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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

____________ 

 

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

____________ 

 

COMPLEX INNOVATIONS, LLC, 

Petitioner,  

 

v. 

 

AMGEN INC., 

Patent Owner. 

____________ 

 

Case IPR2016-00085 

Patent 7,829,595 B2 

____________ 

 

 

Before LORA M. GREEN, JONI Y. CHANG, and 

JACQUELINE T. HARLOW, Administrative Patent Judges. 

 

HARLOW, Administrative Patent Judge. 

 

 

DECISION 

Denying Institution of Inter Partes Review 

37 C.F.R. § 42.108 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

Petitioner, Complex Innovations, LLC (“CI”), filed a Petition 

requesting an inter partes review of claims 1–25 of U.S. Patent 

No. 7,829,595 B2 (Ex. 1001, “the ’595 patent”).  Paper 2 (“Pet.”).  Patent 

Owner, Amgen, Inc. (“Amgen”), filed a Preliminary Response on 

February 2, 2016.  Paper 7 (“Prelim. Resp.”).  We have jurisdiction under 

35 U.S.C. § 314, which provides that an inter partes review may not be 

instituted unless the information presented in the petition “shows that there 

is a reasonable likelihood that the petitioner would prevail with respect to at 

least 1 of the claims challenged in the petition.” 

For the reasons set forth below, we deny the Petition. 

A. Related Matters 

No related proceedings concerning the’595 patent have been 

identified.  Pet. 4; Paper 5, 2. 

B. The ’595 Patent 

The ’595 patent, titled “Rapid Dissolution Formulation of a Calcium 

Receptor-Active Compound,” issued November 9, 2010, from U.S. Patent 

Application No. 10/937,870 (Ex. 1002), filed September 10, 2004.  

Ex. 1001, [54], [45], [21], [22].  The ’595 patent claims priority to 

U.S. Provisional Patent Application No. 60/502,219, filed September 12, 

2003.  Id. at [60]. 

  

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


IPR2016-00085 

Patent 7,829,595 B2 

 

 

3 

The ’595 patent describes a “pharmaceutical composition comprising 

a therapeutically effective amount of a calcium receptor-active compound 

and at least one pharmaceutically acceptable excipient, wherein the 

composition has a controlled dissolution profile.”  Id. at Abstract.  The 

’595 patent also describes methods for treating diseases, including 

hyperparathyroidism, using the disclosed pharmaceutical composition.  Id. 

at 4:17–22. 

The ’595 patent explains that although calcium receptor-active 

compounds, such as cinacalcet, are known in the art, the low solubility of 

these compounds in water limits pharmaceutical formulation and delivery 

options, and can result in low bioavailability for these compounds.  Id. at 

1:7–20.  To address these limitations, the ’595 patent discloses a 

pharmaceutical composition including cinacalcet and six excipients:  

microcrystalline cellulose, povidone, starch, crospovidone, colloidal silicon 

dioxide, and magnesium stearate.  Id. at 11:14–14:14.  The ’595 patent also 

discloses a method for treating hyperparathyroidism, hyperphosphonia, 

hypercalcemia, or elevated calcium phosphorus product, through the 

administration of this composition.  Id. at 4:17–22, 16:14–20. 
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C. Illustrative Claim 

Of the challenged claims, claims 1 alone is independent.  Claim 1, 

reproduced below, is illustrative of the claimed subject matter. 

1. A pharmaceutical composition comprising 

 (a) from about 10% to about 40% by weight of cinacalcet 

HCl; 

 (b) from about 40% to about 75% by weight of 

microcrystalline cellulose; 

 (c) from about 1% to about 5% by weight of povidone; 

 (d) from about 5% to about 35% by weight of starch; 

 (e) from about 1% to about 10% by weight of 

crospovidone; 

 (f) from about 0.05% to about 1.5% by weight of colloidal 

silicon dioxide; and 

 (g) from about 0.05% to about 1.5% by weight of 

magnesium stearate; 

 wherein the percentage by weight is relative to the total 

weight of the composition. 

Ex. 1001, 14:16–19:31.   

D. Prior Art Relied Upon 

 CI relies upon the following prior art references (Pet. 4–6): 

Van Wagenen et al., US 6,211,244 B1, issued Apr. 3, 2001 

(“Van Wagenen”) (Ex. 1003); and 

Handbook of Pharmaceutical Excipients (Arthur H. Kibbe, ed., 3rd ed. 2000) 

(“HPE”) (Exs. 1012; Ex. 2005 (includes portions of reference not contained 

in Ex. 1012)). 
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E. Asserted Grounds of Unpatentability 

CI asserts the following grounds of unpatentability (Pet. 7):  

Claims Basis Reference(s) 

1–25 § 103(a) 
Van Wagenen, HPE, and general knowledge of a 

person of ordinary skill in the art. 

II. ANALYSIS 

A. Claim Construction 

In an inter partes review, claim terms in an unexpired patent are given 

their broadest reasonable interpretation in light of the specification of the 

patent in which they appear.  37 C.F.R. § 42.100(b); see also In re Cuozzo 

Speed Techs., LLC, 793 F.3d 1268, 1278–79 (Fed. Cir. 2015) (“Congress 

implicitly approved the broadest reasonable interpretation standard in 

enacting the AIA,” and “the standard was properly adopted by PTO 

regulation.”), cert. granted sub nom. Cuozzo Speed Techs., LLC v. Lee, 136 

S. Ct. 890 (mem.) (2016).  Under this standard, we may take into account 

definitions or other explanations provided in the written description of the 

specification.  In re Morris, 127 F.3d 1048, 1054 (Fed. Cir. 1997).  Only 

those terms that are in controversy need be construed, and only to the extent 

necessary to resolve the controversy.  Vivid Techs., Inc. v. Am. Sci. & Eng’g, 

Inc., 200 F.3d 795, 803 (Fed. Cir. 1999). 

Neither party proposes any claim term for construction.  Furthermore, 

we determine that, for purposes of this decision, it is unnecessary to interpret 

any claim term recited in the challenged claims of the ’595 patent. 

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.


