Mylan v. Genentech
IPR2016-00710
Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 1



CONTENTS

D e 1
............................................................................ 2
............................................................................ 2
E o 2
............................................................................ 4
............................................................................ 5
.......................................................................... 11
I e 12
INTHE ART ..o 12
je2

Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 2



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 3



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 4



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 5



1704=00.

Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 6



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 7



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 8



w* %

% %

Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 9



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 10



SCTHUCLILC LU TLDULC LHIUCPTHUCLIL TAPLICTdSIULL.

Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 11



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 12



SS

Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 13



VIUUUIVG 1 VIV PULVILL 10 LIVL AUUUMY VU VAVUD Uy WV DUUJUUL LUIWLLVL VAUV UL WLV WLV VY

Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 14



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 15



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 16



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 17



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 18



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 19



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 20



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 21



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 22



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 23



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 24



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 25



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 26



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 27



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 28



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 29



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 30



AL LUV LUV VAP VLUV DV ULWWW UL VUL 1o, LUUWD e Ul WIVIV 1D LU DUV VY LIS LUl UV

Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 31



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 32



AR EANSLY YV A A AR ARENI NI N

Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 33



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 34



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 35



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 36



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 37



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 38



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 39



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 40



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 41



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 42



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 43



420 2 VLUUVADWALIM 101, L UVULY D \UASL WIVUL Y 5 MV A0 UL WUV ULV WIWL VAL &

Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 44



Y A uh e B

Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 45



Merck Ex. 1144, Pg. 46



as E. coli. without damage or degradation such that they could form a functional
antibody.

130.  Furthermore, as [ have also previously discussed, adding Riggs & Itakura
to the analysis only reinforces the one-protein-of-interest-per-cell approach that was
prevalent at Cabilly’s priority date.

131.  As1 have discussed throughout this report. [ do find Cabilly e al."s co-
expression approach to be novel and non-obvious in view of the art relied on by Dr.
Foote, given the state of the art in April 1983 (as apparently the Patent Office also
concluded during the reexamination of Cabilly 11). Therefore. it is my opinion that
claims 20, 27, 43 and 46 of Cabilly III are not obvious over claim 2 of Cabilly I in
combination with Cohen & Boyer or Bujard alone or further in view of Riggs & Itakura.
These combinations do not, in my view, provide the motivation to switch from a one-
protein-of-interest-per-cell approach nor a reasonable expectation that one could
successfully produce a functional antibody from heavy and light chains produced in

heterologous hosts.

Dated: (L—\
K.}osc»&u (0/ oy B '(* /DN

John Fiddes. Ph.D.
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