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I. Introduction 

Patent Owner does not dispute that Prisco’s “push-pull” embodiment 

combined with Cooper’s wrist discloses each limitation of the challenged claims.  

Accordingly, Petitioner has established anticipation (or at least obviousness).  To 

avoid the inevitable finding of anticipation or obviousness, Patent Owner makes 

three arguments—all of which are meritless.  Patent Owner first argues that Prisco 

does not incorporate Cooper’s wrist (even though it plainly does).  Patent Owner 

next argues that Prisco teaches away from using Prisco’s “push-pull” embodiment 

in combination with Cooper’s wrist (when it plainly does not).  And finally, Patent 

Owner argues that Cooper’s wrist is incorporated only for use with Prisco’s “pull-

pull” instrument (when there is no such restriction in Prisco or Cooper), which 

Patent Owner asserts fails to disclose the gear limitations (even though it discloses 

a shaft roll gear).  In sum, the challenged claims are either anticipated or rendered 

obvious by Prisco and its incorporated references. 

II. Ground 1: Prisco discloses claim 24  

A. Prisco discloses a push-pull surgical instrument with a wrist  

1. Prisco incorporates Cooper’s wrist as an optional embodiment 

Patent Owner first argues that Prisco cites Cooper for the purpose of 

specifically omitting Cooper’s wrist from Prisco.  POR, 26-27.  This novel theory 

is plainly wrong because Prisco specifically incorporates Cooper by reference (a 
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fact Patent Owner does not dispute); thus Prisco includes all of Cooper’s teachings.  

Incorporation is the opposite of omission. 

A wrist to provide one or more end effector DOFs [degrees 

of freedom] (e.g., pitch, yaw; see e.g., U.S. Pat. No. 

6,817.974 [Cooper] (filed Jun. 28, 2002) (disclosing 

“Surgical Tool Having Positively Positionable Tendon-

Actuated Multi-Disk Wrist Joint”), which is incorporated 

herein by reference) is optional and is not shown. 

Prisco, 10:43-48 (emphasis added throughout); see also Petition, 21 (same). 

Far from saying Cooper’s wrist should not be used, Prisco actually states the 

opposite—that Cooper’s wrist is “optional”—meaning that it can be used, should a 

POSITA desire the benefits of the wrist.  Id.; see Upsher-Smith Labs. v. Pamlab, 

LLC, 412 F.3d 1319, 1323 (Fed. Cir. 2005) (confirming that a reference disclosing 

optional inclusion of a particular component teaches compositions that both do and 

do not contain that component). 

Prisco also discloses that instrument 110 includes a wrist.  Prisco, 8:38-44, 

16:38-44; Petition, 15-16, 52.  Specifically, Prisco discloses that “actuation forces 

… move various parts of instrument 110 in order to position, orient, and operate 

instrument end effector 234.  Such actuation forces may typically … operate a 

wrist 236 that provides yaw and pitch DOF’s.”  Prisco, 8:34-44, Fig. 2B 

(emphasis added throughout unless otherwise noted); Petition, 15-16. 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
  Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

  Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
  With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

  Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
  Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

  Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


