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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

CALLIDUS SOFTWARE INC.
Petitioner

V.

VERSATA DEVELOPMENT GROUP, INC.
Patent Owner

and

VERSATA SOFTWARE, INC.
Real Party-In-Interest

Case CBM2014-00117
Patent 7,908,304

Filed: April 17, 2014

PETITION FOR COVERED BUSINESS METHOD PATENT
REVIEW UNDER 35 U.S.C. § 321 AND 818 OF THE
LEAHY-SMITH AMERICA INVENTS ACT

Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 8 321 and § 18 of the Leahy-Smith America Invents
Act (“AlA”) and pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.300 et seq., the undersigned hereby

requests covered business method (“CBM?”) patent review of claims 2-11, 26-29,
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33-41, and 44-46 of U.S. Patent 7,908,304 (Exh. 1001) (“the “304 patent™), which

issued to David Chao et al. on March 15, 2011.
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