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On January 11, 2018, Fiserv, Inc., Jack Henry & Associates, Inc., Q2 

Software, Inc., American National Bank of Texas, and Hanmi Bank (“Petitioner”) 

filed a petition for Covered Business Method Review challenging claims 1–55 of 

U.S. Patent No. 6,963,866.  Petitioner prepaid $18,000 for the post-institution fee 

plus $22,000.00 for 40 additional claims in excess of 15.  On July 24, 2018, the 

Board issued a Decision in which it exercised its discretion under 35 U.S.C. § 

325(d) to deny institution based on its determination that Petitioner’s request was 

based on the same statutory ground and presented substantially the same arguments 

as those before the Board in an already-instituted Covered Business Method 

Review proceeding requested by Fidelity Information Services, LLC.  (Paper 29.) 

Petitioner respectfully requests a refund of the $40,000 prepaid post-

institution fees.  The fees were paid by Deposit Account No. 02-4467, and 

Petitioner requests that the $40,000 be refunded to Deposit Account No. 02-4467.  

Respectfully Submitted 

Dated: September 7, 2018 By: 

David A. Roodman, Lead Counsel 
Reg. No. 35,663 
Nick Williamson, Backup Counsel 
Pro Hac Vice 
Bryan Cave LLP 
One Metropolitan Square  
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211 N. Broadway, Suite 3600 
St. Louis, MO 63102-2750 

Henry Petri, Jr. (Reg. No. 33,063) 
Polsinelli PC 
1401 Eye (“I”) Street, N.W., Suite 
800 
Washington, DC 20005 

James Murphy (Reg. No. 55,474) 
Polsinelli PC 
1000 Louisiana Street, 53rd Floor  
Houston, TX 77002 

Jeff Cole (Reg. No. 56,052) 
Aaron Fountain (Pro Hac Vice) 
DLA Piper LLP (US)  
401 Congress Avenue Ste 2500 
Austin, TX 78701 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE UNDER 37 CFR § 42.6(e)(4) 

The undersigned hereby certifies that a copy of the foregoing Petitioner’s 

Request for Refund of Post-Institution Fees has been served via Electronic Mail 

upon the following on September 7, 2018: 

Isaac Rabicoff 
Reg. No. 74,147 
Rabicoff Law LLC 
73 W Monroe St 
Chicago, IL 60603 
isaac@rabilaw.com  
(773) 669-4590 

Kenneth A. Matuszewski 
Reg. No. 74,791 
Rabicoff Law LLC 
73 W Monroe St 
Chicago, IL 60603 
kenneth@rabilaw.com 
(708) 870-5803 

Derek Clements 
Reg. No. 74,183 

BOLD Intellectual Property PLLC 
6100 219th St. SW, Suite 480 

Mountlake Terrace, WA 98043 

derek@boldip.com 

(800) 849-1913 

Mayer Morganroth 
Morganroth & Morganroth, PLLC 
344 North Old Woodward Ave., Suite 
200 
Birmingham, MI 48009 
mmorganroth@morganrothlaw.com 
(248) 864-4000 

By: 

David A. Roodman, Lead Counsel 
Reg. No. 35,663 


