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(Id., Figs. 15, 17, 22 (all annotated).)  

Michelson’s tool assembly is thus similar to Gordon’s tool assembly in that it 

teaches a first tool (implant holder 500) that securely holds an expandable spinal 

implant in place at a desired implant site while a second tool (expander driver 600) 

passes through the first tool and engages the implant for adjusting its height. 

(Ex. 1002, ¶90.)  Gordon and Michelson are thus in the same field of art and a 

POSITA would have been motivated to consider the teachings of Michelson in 

modifying the Gordon tool assembly.  (Id.)   

In particular, Michelson discloses that “expander driver 600 [is] for engaging 

and rotating expander 120,” i.e., expander driver 600 is “a second adjusting tool.”  

(Ex. 1014, 20.)  As shown in figure 17 below, expander driver 600 includes proximal 
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second adjusting tool would not impact the reliance on McLuen’s implant under 

Ground 2.  (Id.)  Accordingly, the McLuen-Gordon-Michelson combination renders 

obvious claims 9-12 and 14-17.   

X. CONCLUSION 

Petitioner requests institution of IPR for the challenged claims of the ’136 

patent. 

Respectfully submitted, 
 

Dated:  December 1, 2025 By: /Naveen Modi/                                      
      Naveen Modi (Reg. No. 46,224) 
      Counsel for Petitioner 
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