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I. INTRODUCTION 

Amazon did not even submit a Reply declaration from its expert, Dr. Kevin 

Jeffay, who, as it developed during his deposition, had given prior inconsistent 

testimony with regard to Amazon’s primary reference, Carmel, which he did not 

disclose in his declaration. 

Instead, while going through the motions of trying to salvage its position on 

Carmel, Amazon now seeks at every turn to pivot to principal reliance on another 

reference, Feig, instead of Carmel.  

However, the Petition failed to point to Feig in the first instance to support five 

of the twelve limitations at issue, limitations a, b, c, e, and l. Amazon asserts 

nothing as to any of those points with regards to Feig, and it would have been too 

late to have done so in its Reply.  

The Petition was based on Carmel in view of Feig, not on Feig alone, or Feig in 

view of Carmel. Even if read as the reverse of how it was presented, the Petition 

did not provide evidence to support such a reversed § 103 position as to all 

limitations. 

The Petition also provided the most cursory alleged motivations to combine, 

which, as the POR and Patent Owner’s (“PO’s”) expert, W. Leo Hoarty (EX2007), 

pointed out, were all inadequate. Amazon tries to reword and reargue these alleged 
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