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I. Introduction 

Neptune Generics, LLC (“Petitioner”) requests inter partes review (“IPR”) of 

claims 1-7 of U.S. Patent No. 8,921,348 (“the ‘348 Patent”) (Exhibit 1001). 

II. Grounds for Standing 

Petitioner certifies that the patent for which review is sought is available for 

inter partes review, and that Petitioner is not barred or estopped from requesting an 

inter partes review on the grounds identified in the petition. 

III. Mandatory Notices 

a. Real Party-In-Interest  

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(1), Petitioner certifies that Neptune Generics, 

LLC has authority to direct or control (i) the timing of, filing of, content of, or any 

decisions or other activities relating to this Petition or (ii) any timing, future filings, 

content of, or any decisions or other activities relating to the future proceedings related 

to this Petition.  

b. Notice of Related Matters 

Petitioner is unaware of any other matters related to the ‘348 Patent.  

c. Lead and Backup Counsel 

Lead Counsel: Backup Counsel: 
Kenneth M. Goldman 
Reg. No. 34,174 
MASSEY & GAIL LLP 
50 E. Washington Street, Suite 400 
Chicago, IL  60602 

 kgoldman@masseygail.com 

Christopher L. May 
Reg. No. 53,286 
MASSEY & GAIL LLP 
1325 G Street N.W., Suite 500 
Washington, DC  20005 

 cmay@masseygail.com 
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