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L INTRODUCTION
Pursuant to the provisions of 35 U.S.C. § 321 and § 18 of the Leahy-Smith

America Invents Act (“AIA”), and to 37 C.F.R. Part 42, IBG LLC and Interactive
Brokers LLC, (collectively, “IBG” or “Petitioners”) hereby request review of United
States Patent No. 6,766,304 to Kemp et al. (hereinafter “the 304 patent,” Ex. 1001)
that issued on June 20, 2004, and is owned by Trading Technologies International,
Inc. (“TT” or “Patent Owner”). This petition demonstrates, by a preponderance of the
evidence, it is more likely than not that the claims of the 304 patent are unpatentable
because they are directed to an abstract idea. Accordingly, CBM review of the *304
patent should be granted and claims 1-40 should be found unpatentable.

This petition is filed along with a motion for joinder with CBM2015-00161
(“the 161 CBM review”), in which petitioners TradeStation Group, Inc. and
TradeStation Securities, Inc. (collectively, “TradeStation”) filed a petition on July 20,
2015 challenging claims 1-40 of the *340 patent. The Board instituted trial in the 161
CBM review on January 27, 2016. This petition proposes the same ground of
rejection instituted in the 161 CBM review, and relies on the same analysis and
evidence.' If joinder is not granted, Petitioners respectfully request that a proceeding

be instituted based on this petition alone.

' The petition in the *161 CBM review included an additional ground of challenge
based on § 112. The Board declined to institute trial on that ground. IBG has omitted

that ground from this petition.
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II. MANDATORY NOTICES UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 42.8
Real Party-in-Interest (37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(1)): IBG LLC and Interactive

Brokers LLC are the real parties-in-interest.

Related Matters (37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(2)): Petitioners are aware of the

following matters that may affect, or be affected by, a decision in this proceeding: GL
Trade Am., Inc. v. Trading Tech. Int'l, Inc., 1:11-cv-001558 (N.D. Ill.); TT v.
TradeHelm, Inc., 1:10-cv-00931 (N.D. Ill.); TT v. Rosenthal Collins Group, LLC,
1:10-cv-00929 (N.D. 1ll.); TT v. Open E Cry, LLC, et al., 1:10-cv-00885 (N.D. I11.);
TT v. thinkorswim Group, Inc., et al., 1:10-cv-00883 (N.D. IlL.); TT v. Tradestation
Sec., Inc., et al., 1:10-cv-00884 (N.D. Ill.); TT v. FuturePath Trading, LLC, 1:10-cv-
00720 (N.D. I1l.); TT v. Stellar Trading Sys., Ltd., et al., 1:10-cv-00882 (N.D. Ill.); TT
v. Cunningham Trading Sys., LLC, et al., 1:10-cv-00726 (N.D. I1l.); TT v. BGC
Partners, Inc., 1:10-cv-00715 (N.D. 1lL.); TT v. CQOQG, Inc., et al., 1:05-cv-04811 (N.D.
Il.); TTv. IBG LLC, et al., 1:10-cv-00721 (N.D. Ill.); TT v. Orc Software, Inc., et al.,
1:05-cv-06265 (N.D. I1l.); TT v. FuturePath Trading, LLC, 1:05-cv-05164 (N.D. Ill.);
TT v. Transmarket Group, LLC, 1:05-cv-05161 (N.D. 1ll.); TT v. FFastFill PLC, Inc.,
1:05-cv-04449 (N.D. I1l.); TT v. Strategy Runner, Ltd., 1:05-cv-04357 (N.D. Ill.); TT
v. Rolfe & Nolan Sys., Inc., et al., 1:05-cv-04354 (N.D. Ill.); TT v. RTS Realtime Sys.,
Inc., et al., 1:05-cv-04332 (N.D. Ill.); TT v. Peregrine Fin. Group, Inc., 1:05-cv-04137
(N.D. IlL.); TT v. GL Consultants, Inc., et al., 1:05-cv-04120 (N.D. 111.); Rosenthal
Collins Group, LLC v. TT, 1:05-cv-04088 (N.D. Ill.); TT v. Ninja Trader, LLC, 1:05-
cv-03953 (N.D. Ill.); TT v. Patsystems NA LLC, et al., 1:05-cv-02984 (N.D. 1lL.); TT v.
Man Group PLC, et al., 1:05-cv-02164; TT v. Refco Group, Ltd., LLC, 1:05-cv-01079

DOCKET

A R M Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com.



https://www.docketalarm.com/

Nsights

Real-Time Litigation Alerts

g 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
O 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,

/ . o
Py ,0‘ opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

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

-xplore Litigation

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more
informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of

knowing you're on top of things.

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.

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




