IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS

MARSHALL DIVISION

VERSATA SOFTWARE, INC., F/K/A
TRILOGY SOFTWARE, INC.;
VERSATA DEVELOPMENT GROUP,
INC., F/K/A TRILOGY DEVELOPMENT
GROUP, INC.; AND VERSATA
COMPUTER INDUSTRY SOLUTIONS,
INC., F/K/A TRILOGY COMPUTER
INDUSTRY SOLUTIONS, INC.,

CIVIL ACTION NO. 2:07-cv-153-CE

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED
Plaintiffs,

V.

SAP AMERICA, INC. AND SAP AG

Defendants.
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DEFENDANTS SAP AMERICA, INC. AND SAP AG’S PATENT RULE 3-3 AND 3-6
AMENDED INVALIDITY CONTENTIONS FOR U.S. PATENT NOS. 5.708.798,
6,002,854, 5,878,400, 6.553.350, and 7.069.235

VERSATA EXHIBIT 2066
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