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nmorgan@wsgr.com 
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati P.C. 
12235 El Camino Real 
San Diego, CA 92130 
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Attorneys for Plaintiff NuVasive, Inc. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SAN DIEGO DIVISION 

NUVASIVE, INC., a Delaware 
corporation, 

 Plaintiff, 

v. 

ALPHATEC HOLDINGS, INC., a 
Delaware corporation, and ALPHATEC 
SPINE, INC., a California corporation,  

 Defendants. 

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

CASE NO. 18-cv-0347-MDD-
CAB 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS 
AND AUTHORITIES IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

Judge: Hon. Cathy Ann Bencivengo 
Courtroom: 4C 
Hearing Date: April 30, 2018

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

REDACTED VERSION
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NuVasive NuVasive, Inc. 

Alphatec 
Alphatec Holdings, Inc. and Alphatec Spine, Inc. 
(collectively) 

XLIF eXtreme Lateral Interbody Fusion 

Link Decl. 
Declaration of Matthew Link filed simultaneously 
herewith 

Youssef Decl. 
Declaration of Jim A. Youssef, M.D. filed 
simultaneously herewith 

Ex. __ 
Exhibits attached to the Declaration of Wendy L. 
Devine filed simultaneously herewith 

Inglish Decl. 
Declaration of Blake Inglish filed simultaneously 
herewith 

’801 patent U.S. Patent No. 7,819,801 

’780 patent U.S. Patent No. 8,355,780 

’832 patent U.S. Patent No. 8,439,832 

’227 patent U.S. Patent No. 9,833,227 

’270 patent U.S. Patent No. 8,753,270 

’156 patent U.S. Patent No. 8,361,156 

Miles patents The ’801, ’780, ’832, ’227 and ’270 patents 

PTAB Patent Trial and Appeal Board 

’801 Patent Reexam Reexamination No. 95/001,889  

Battalion system Battalion™ Lateral System 

Battalion spacer Battalion™ Lateral Spacer 

Squadron Squadron™ Lateral Retractor 

** All internal quotations omitted and citation omitted unless otherwise noted.
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