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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 

EASTERN DIVISION 

Trading Technologies International, Inc., ) 
) 

Plaintiff, ) Case No. 04 C 5312 

) 
v. ) Judge James B. Moran 

) 

eSpeed, Inc., ITSEeeo Holdings Limited, ) Magistrate Sidney I. Schertkier 

and Ecco LLC ) 
) 

Defendants. ) 
) 

FILED 

OCT 1 o 2007 

Judge James B. Moron 

United States District Court 

JURY VERDICT FORM 

TRADING TECH EXHIBIT 2098 
TD Ameritrade v. Trading Technologies 

CBM2014-00137
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EXPLANATION REGARDING INDEPENDEI•T AND DEPENDENT CLAIMS 

On this Verdict Sheet you will find that independent claims are listed in boldface, and 

dopendcnt claims in regular typeface. This is not an indication that some claims are more 

important than others. Rather, as explained in the jury instructions, if you find that an 

independent claim is not infringed, you need not consider whether the dependent claims listed 

underneath it arc infringed. Similarly, if you find than an independent claim is valid, you need 

not consider whether the dependent claims listed underneath it •tre valid. 
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SPECIAL VERDICT NO, 1: DIRECT INFRINGEMENT (eSoeed_• 

1. For each of the Asserted Claims, did TT prove by a preponderance of the evidence 

that eSpeed directly infringed? (A "Yes" answer is a finding for TT on the issue', a "No" answer 

is a finding for eSpeed on the issue.) 

'132 Patent 

Claim 1: YES 
/ NO 

Claim 2: YES •'• NO 

Claim 7: YES t• NO 

Claim 20: YES t/• NO 

Claim 23: YES J NO 

Claim 24: YES 
/ NO 

• 

Claim 25: YES I//" NO 

Claim 27: YES f NO 

Claim 28: YES • NO 

Claim 50: YES f NO 

Claim 14: YES t•__ NO 

Claim 15: YES • NO 

Claim 40: YES / NO 

Claim 45: YES 
#/" NO 

Claim 47: YES • NO 

Claim 48: YES 
f NO 

Claim 52: YES f NO 

'304 P•¢fnt 

Claim 1: YES 
f NO 

Claim 11: YES 
f NO 

Claim 14: YES 
/ NO 

Claim I •: YES d'• NO 

Claim 26: YES 
/ NO 
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SPECIAL VERDICT NO. 2: CONTRIBUTORY INFRINGEMENT (eSveed) 

2, For each of the claims below, did TT prove by a preponderance of the evidence that 

eSpeed eonWibutorily infi'inged? (A "Yes" answer is a finding for TT on the issue; a "No" 

answer is a finding for eSpeed on the issue.) 

' 132 Patent 

Claim 14: YES 
/ NO 

Claim 15: YES f NO 

Claim 40: YES f NO 

Claim 45: YES 
v/• NO 

Claim 47: YES 
f NO 

Claim 48: YES 
t/• NO 

Claim 52: YES • NO 

4 
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SPECIAL VERDICT NO. 3: INDUCEMENT TO INFRINGE (eSpeed)_ 

3. For each of the Asserted Claims, did TT prove by a preponderance of the evidence 

that cSpeed induced infringement by others? (A "Yes" answer is a finding for TT on the issue; a 

"No'" answer is a finding for eSpeed on the issue.) 

• 132 Patent 

Claim !: YES 
/ NO 

Claim 2; YES f NO 

Claim 7: YES •'/ NO 

Claim 20; YES ,•" NO 

Claim 23: YES •" NO 

Claim 24: YES f NO 

Claim 25: YES 
"/- NO 

Claim 27: YES 
f NO 

Claim 28: YES 
f NO 

Claim 50; YES 
• NO 

Claim 14; YES f NO 

Claim 15: YES 
• NO 

Claim 40: YES 
f NO 

Claim 45: YES t '• NO 

Claim 47: YES //• NO 

Claim 48: YES 
/ NO 

Claim 52: YES •" NO 

'304 Patent 

Claim 1 : YES 
t• NO 

Claim 11: YES f NO 

Claim 14: YES 
f NO 

Claim 15: YES 
f NO 

Claim 26: YES 
f NO 
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