioner hereby petitions under 37 CFR 1.181(a) and M.P.E.P. §§ 706.07(a)
and 707.07(f) that the finality of the Office Action be withdrawn. This petition is filed
within two-months of the mailing date of the final Office Action. A response to the final
Office Action, with a similar request made to the primary Examiner, is to be filed
separately from this Petition.

1. The references relied upon in all rejections are not prior art.

Petitioner submits that the finality of the instant Office Action should be removed
as various relied-upon references are not prior art, in view of which the application is not
ripe for Appeal. Specifically, the primary Siddique ‘578 reference upon which all
rejections rely is not prior art. The filing date of the ‘578 reference is March 23, 2009,
which is after the instant application was filed (November 25, 2008). Similarly the
Goodman ‘755 reference, upon which all rejections also rely, was filed on July 7, 2008,
which is after the underlying priority date of the instant application. Further, the

secondary Jobmann ‘008 reference, upon which the rejection of claim 23 relies, has a
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filing date of July 14, 2008, which is also after the priority date of the instant application.
As such, the finality is improper.

2. The “finality” of the Office Action is also improper because the instant
rejections constitute new grounds of rejection that were not necessitated by any
amendment, contrary to the Examiner’s assertion.

The instant Office Action notes, for the first time, multiple § 103 rejections that
were not made in the previous Office Action, and relies upon references that were not
cited in the previous Office Action, which recited only § 112 rejections. Moreover, the
previous Office Action failed to assess the claims as required by M.P.E.P. § 2143.03 (for
claims rejected under § 112(2), the Examiner “should reject the claim over the prior art
based on the interpretation of the claim that renders the prior art applicable.”). Further,
while the Applicant made minor amendments to claim 9 to recite more explicit
antecedent basis, the Examiner’s assertion that such amendments necessitated new
grounds of rejection are unfounded as the scope of the claim before and after the minor
amendments is consistent.

In view of the above, the evidence of record is clear in that the instant Office
Action fails to address all of Applicant’s traversals as required, and fails to provide
correspondence to all aspects of the claimed invention. Applicant therefore submits that
the finality of the instant Office Action is improper and should be withdrawn.

Only if necessary, authorization is given to charge/credit Deposit Account
50-0996 (USBC.009PA) any requisite fees/overage to enter this petition.

Entry of this Petition and a favorable reply are respectfully requested.

o=

Please direct all correspondence to: By: _ /
Rgﬁa J. Crawford

CRAWFORD MAUNU PLLC Reg. No.: 32,122

1150 Northland Drive, Suite 100 Eric J. Curtin

St. Paul, MN 55120 Reg. No.: 47,511

651/259-2300 651-686-6633

(USBC.009PA)
CUSTOMER NO. 40581
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DETAILED ACTION
1. The present application is being examined under the pre-AlA first to invent
provisions.
2. This Office Action is responsive to amendments filed 1/21/13 in Application No.

12323175 filed 11/25/2008 and claiming benefit to Provisional Applications 61092248
filed 8/27/2008 and 60991379 filed 11/30/2007. Examiner notes that 60991379 does not
mention social network website at all. Thus claim 9 *for use with a social website...a
method”, which involves communicating from the social network website, receiving data
from it and verifying the transaction using data received form the social network website
is not covered in the 11/30/2007 Provisional Application. Furthermore, 61092248 filed
8/27/2008 cites social network services, social network functions but social website(s)
but not “social network website”.

Claims 1-23 were considered. Claims 1-8 and 14-17 had been withdrawn.
3. The initial restriction of 12/2/10 is final. Examiner again request that Applicants
cancel withdrawn claims.

Response to Amendment

4. a) The claims are now amended after two RCEs were filed and subsequent Non-

Finals were provided.
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Response to Arguments

5. a) Applicants had an interview with Examiner and Shane Sondreal Esq. before
the most recent Non-Final and another with Eric Curtin Esq. after the Non-Final, and on
the day of the second, Applicants submitted the instant amendments. Although many
amendments were cooperatively discussed, they were not made.

b) Applicant is apparently revisiting arguments already dealt with fully (“Applicant
submits that the discussion of Applicant’s response in regard to the previously-asserted
references fails to overcome the lack of correspondence or motivation”) in the Non-
Final of 7/22/18.

c) At page 22 as marked) of the prior Non-Final, Examiner explained that there is
no purpose for finding art for language to which such 112 rejections apply. Prior art
rejections would necessarily have been based on speculative assumption as to the
meaning and scope of the claims. (/n re Steele, 305 F. 2d 859, 862-63 (CCPA 1962)).
Examiner notes that the claims have been again amended. There is no reason to give
another Non-Final.

d) Examiner supplied extensive 112 first paragraph and second paragraph
rejections in the Non-Final of 7/22/13. These are cumulative to the 112 first and second
paragraph rejections in the prior Action (please see item 4b of Non-Final), and also to
those regarding amendments of 3/2/11, 5/31/11, 8/29/11, and 5/23/12 (page 15 of Final
of 7/25/12). Applicant’s most recent interview was about amendments which could

usefully be made. The amendments to overcome these 112 rejections have not been
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made, and the rejections stand. For further discussion, please see the 112 rejections
below, which are for the most part a rehash of prior 112 rejections, not all of which, as
Applicants suggest (second and third paragraphs of page 8 as marked of the 10/21/13
Remarks), are moot.

e) Examiner enjoyed reading about various Federal Circuit pronouncements

about “processor system”, “data processor” but fails to see the relevance to the claim
9's wording “processor circuits” which Examiner interpreted liberally as circuits that
process [something], which might describe an ALU (which might well be part of a cpu)
but not necessarily cpus of a computer at all. Examiner further recalls for Applicants’
convenience that the amendment adding this term was made at RCE. The prior Final of
7/2/5/12 notes, referring to efforts to respond to 5/23/12 arguments, which she found
confusing,
(see, as examples of arguments presented,:

"Regarding the Office Action's conclusion that a credit card number is not a "payment
network identifier," the basis for Office Action's conclusion is not explained or
understood. The Office Action does not dispute that Applicant's specification expressly
states that a credit card number is a type of payment network identifier. Moreover, the
Office Action's conclusion that credit card numbers do identify a payment network is
unsupported by any explanation or evidence."
or
"Second, Applicant traverses the apparent finding of fact that teachings that expressly
refer to social network websites, e.g., "Facebook,"” do provide adequate support for the
term "social network website." Applicant respectfully submits that a skilled artisan would
have understood Facebook to be a social network website"), that

After these efforts, Examiner telephoned Mr. Sondreal Esq. and left a message
explaining that none of the amendments of 3/2/11,5/31/11,8/29/11, and 5/23/12 to
claims had been accompanied by specific support, and the 3/2/11 amendment to the
Specification made no attempt at all to disclose even what was amended and had not
accompanied by specific support, and asking for support for all of these amendments by
showing specific paragraph or line numbers in brackets next to each amendment in the
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instant claims remaining in the 5/23/12 amendment with regard to the original claims of
11/25/08").

and which prior Final of 7/2/5/12 also included

There is one more quote which clarifies: ....

“While not necessarily limited thereto, various embodiments are directed to the
implementation of processor arrangements and systems, consistent with discussion
herein, at financial institutions such as banking institutions that are well suited for
making use of network and account access"

The immediately prior quote is not about a computer arrangement per se either, but
about processor arrangements, where the Specification and the Figqures overall
make clear that the processor here refers not to a computer processor but to the
processing function, e.g.

"buyer account processing" and "selling account processing” in Fig.4, "This invention
relates generally to computer-automated functions to facilitate processing of accounting
data ensuing from purchases involving use of the Internet and disparate buyer/seller
networks. A specific example involves processing data to generate an output that is
useful when a user of a first website desires to purchase merchant offerings from a
second website .... Consistent with an embodiment of the present invention, a data-
processing based system processes data related to a first website and a second, seller
website .... Consistent with a specific embodiment of the present invention, a third party
data processing system facilitates a transaction between a seller and a buyer over the
Internet after receiving user-related data from a social website. The third party system
matches the user-related data with an associated buyer account and facilitates the
transaction by, for example, initiating payment from the buyer account to a seller
account" "According to an example embodiment of the present invention, a system is
implemented for processing buyer-seller transactions using disparate, autonomous
seller and buyer networks and accounts held therein .... As discussed above, seller and
buyer transactions often involve the use of payment systems and

associated networks. More and more transactions are accomplished without direct
payment (e.g., cash) from the buyer to the merchant/seller. Generally, these associated
networks involve two primary components. The first component is a seller access
network (e.g., Nova®) that provides connection to the point-of-sale (POS) devices
(either directly or via merchant internal networks) and identification of the type 15 of
payment account (e.g., Visa® or Voyager®). A second component includes payment
processing networks that process payment instructions based agreements established
by the participants. Generally, these payment processing networks are one of two
different categories, proprietary networks (e.q., Voyager®) or association networks.
Examples of association networks include the networks provided by VISA® and
MASTERCARD® and/or the particular acquiring/issuing banks. For a particular
transaction, the operator of the association network controls the flow of funds for the
transaction. Often, this includes a fee that is passed on to the seller, such as a
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percentage of the transaction. The participating sellers have an agreement with the
network (e.g., Visa ® or MasterCard®), but do not have a transactional relationship
between one another with respect to the association network transactions. Such
transactions are often implemented where the seller has an existing relationship with a
bank. The seller sends the transaction information to this bank, sometimes referred to
as the acquiring bank. The acquiring bank can forward the payment information to a
bank that issued the card, sometimes referred to as the issuing bank. Often the
payment processing networks assign interchange fees that are paid between the parties
based on the type of transaction, authentication and location; these fees may be passed
on to the seller. An example of a proprietary network is a merchant-provided in-store
credit or debit account .... Consistent with an example embodiment of the present
invention, an approach to processing payment involves controlling interactions between
disparate. autonomous payment processing networks to process different payment
aspects for a common set of transaction data received for a particular transaction”
"These payment processing approaches are amenable to use in processing payment
using a multitude of different payment approaches and scenarios involving one or more
accounts and participating networks for buyers, merchants or other transaction
participants. For example, some embodiments are directed to providing payment from a
buyer using a first payment processing network (e.g., a Elavon® and/or VISA® network
as described above) to obtain account information for the buyer, and providing
settlement to a merchant using a different account (and its related payment network) for
the buyer. Other embodiments are directed to using different accounts and related
payment networks for effecting payment and for providing settlement for the buyer.
Other embodiments are directed to using different accounts and related payment
networks for collecting an initial pre-payment (e.g., an immediate payment from a third
party) for collecting subsequent payment from the buyer and, where appropriate, for
providing settlement for the pre-payment. Still other embodiments are directed to
providing payment from a buyer using an account for the buyer and its related payment
processing network, and providing electronic funds from the payment to a merchant
account that uses a different payment network. Other combinations of networks are also
used in 20 connection with various embodiments".

Applicants now argue that (top of page 9) a cpu includes a circuit, with which new
argument Examiner does not disagree in general, but that concept of a processor
circuits, a subset of a cpu, “us[ed] in” the method as in the claim is nowhere in the
Disclosure, while the above extracts quoted indicate that the processor here refers
not to a computer processor but to the processing function.

For all these reasons, “processor circuit” appearing nowhere in the Disclosure is
not supported, and the meaning and scope of the term per the latest set of arguments
is not disclosed and the usage made is not clear.

f) The second grounds of the objections to the drawing having been passed over,
Examiner notes that Applicants choose to present drawings which do not make sense
as presented and do not make sense as described the Specification, as Examiner has
explained.
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g) Examiner notes that Applicants refer to changing “buyer” to “particular user” in
the "in that least one computer, performing...operations ..each of...receiving data”
limitation as a typographical correction, and change “buyer” to “particular user” in the
second “communicating” limitation without underlining “particular user” to indicate its
newly amended-in status. Examiner overlooks that, and expects the same consideration
for the 112 second paragraph rejections given in the prior Non-Final in which Examiner
also made a clerical error, completing the text for the rejections but omitting the header
citing the claim numbers, which should have been “Claims 9-13 and 18-23 are
rejected...”.

This abstraction is of nebulous meaning-see for example, Smith et al. US
8224707, which inserts deliverer between the buyer and the seller, where the deliverer
may (or may not, both variations are described pay the seller and then collect from
buyer, muddying the question of who is the “particular user”, the receiver or the
deliverer, in this scenario: (column 8 lines 5-62) FIG. 5 is an operational flow of another
implementation of a method 500 that may be used with a social network for shopping. In
addition to acting as an intermediary between the deliverer and the receiver as
described with respect to the method 400 of FIG. 4, the institution system may host a
website for a social network for shopping. This may allow the institution system to
provide additional security to the transaction. At 505, a user, such as the receiver, may
post a listing for an item on a website associated with and/or maintained by the
institution system. At 510, another user, such as the deliverer, may view the listing and
reply to the listing. The user may reply to the listing via the institution system, such as
via a website associated with and/or maintained by the institution system. The institution
system may provide the reply to the receiver. Alternatively, the user may reply to the
listing outside of the institution system, similar to 210 of FIG. 2 for example. At 515, the
receiver and the deliverer may be put into communication with each other via the
institution system and may confirm details of the transaction. Thus, the institution
system may receive a listing from the receiver and forward it to users who may include
a potential deliverer, and the institution system may receive a reply from the deliverer
and forward it to the receiver. At 520, the receiver may pay the deliverer for the item
and the pick up and delivery fee from an account of the receiver held by the institution
system. The institution system may ensure that the receiver has sufficient funds and
may facilitate the transfer of funds by acting as an intermediary between the receiver
and the deliverer. At 525, the deliverer may go to the seller of the item, pay for the item,
and pick up the item. At 530, the deliverer may deliver the item to the receiver or a party
specified by the receiver at an agreed upon location. At 535, feedback concerning the
transaction may be provided by the receiver and/or the deliverer. The feedback may be
requested, collected, processed, analyzed, and maintained by the institution system.
The feedback may be made available to users of the social network for shopping.
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 112(a):

(a) IN GENERAL.—The specification shall contain a written description of the invention,
and of the manner and process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and
exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which
it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same, and shall set forth the best
mode contemplated by the inventor or joint inventor of carrying out the invention.

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 112 (pre-AlA), first paragraph:

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner
and process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to
enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly
connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated
by the inventor of carrying out his invention.

6. Claims 9-13 and 18-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112(a) or 35 U.S.C. 112
(pre-AlA), first paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement.
The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in
such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor or
a joint inventor, or for pre-AlA the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had
possession of the claimed invention.

The first two limitations of claim 9 are about communicating from a social network
website to at least one computer, that presumably being done by a network card within
a computer, the computer displaying a browser showing a social network website; and
the computer then performs a set of operations. In the absence of clarification, the

overall system architecture is not described. Thus Examiner had to refer to the

Disclosure to understand.
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Page 3 indicates receiving, from a website, data for a purchase transaction to
be made by a current user associated with a current user identifier. The latter could be
a merchant to be involved with the purchase transaction to be made. Page 3 does not
indicate communicating data for a purchase transaction by a particular user from the
social network website to at least one computer. Furthermore, the same paragraph cites
associating the user identifier with a disparate network identifier; it does not say in at
least one computer (to which website communicates data for a purchase
transaction) identifying an association between the particular user-identifier and
a plurality of disparate payment networks. Furthermore, page 3 indicates providing
transaction data to the disparate network system [only] for a purchase to be made.
The bottom of page 13 and second paragraph of page 14 has data from the social
website used to identify the buyer and/or buyer account, and not, in particular, the
particular payment identifier as in claim 9, or additionally authentication data as in claim

12.

Claim 14-15 describe a system sending buyer credit card account information
to buyer (?) who contacts the credit card network directly; this is not described in claim
9, which has all the set of operations including submitting the purchase transaction to a
payment network “in the at least one computer”. (The mention of fraud monitoring at
page 15 (line 16; page 16 line 19, page 18 line 23 ) is the "hook” for using John, as in

the prior Final).

Page 8 does not indi