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I. INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY OF THE ARGUMENT. 

The patent at issue in this proceeding relates to a digital microfilm imaging 

apparatus (DMIA).  A DMIA magnifies a microform, such as microfilm or 

microfiche, so a user can view and read the microform.  To do so, the DMIA must 

precisely position both a lens and image sensor along an optical path relative to the 

microform.  The positioning is critical.  If the lens or image sensor is out of 

position by thousandths of an inch, the image will not be in focus and will be 

unreadable.  The claimed technology is aimed at reducing the overall size, 

complexity, and footprint of a DMIA, while still allowing for the required 

precision placement of the lens and sensor so that users can view different media at 

different magnifications.     

To achieve this precise positioning, the ’019 Patent discloses a device that 

supports a lens and an area sensor on carriages that are driven by drive 

mechanisms along lead members.  Claim 1 requires “a first drive mechanism . . . 

extending alongside and spaced apart from the first lead member” and “the lens 

and area sensor are located on a first lateral side of the first lead member and 

located on a first lateral side of the first drive mechanism.”  Independent claims 41 

and 63 require a first or second drive mechanism extending alongside and spaced 

apart from the first lead member. 
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Petitioner, ST Imaging, has failed to prove the unpatentability of claims 1, 

41, and 63.  The claims are valid because at the time of the invention, those of skill 

in the art believed smooth belts and pulleys easily slipped and were not capable of 

providing the precision placement necessary for optical focusing.  ST Imaging has 

not identified prior art using a smooth belt or pulley system to provide precision 

placement of objects for optical focusing.  Further, ST Imaging has not proven it 

was known to use a smooth belt or pulley system to move components along an 

optical path.  Fujinawa, the primary reference relied on by ST Imaging, precisely 

positions the lens and sensor using threaded worms, not a belt drive mechanism, 

which is nowhere in Fujinawa.  Using hindsight to reconstruct the claims, 

ST Imaging relies on Kokubo’s disclosure of a smooth belt and pulley system used 

for moving a reading unit in a flatbed scanner.  Kokubo’s belt and pulley system is 

not used for precisely positioning a lens relative to a sensor or a sensor relative to a 

lens along an optical path.  Having found no motivation to combine the references, 

ST Imaging improperly contends that the use of a belt-based drive system from a 

flatbed scanner in the precision focusing device of Fujinawa would have been a 

simple substitution.   

ST Imaging’s simple substitution argument fails for at least three reasons.  

First, none of the references at issue in this proceeding disclose use of a belt-based 

drive mechanism to position a lens or sensor along an optical path.  ST Imaging 

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.


