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Pursuant to the Board’s authorization on November 6, 2017, Patent Owner

Aventis Pharma S.A. (“Aventis”) respectfully requests that the entire docket in

IPR2016-00712 be preserved pending a possible appeal to the Federal Circuit

Court of Appeals, including preservation of all sealed documents in a non-public

form. In addition, Patent Owner respectfully requests that the deadline to file a

motion to expunge under 37 C.F.R. § 42.56 be extended to 45 days from the

conclusion of any and all appeals in this proceeding. Petitioner Mylan

Laboratories Ltd. does not oppose this motion.

I. Background

On February 10, 2017, the Board granted Aventis’s uncontested motion for

entry of a stipulated protective order and motion to seal certain exhibits. (Paper

35). Aventis filed the Stipulated Protective Order on February 15, 2017. (Paper

36). The parties subsequently filed numerous papers and exhibits under seal with

accompanying motions to seal and redacted public versions in accordance with the

terms of the Stipulated Protective Order. The Board issued a decision on the

remaining motions to seal on September 26, 2017. (Paper 100). The parties’

motions to seal were uncontested with the exception of one, and only one of

Aventis’s requests to seal was denied. (Paper 100 at 2, 8-9). The Board found

good cause existed to seal the papers and exhibits identified in the table below

because they contained confidential business information of Aventis or Petitioner,
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and public versions, where feasible, were filed so as to provide the thrust of the

arguments without compromising the underlying confidential information. (Paper

35 at 3; Paper 100 at 2, 5-8).

Papers and Exhibits
Under Seal

Motion(s) to Seal Decision Granting
Motion to Seal

Ex. 2149 (portions)
Ex. 2170
Ex. 2171
Ex. 2176 (portions)
Ex. 2179
Ex. 2182
Ex. 2211

Paper 24 Papers 35, 100

Paper 43 (portions)
Ex. 1042 (portions)
Ex. 1043 (portions
Ex. 1044 (portions)
Ex. 1054
Ex. 1065
Ex. 10681

Ex. 1069
Ex. 1070
Ex. 1071
Ex. 1072
Ex. 1074

Papers 45, 97 Paper 100

1 The chart on pages 2-4 of the Board’s Decision on Motions to Seal does not list
Ex. 1068 as an “Exhibit Subject to Sealing.” (Paper 100 at 2-4). However,
elsewhere in the decision, the Board notes that Petitioner “moved to seal Exhibits
1065, 1068-1072.” (Paper 100 at 5). Petitioner’s relevant motion to seal listed
“Confidential Exhibit EX1068,” (Paper 45 at 2), and Patent Owner’s Brief in
Support of Petitioner’s Motions to Seal Patent Owner’s Confidential Information
addressed Ex. 1068 as well. (Paper 97 at 1, 3, 5, 7-8). Aventis therefore
understands the Board’s Decision on Motions to Seal to include Ex. 1068. (Paper
100 at 6-7 finding “good cause for sealing documents identified in the uncontested
motions to seal,” including Paper 45).
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Papers and Exhibits
Under Seal

Motion(s) to Seal Decision Granting
Motion to Seal

Ex. 1079
Ex. 1089
Ex. 1090

Paper 53 (portions) Paper 54 Paper 100

Ex. 2211 (portions) Paper 56 Paper 100

Ex. 2261 (portions) Paper 62 Paper 100

Paper 64 (portions) Papers 65, 97 Paper 100

Paper 72 (portions) Paper 74 Paper 100

Paper 77 (portions) Paper 76, 97 Paper 100

Paper 81 (portions) Paper 83 Paper 100

Paper 89 (portions) Papers 88, 97 Paper 100

Paper 92 (portions) Papers 91, 97 Paper 100

II. The Record Should Be Preserved Pending Appeal

Sealed information subject to a protective order will ordinarily become

public 45 days after final judgment in a trial unless a motion to expunge is filed.

Office Patent Trial Practice Guide, 77 Fed. Reg. 48756, 48761; see also 37 C.F.R.

§ 42.56. Here, the date 45 days after the Final Written Decision was entered is

November 6, 2017. However, Patent Owner has until November 24, 2017, or 63

days from the Final Written Decision pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 90.3(a)(1) to file a
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notice of appeal. Thus, the deadline for a motion to expunge falls before the

deadline for a notice of appeal.

The Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure and the Federal Circuit Rules

require that the record be retained by the Board pending appeal. Specifically

Federal Circuit Rule 17(a) states that “[t]he agency must retain the record.”

Federal Circuit Rule 17(d) requires that counsel for the parties have access to both

the sealed and unsealed portions of the record once a “notice of appeal is filed.”

Federal Circuit Rule 17(e) states that “any portion of the record that was subject to

a protective order in an agency shall remain subject to that order on appeal.”

If the record is not preserved in its entirety, including any sealed portions,

and an appeal is taken, the Federal Circuit may not be able to fully consider the

issues discussed in the Final Written Decision, which would cause prejudice to the

parties and violate the appellate rules. Extending the deadline to file a motion to

expunge sealed information from this IPR accommodates the need to preserve the

entire docket for appeal and the interests of Aventis in protecting from public

disclosure its confidential information that the Board has already agreed to seal.

The Board has previously granted similar requests. Arctic Cat, Inc. v. Polaris

Indus., Inc., IPR2014-01427, Paper 62 at 2-3 (P.T.A.B. Mar. 8, 2016) (preserving

record and extending deadline under 37 C.F.R. § 42.56 until 45 days from the

filing of the mandate from appeal).

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.


