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I. STATEMENT OF THE PRECISE RELIEF REQUESTED  

Petitioner Dr. Reddy’s Laboratories, Inc. (“DRL” or “Petitioner”) respectfully 

requests joinder pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 315(c) and 37 C.F.R. § 42.122(b) of the 

above-captioned inter partes review (“the DRL IPR”) with the pending inter partes 

review concerning the same patent and the same grounds of invalidity in Mylan 

Pharmaceuticals Inc. v. Pozen Inc. and Horizon Pharma USA, Inc., IPR2017-01995 

(“the Mylan IPR”), which was instituted on March 8, 2018 (Paper 18). The DRL 

IPR and the Mylan IPR both concern U.S. Patent No. 9,220,698 (“the ’698 patent”). 

Joinder is appropriate because it will promote efficient and consistent resolution of 

the invalidity grounds at issue and will not prejudice any of the parties in the Mylan 

IPR, namely Mylan Pharmaceuticals Inc. (“Mylan”) or  patent owners Pozen Inc. or 

Horizon Pharma USA, Inc. (collectively “Pozen” or “Patent Owners”).  Absent 

joinder, Petitioner could be prejudiced if the Mylan IPR is terminated before a final 

written decision is issued because Petitioner’s interests would not be adequately 

represented before the Board. Accordingly, joinder should be granted. 

This Motion for Joinder and accompanying Petition for Inter Partes Review 

of the ’698 patent are timely under 37 C.F.R. §§ 42.22 and 42.122(b) because 

Petitioner submitted both within one month of the March 8, 2018 date of institution 

of the Mylan IPR. 

II. STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACTS 
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