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I, David Rho, declare as follows:   

1. I have been engaged by Sterne, Kessler, Goldstein & Fox P.L.L.C. on 

behalf of IBG LLC and Interactive Brokers LLC (“Petitioners”) for the above-

captioned Covered Business Method Review proceeding. I understand that this 

proceeding involves United States Patent 7,685,055, entitled “System and Method 

for Automatic Repositioning of Market Information in a Graphical User Interface,” 

by Harris Brumfield, et al., filed May 3, 2006, and issued March 23, 2010 (the 

“’055 patent”). I understand that the ’055 Patent is currently assigned to Trading 

Technologies International, Inc. (“TT”). 

2. I have reviewed the following documents in making this declaration: 

 The ’055 patent (Exhibit 1001). 

 My previous declaration in this proceeding (Exhibit 1004). 

 A certified translation of “Futures/Option Purchasing System Trading 

Terminal Operation Guide” (“TSE”) (Exhibit 1008). 

 The Board’s April 28, 2016 Institution Decision (“Decision”) (Paper 

20). 

 The transcript of my July 14, 2016 deposition (Exhibit 2331). 
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 TT’s July 21, 2016 Patent Owner Response (“POR”) (Paper 32). 

I. MY UNDERSTANDING OF CLAIM CONSTRUCTION 

3. I understand that, during a Covered Business Method Review, claims 

are to be given their broadest reasonable construction in light of the specification 

as would be read by a person of ordinary skill in the relevant art. 

II. LEVEL OF ORDINARY SKILL IN THE ART 

4. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the alleged invention, 

would have had the equivalent of a Bachelor’s degree or higher in computer 

science or computer engineering and at least 2 years working experience designing 

and/or programming graphical user interfaces, and direct or indirect experience 

with trading or related systems. Experience could take the place of some formal 

training, as domain knowledge and user interface design skills may be learned on 

the job. This description is approximate, and a higher level of education or skill 

might make up for less experience and vice versa. 

III. “PRICE LEVELS” 

5. Claims 1 and 17 of the ’055 patent recite the term “price levels.” For 

example, claim 1 recites “displaying a first plurality of price levels along a static 

price axis ….” (’055 patent, 34:24-25.) I understand that TT argues that “a price 

level is a location/area provided on the screen within which a price may be (but is 
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not required to be) displayed.” (POR, p. 41.) I also understand that TT argues that 

blank (unpopulated) locations along the price axis in TSE’s compressed mode are 

“price levels.” (Id. at 60-64.) For example, below I reproduced the figure on page 

0068 of TSE, which illustrates TSE’s compressed mode on the right-hand side. 

(TSE, p. 0068.) TT argues that the blank location above the price 007 and the 

blank location below the price 002 are “price levels.” (POR, p. 41.) Below, I 

included a red arrows to illustrate these locations.  

 

6. I disagree with TT’s interpretation of the term “price levels.” A person 

of ordinary skill in the art (“POSITA”) at the time of the ’055 patent would have 

understood a price level to correspond to a definite price, regardless of whether the 

price is displayed. A POSITA would have understood a blank location on the 

screen within TSE’s price axis as merely white space with no corresponding price, 

and thus not a price level. 
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7. The ’055 specification supports my position. It emphasizes the 

importance of a trader observing the market at different price levels: 

Traders gain an advantage by seeing the market depth because they can see 

trends in the orders in the market. The market depth display shows the trader 

the interest the market has in a given commodity at different price levels. 

(’055 patent, 7:16-19 (emphasis added).) 

In a fast moving market, where varying price levels are trading (i.e. bids and 

offers entering the market are being matched at different prices), it is 

beneficial that the trader be able to quickly enter orders and quickly see and 

analyze market information. 

(Id. at 7:35-39 (emphasis added).) 

8. The trader’s observations would have little value if the price levels did 

not correspond to definite prices. Said another way, the trader could not gain the 

advantage described in the ’055 specification of “seeing the market depth at 

different price levels” by viewing blank locations on the TSE compressed price  

display screen. These blank locations refer to unknown prices where a new and 

unknown price could potentially be displayed at some point in the future.   

9. The ’055 specification also uses the terms price and price level 

interchangeably, which further informs my opinion that a POSITA would have 

understood a price level to correspond to a definite price. For example, the ’055 

specification states: 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
	� Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

	� Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
	� With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

	� Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
	� Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

	� Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


