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HW12 due tonight



HW13 out



Scheme project, contest due Monday
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If a fact has more than one relation, the first is the conclusion, and it is
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If a query has more than one relation, all must be satisfied
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Which dogs have an ancestor of the same color?
logic> (query (dog (name ?name) (color ?color))
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• Bindings are stored in separate frames to allow backtracking
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