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1. The following Is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: The follow\ng 

Is an exsminer's statement of reasons 1or allowance: This statement of raasOilS for 

altowance include& tl'ie major differences in the claims not found in the prior art of record 

and reasons why that differences are considered to define patentably over the prior art 

The statement is not Intended to necessarily state all the reuons for allowance or all 

the details why claims are allowed and should not be relied upon for lhls pf.I'Pose. 

Rather, this statement reflects what the examiner considers important and thef'efore the 

primary reason5 for the allowance of the claims. 

The primary reason for allowance is the Imitation directed to the vdynamic 

diapJaY' of a pturality of the quantity of bids and asks aligned with a "static display" of 

COIT8$p0ncllng prices. Here, unlike the prior c.i, the "static• display of prices Is just that, 

static, and does not move In response to a change In the insid& mark&l With this 

display of market depth, daimed in each or the independent claims, a trader places a 

trade order with the pointer in the area of the order entry region of the dynamic marl<et 

depth region. through a single computer implemented action, see Figwes 3 and 4. For 

example, in figure 3, a Click on Bid Q 16 will send an ader to the market to aell17 Iota 

of the commodity al a price of 69. 

The closest prior art inc\uding US Patent 6,408,282, PCT WO 01/16852 and 

commonly owned non-patent literature •x Trader" ($ee, applicant's retponsa to 

USPTO's request for information) all lack this feature. The PTO also inquired as to the 

sub}ect matter of alleged infringement referenced In applicant's petition to make special 
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in related case SN 091590,692. The USPTO found no evidence of publtc use or any 

printed publlcati<:ln of the system known as J Trader, the subject rna~ of potential 

infringement and the applicants basis for his petition ta make apeclaJ, earlier than 

November 6, 2000. Therefore, the USPTO has c:oncluded that the system known as J 

trader is not prior art to the ins1ant applicatiOn, which has a filing date of Jul\e 06, 2000. 

2. Any comments considered necessary by apf)llcant must be submitted no Jater 

than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 

accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be cteal1y \abated •comments on 

Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 

Respectfully 

By, _____ _ 

Richard Weisberger 
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