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There Is No Reasonable Likelihood That Claims 1-10 Are
Rendered Obvious By The Combination Of Pazandak, White,

And Manson
1.

Pazandak fails to disclose “receiving a high-level code
comprising one or more keywords, wherein the high-
level code is provided by a user ... without having to

select from menu items ...” as alleged by Petitioner.............

Pazandak fails to disclose “parsing the high-level code

for the keywords™ as alleged by Petitioner. ............c..cccuneen.

Pazandak fails to disclose “determining whether high-
level code comprises keywords defining one or more
relationships and conditions corresponding to the

operative language” as alleged by Petitioner.........................

White fails to disclose “determining level of complexity
and implementation of the high-level code” as alleged by

PtItIONET. oot e e e e e e e e e e eaeeeeaneeeeanas

A person of ordinary skill in the art would not have
combined Pazandak, White, and Manson as alleged by

POtItIONET . .oeeeeeee et e e et e e e e e e e eaeeeeaeeeeeneeeeanns
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