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I. ASSIGNMENT AND SUMMARY OF KEY OPINIONS 

1. I, Anupam Jena, submit this declaration on behalf of Genentech Inc. (“Genentech”) in the 

above captioned case. I have been asked to provide an analysis of whether Genentech will 

be harmed if Amgen is allowed to launch Kanjinti, its biosimilar trastuzumab product, and 

whether it would be possible to fully and reliably quantify and remediate that harm if Kanjinti 

is subsequently found to infringe certain Genentech patents, U.S. Patent Nos. 6,627,196 (the 

“’196 patent”), 7,371,379 (the “’379 patent”), and 10,160,811 (the “’811 patent”) (together 

the “dosing patents”). I have also been asked to address, based on my experience and training 

in economics and medicine, whether the dosing patents asserted by Genentech are key 

drivers of the demand for Herceptin by patients and providers, the balance of hardships 

between Genentech and Amgen related to the issuance of an injunction, and whether an 

injunction would serve the public interest. 

2. I was asked to assess whether Amgen’s launch of Kanjinti will irreparably harm Genentech 

if Kanjinti is subsequently found to infringe Genentech’s patents. I was asked to assume that 

the dosing patents are valid, and that Amgen’s conduct infringes one or more claims of the 

dosing patents. From an economic perspective, determining whether harm is irreparable 

requires answering two questions: (1) At the time of the patent trial, will Genentech have 

incurred harm between the time of the Kanjinti launch and trial that can be reliably measured 

and compensated with monetary damages? and (2) Can any harm that is expected to persist 

after trial be fully and accurately estimated at the time of trial? I have concluded that the 

answer to both questions is no. 

3. If Amgen is allowed to sell Kanjinti pending trial,  

, and would affect both the marketplace for 

Herceptin and the marketplace for other oncological therapeutic agents in ways that will be 

difficult to document with precision and that cannot be reversed even following entry of a 

permanent injunction. Pharmaceutical markets are dynamic and are affected by many 

variables, including the reputation, pricing practices, and market strategies of specific 

incumbent sellers and entrants. Based on my review and analysis, I find that if Amgen is 

allowed to launch Kanjinti, the market will change irreversibly to Genentech’s detriment. In 
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addition, it will be impossible to quantify to a reasonable degree of precision the full 

magnitude of that harm. 

4. There are currently no biosimilar versions of trastuzumab on the market, 

 

  Thus, if Amgen were to launch before 

trial, it would fundamentally alter the marketplace for Herceptin, as well as for several of 

Genentech’s other oncological biologic products. There are currently no biosimilar versions 

of trastuzumab products on the market. Amgen’s entry as the first biosimilar would 

fundamentally change that market. Amgen’s stature as a large manufacturer with biologics 

experience and an extensive portfolio of current and anticipated biologic and biosimilar 

medications would magnify these impacts. Kanjinti is likely to be accepted and adopted into 

the marketplace more quickly because of Amgen’s reputation and Amgen has the ability to 

engage in unique pricing strategies that make Genentech’s harm different from and likely 

greater than the harm it might face from a different biosimilar entrant.  

5. Amgen launching first would also likely change the market in a persistent way: Even if 

Kanjinti were removed from the market after trial, the effects of the launch would persist. 

The pharmaceutical distribution chain is complex and it is unrealistic to expect Genentech to 

be able to reverse policies it adopted to counteract Amgen’s infringing competition. Nor will 

it be possible to reverse the extent to which Amgen’s launch accelerated the pressure payers 

put on Genentech to offer pricing concessions, or any concessions Genentech provided in 

response to that pressure,  

6. These market dynamics become even more complex in view of additional future entrants.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 It will be difficult, if not impossible, 

to reliably disentangle the effects of Kanjinti’s market entry from that of another biosimilar 

Case 1:18-cv-00924-CFC   Document 309   Filed 07/19/19   Page 5 of 96 PageID #: 23605

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.


