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I. INTRODUCTION 

Par Pharmaceutical, Inc. (“Par”) and IntelGenx Corp. (“IntelGenx”) 

(collectively “Petitioners”) request review of U.S. Patent No. 8,603,514 to Yang et 

al. (“the ’514 patent,” EX1001), which issued on December 10, 2013. PTO records 

indicate that the ’514 patent is assigned to MonoSol Rx, LLC (“Patent Owner”). 

This Petition demonstrates that there is a reasonable likelihood that claims 1-3, 9, 

15, 62-65, 69-73, and 75 (“the challenged claims”) are unpatentable for failure to 

distinguish over newly applied prior art. This petition is substantively identical to 

that submitted in IPR2017-00200, the proceedings Petitioners seek to join with 

their simultaneously submitted motion for joinder. This petition relies on the 

testimony of Dr. Buckton (EX1002) submitted with IPR2017-00200. No new 

arguments or art are raised or relied on in this petition as compared to the petition 

in IPR2017-00200.  

The challenged claims are directed to a drug delivery film comprising a 

particulate active ingredient and a taste-masking agent. Each component of the 

claimed composition was described in the prior art, including the oral drug delivery 

film, the polymer used to form the film, the viscosity of the film-forming matrix, 

the particle size of the active ingredient, the uniform distribution of the active 

ingredient, and the type of taste-masking agents as well as the manner of taste- 

masking used in the film. EX1001, 67:34-56 & 73:48-74:9. The challenged claims 
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