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ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION; FIFTH CLAIM CONSTRUCTION
ORDER

JAMES WARE, District Judge.

Before the Court 1s Plaintiff's Motion for Reconsideration of a portion of the Court's Second Claim
Construction Order. (hereafter, "Motion," Docket Item No. 342.) The Court GRANTS reconsideration and
proceeds to reconsider the merits of its Second Claim Construction Order.

Specifically, Plaintiff seeks reconsideration of the Court's construction of the phrase, "performing at least
a second step of said cryptographic operation on said message portions using said key portions" as
used in Claim 18 of the ' 783 Patent. Plaintiff also seeks reconsideration of the Court's use of the word
"round" in its construction. (Motion at 2.) Defendant has filed a Statement of Non-Opposition. ( See Docket
Item No. 346.)

In its Second Claim Construction Order, the Court construed the phrase to mean: "performing at least a
second round of encryption of the updated message portions using the updated key portions." ( See



Second Claim Construction Order of May 4, 2007 at 12, Docket Item No. 330.)

Plaintiff contends that the Court's use of the word "encryption" to define "cryptographic operation" and the
Court's use of the phrase "second round" to construe "second step" incorporate unwarranted limitations in
the Claim. (Motion at 3.)

Upon reconsideration, the Court finds good cause to modify its previous construction of the subject phrase
and to adopt the construction proffered by Plaintiff. Therefore, the construction of the phrase, "performing
at least a second step of said cryptographic operation on said message portions using said key portions," as
used in Claim 18 of the '783 Patent is modified to be as follows:

performing at least a second step of cryptographic operation on the updated message portions using
the updated key portions.
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