UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

Sally Beauty Holdings, Inc., and Sally Beauty Supply LLC,
Petitioners
V.
Intellectual Ventures I LLC,

Patent Owner

Case CBM2016-

Reissued Patent RE43,715

PETITION FOR COVERED BUSINESS METHOD REVIEW
Petitioners Sally Beauty Holdings, Inc., and Sally Beauty Supply LLC
submit this Petition pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.6(a)(2)(ii1) for covered business

method review of U.S. Reissue Patent No. RE43,715.
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