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IN THE
Supreme Conrt of the United
Stutes

No. 13-

SOVERAIN SOFTWARE LLC,
Petitioner,

NEWEGG INC.,
Respondent.

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO THE
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT

PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner Soverain Software LLC respectfully pe-
titions for a writ of certiorari to review the judgment of
the United States Court of Appeals for the Federal
Cirenit in this case.

OPINIONS BELOW

The opinion and judgment of the court of appeals
(App. 1a-26a) is reported at 705 F.3d 1333. The court of
appeals’ errata correcting the opinion and judgment (id.
27a) is unreported. The order of the court of appeals
requiring supplemental briefing (id. 69a-73a) is unre-
ported, but is available at 515 F. App'x 883. The opin-
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