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I. Introduction 

The Response fails in almost every instance to address the specific 

combinations of art articulated in the Petition, instead addressing passages that do 

not pertain to the grounds of unpatentability. Furthermore, Vilox does not:  

a) contest that the combination of Excel and Bertram fails to 

teach limitations of claims 1–3, or 

b) contest that any limitations of claim 3 are missing from either 

of the grounds.   

For the reasons discussed in the Petition and elaborated below, the challenged claims 

(1–9 and 13) are unpatentable. 

II. Vilox’s Proposed Constructions Do Not Affect the Present Grounds of 
Unpatentability and Should not be Adopted 
 
A. Claim 1 “determining a database schema for a database” 

Vilox construes this claim term as, “ascertaining or identifying the logical 

structure of data stored in computerized files.” Resp., 27. This proposed construction 

should be rejected, at least in part. 

First, Vilox construes “determining” to mean, “ascertaining or identifying.” 

Unified does not oppose this construction. However, Vilox is incorrect to use this 

construction to attempt to preclude any knowledge by a “human person, or any 

inanimate object,” of a database schema. See, e.g., Resp., 52. Vilox appears to be 

advancing a construction that is similar to “deducing” or “discovering” rather than 
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