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PETITION FOR COVERED BUSINESS METHOD PATENT REVIEW OF 
UNITED STATES PATENT NO. 8,140,358 PURSUANT TO 35 U.S.C. § 321, 

37 C.F.R. § 42.304 
 

Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 321 and 37 C.F.R. § 42.304, the undersigned, on behalf 

of and acting in a representative capacity for petitioner, Liberty Mutual Insurance 

Company (“Petitioner” and real party in interest), hereby petitions for review under 

the transitional program for covered business method patents of claims 1-20 (all 

claims) of U.S. Patent No. 8,140,358 (“the ‘358 Patent”), issued to Progressive 

Casualty Insurance Company (“Progressive”) on March 20, 2012, with Raymond Scott 

Ling, Richard Ashton Hutchinson, Wilbert John Steigerwald, III, William Andrew 

Say, Patrick Lawrence O’Malley, Dane Allen Shrallow, William Curtis Everett, and 

Robert John McMillan as the named inventors.  Petitioner hereby asserts that it is 

more likely than not that at least one of the challenged claims is unpatentable and 
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respectfully requests institution of a covered business method review of the ‘358 

Patent for judgment against Claims 1-20 (all claims) as unpatentable under §§ 102 and 

103, with prior art rejections based on the references cited herein.   
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