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NEW CLAIM LISTING 

In order to more precisely and particularly point out the invention, and the 

distinctions over the prior art cited in the Decision, Markets-Alert respectfully 

submits its Motion To Amend the claims in conjunction with this Response.  

Markets-Alert’s Response is based upon the following claims. 

5. (new – proposed substitute claim)  A real-time method of providing 
technical analysis and notification of stock market events comprising the 
steps of: 

 
 receiving real-time stock market data on a provider’s network of 
computers, which is server-based, scalable and redundant; 
 
 receiving watch data specified by a user on the provider’s network of 
computers, from a user system in remote communication with the provider’s 
network of computers, wherein the user-specified watch data comprises a 
request to apply more than one technical analysis formula for predicting 
price trends based on market action and defines a valid stock market event;  
 

applying the watch data to the real-time stock market data as the real-
time stock market data is received by the provider’s network of computers to 
determine if the valid stock market event has occurred; and 

 
generating a notification in real-time when the valid stock market 

event has been determined to have occurred by the provider’s network of 
computers, wherein the notification is provided in real-time by the 
provider’s network of computers to a remote communication device of the 
user. 
 
6. (new – proposed substitute claim)  The method of Claim 5 further 
comprising the steps of: 

 
 updating a cache of stock market data on a data server on the 
provider’s network of computers in real time;  applying the technical 
analysis formula to the cache of stock market data on the provider’s network 
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