
United States Court of Appeals  
for the Federal Circuit 

Appellant

Appellees

Intervenor
 

       Attorneys for Appellant 

Case: 18-1489      Document: 95     Page: 1     Filed: 08/15/2019



FORM 9. Certificate of Interest    Form 9 
    Rev. 10/17 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT 

v. 

Case No.  

CERTIFICATE OF INTEREST 

Counsel for the: 
 (petitioner)  (appellant)  (respondent)  (appellee)  (amicus)  (name of party) 

certifies the following (use “None” if applicable; use extra sheets if necessary): 

1. Full Name of Party
Represented by me 

2. Name of Real Party in interest
(Please only include any real party 

in interest NOT identified in
Question 3) represented by me is: 

3. Parent corporations and
publicly held companies 
 that own 10% or more of 

stock in the party 

4. The names of all law firms and the partners or associates that appeared for the party or amicus now
represented by me in the trial court or agency or are expected to appear in this court (and who have not 
or will not enter an appearance in this case) are: 

Case: 18-1489      Document: 6     Page: 1     Filed: 02/14/2018Case: 18-1489      Document: 95     Page: 2     Filed: 08/15/2019



FORM 9. Certificate of Interest    Form 9 
    Rev. 10/17 

5. The title and number of any case known to counsel to be pending in this or any other court or agency
that will directly affect or be directly affected by this court’s decision in the pending appeal. See Fed. Cir. 
R. 47. 4(a)(5) and 47.5(b).  (The parties should attach continuation pages as necessary).   

     Date Signature of counsel 

Please Note: All questions must be answered 
Printed name of counsel 

cc: 

Case: 18-1489      Document: 6     Page: 2     Filed: 02/14/2018Case: 18-1489      Document: 95     Page: 3     Filed: 08/15/2019



See

Trading Techs. Int’l, Inc. v. BGC Partners, Inc.

TradeStation Grp., Inc. v. Trading Techs. Int’l, Inc. 

TradeStation Grp., Inc. v. Trading Techs. Int’l, Inc. 

IBG LLC v. Trading Techs. Int’l, Inc. 

IBG
LLC v. Trading Techs. Int’l, Inc. 

IBG
LLC v. Trading Techs. Int’l, Inc. 

TradeStation Grp., Inc. v. Trading Techs. Int’l, Inc. 

TradeStation Grp., Inc. v. Trading Techs. Int’l, Inc. 

IBG
LLC v. Trading Techs. Int’l, Inc. 
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IBG LLC 
v. Trading Techs. Int’l, Inc. 

IBG
LLC v. Trading Techs. Int’l, Inc. 

IBG
LLC v. Trading Techs. Int’l, Inc. 

TradeStation Techs., Inc. v. Trading Techs. Int’l, Inc. 

IBG LLC v. Trading Techs. Int’l, Inc. 

IBG LLC v. Trading Techs. Int’l, Inc. 
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Alice Corp. Pty. v. CLS Bank Int’l

Bilski v. Kappos

Core Wireless Licensing S.A.R.L. v. LG Elecs., Inc.

Data Engine Techs. LLC v. Google LLC

DDR Holdings, LLC v. Hotels.com, L.P.

Diamond v. Chakrabarty

IBG LLC v. Trading Techs. Int’l, Inc. IBG I

Rubber-Tip Pencil Co. v. Howard

Trading Techs. Int’l, Inc. v. CQG, Inc.

Trading Techs. Int’l, Inc. v. IBG LLC IBG II

Trading Techs. Int’l, Inc. v. IBG LLC IBG III

Trading Techs. Int’l, Inc. v. IBG LLC IBG IV

Trading Techs. Int’l, Inc. v. IBG LLC IBG V
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passim

Updated Business Method Patent Statistics

Trading Techs. Int’l, Inc. v. Interactive 
Brokers LLC
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Alice Corp. Pty. v. CLS Bank Int’l

Bilski v. Kappos Diamond v. Chakrabarty

Data Engine Techs. LLC v. Google LLC

Core Wireless Licensing S.A.R.L. v. LG Elecs., Inc.

DDR Holdings, LLC v. Hotels.com, L.P.

/s/ Michael D. Gannon
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Id.

e.g.
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See

Id.

Id.

Id.
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i.e.

Id.
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not exist in either mechanical or GUI form

Id.
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Id.
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e.g.

Id.

E.g.

Case: 18-1489      Document: 95     Page: 17     Filed: 08/15/2019



e.g.

E.g.

IBG LLC v. Trading 

Techs. Int’l, Inc. IBG I

it’s really up there
among the cases with the most, the 

largest amount of objective indicia of non-
obviousness that I’ve ever seen. It’s a lot.

 It is a lot.

Trading Techs. Int’l, Inc. v. Interactive 

Brokers LLC
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tool

tool

E.g.

e.g.
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Updated Business 

Method Patent Statistics

Id.
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NOT

IBG I Trading 

Techs. Int’l, Inc. v. CQG, Inc.

CQG

devices

devices

Id.

see also
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CQG’s Data Engine

CQG

IBG I

even though the ’382/’768 claims are 

indistinguishable from the ’132/’304/’411/’996 claims for CBM/§ 101 purposes

Trading Techs. Int’l, Inc. v. IBG LLC IBG IV

Trading Techs. Int’l, Inc. v. IBG LLC IBG V
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IBG IV V IBG I CQG

e.g.

DDR

Trading Techs. Int’l, Inc. v. IBG LLC IBG II

Id.

Id.

no information 
provided to the user

Trading Techs. Int’l, Inc. v. IBG 
LLC IBG III

IBG II III
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Data Engine Core Wireless

CLEARLY

Data Engine Core Wireless/DDR

e.g.

e.g.

See, e.g.

inter

alia
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IBG IV
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IBG II III

IBG V

en banc
IBG IV
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CQG IBG I

IBG IV  V

See supra

en banc
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Alice

See, e.g.  Rubber-Tip Pencil 

Co. v. Howard

Chakrabarty

e.g.
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Alice

see

IBG LLC v. Trading Techs. Int’l, Inc.
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/s/ Michael D. Gannon
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NOTE:  This disposition is nonprecedential. 
  

United States Court of Appeals 
for the Federal Circuit 

______________________ 
 

TRADING TECHNOLOGIES INTERNATIONAL, 
INC., 

Appellant 
 

v. 
 

IBG LLC, INTERACTIVE BROKERS LLC, 
Appellees 

 
UNITED STATES, 

Intervenor 
______________________ 

 
2018-1489 

______________________ 
 

Appeal from the United States Patent and Trademark 
Office, Patent Trial and Appeal Board in No. CBM2016-
00090. 

______________________ 
 

JUDGMENT 
______________________ 

 
MICHAEL DAVID GANNON, Baker & Hostetler LLP, Chi-

cago, IL, argued for appellant.  Also represented by LEIF R. 
SIGMOND, JR., JENNIFER KURCZ; ALAINA J. LAKAWICZ, Phil-
adelphia, PA; STEVEN BORSAND, JAY QUENTIN KNOBLOCH, 
Trading Technologies International, Inc., Chicago, IL.   
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        BYRON LEROY PICKARD, Sterne Kessler Goldstein & 
Fox, PLLC, Washington, DC, argued for appellees.  Also 
represented by ROBERT EVAN SOKOHL, RICHARD M. 
BEMBEN, WILLIAM H. MILLIKEN, JON WRIGHT.   
 
        MELISSA N. PATTERSON, Appellate Staff, Civil Division, 
United States Department of Justice, Washington, DC, ar-
gued for intervenor.  Also represented by MARK R. 
FREEMAN, KATHERINE TWOMEY ALLEN, COURTNEY DIXON, 
SCOTT R. MCINTOSH, JOSEPH H. HUNT; THOMAS W. KRAUSE, 
JOSEPH MATAL, FARHEENA YASMEEN RASHEED, Office of the 
Solicitor, United States Patent and Trademark Office, Al-
exandria, VA.                 

                      ______________________ 
 

THIS CAUSE having been heard and considered, it is  
 
ORDERED and ADJUDGED: 
 
         PER CURIAM (NEWMAN, DYK, and WALLACH, Circuit 
Judges). 

AFFIRMED. See Fed. Cir. R. 36. 
  
                                            ENTERED BY ORDER OF THE COURT  
  
 

      July 1, 2019                              /s/ Peter R. Marksteiner 
            Date                                     Peter R. Marksteiner 
                                                         Clerk of Court  
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