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Mandatory Notices Under 37 C.F.R. § 42.8 
 

Real Party-In-Interest – 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(1) 

Petitioner certifies that Ford Motor Company (“Ford”) is the real party-in-

interest. 

Related Matters – 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(2) 

Petitioner identifies the following related judicial matter:  Ford Motor Co. v. 

Versata Software, Inc., Case No. 2:15-cv-10628-MFL-EAS (“the Ford lawsuit”).  

U.S. Patent No. 7,739,080 (“the ‘080 Patent”) is being asserted by Versata in the 

Ford lawsuit, along with seven additional patents.  In connection with the Ford 

lawsuit, Versata Software, Inc. has stated that it “holds all right, title, and interest 

in and to the ‘080 Patent.”
1
  (Ex. 1003 at 2, 36.) 

The ‘080 Patent was also asserted in Versata Dev. Grp., Inc. v. Ford Motor 

Co., Case No. 4:15-cv-00316-RC-CMC (“the Versata lawsuit”).  (Exh. 1002.)  The 

Versata lawsuit was dismissed without prejudice on December 3, 2015. 

Petitioner has not filed any concurrent petitions concerning the ‘080 Patent.   

Lead and Back-Up Counsel Under 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(3) 

Petitioner appoints Thomas A. Lewry (Reg. No. 30,770) of Brooks 

Kushman P.C. as lead counsel, and appoints John S. LeRoy (Reg. No. 48,158), 

                                           
1
 The most recent assignment recorded with the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

states that the assignee of the ’825 Patent is Versata Development Group, Inc. 
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