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1             THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  This is disk one in
2        the video deposition of Paul A. Laskar, Ph.D.
3        taken in the matter of Slayback Pharma, LLC
4        v. Eye Therapies, LLC, in the United States
5        Patent and Trademark Office, Before the
6        Patent Trial and Appeal Board, Case Numbers
7        IPR 2022-00142 and IPR 2022-00146.
8             Today's date is August 4, 2022.  The
9        time on the video monitor is 7:01 a.m.,

10        Eastern Daylight Time.
11             This deposition is being held remotely
12        via Zoom video conference.
13             The Court Reporter is Jeannette
14        McCormick, on behalf of Henderson Legal
15        Services.  The Video Camera Operator is Eric
16        Vavrasek, also on behalf of Henderson Legal
17        Services.
18             Will counsel please introduce themselves
19        and state whom they represent beginning with
20        the party noticing the deposition.
21             MR. HASFORD:  Justin Hasford of Finnegan
22        on behalf of the Patent Owner.  And joining
23        me is my colleague Christine Yang, also of
24        Finnegan, on behalf of Patent Owner.
25             MS. CIPRIANO:  Good morning.  Linnea

8
1        Cipriano of Goodwin representing Petitioner.
2        Also with me appearing today is Deepti Jain
3        from Dr. Reddy's Laboratories.  And I'll let
4        my co-counsel introduce themselves.
5             MR. WEINSTEIN:  This is Lou Weinstein
6        from Windels Marx on behalf of Petitioner.
7             THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  Will the Court
8        Reporter please swear in the witness.
9

10                PAUL A. LASKAR, Ph.D.,
11        having first been remotely duly sworn,
12        testified as follows:
13

14                      EXAMINATION
15 BY MR. HASFORD:
16    Q.  Good morning, Doctor.
17    A.  Good morning.
18    Q.  Would you please state your name and address
19 for the record.
20    A.  My name is Paul Laskar.  And I reside at
21 603 Montecito Boulevard, Napa, California.  Zip code
22 is 94559.
23    Q.  Doctor, I represent the Patent Owner in these
24 IPR proceedings.  Today, I will ask you questions.
25 I would ask that you answer my questions truthfully

9
1 and accurately.
2        If you need a break, just let me know.  And
3 if the question is pending, please first answer the
4 question, and then we can take the break.
5        If for any reason you do not understand the
6 question that I ask, please let me know.
7        And if you answer the question, I will assume
8 that you understood the question.
9        Is that okay?

10    A.  Yes, it is.
11    Q.  Is there any reason why you cannot testify
12 truthfully and accurately today?
13    A.  No.
14    Q.  You understand that this is a remote
15 proceeding today, correct?
16    A.  I do understand that, yes.
17    Q.  Do you agree that you will not communicate
18 with any counsel during the proceeding?
19    A.  I do.
20             MR. HASFORD:  Let the record reflect
21        that we hereby were invoke the Rule on
22        Witnesses pursuant to Federal Rule of
23        Evidence 615.
24             Let's bring up Exhibit 1003 in IPR
25        2022-00142 entitled "Declaration of Paul A.
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1        Laskar, Ph.D."
2             THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  One moment.
3 BY MR. HASFORD:
4    Q.  Can you see that on your screen, Doctor?
5    A.  I can.
6    Q.  And if you have a hard copy with you, feel
7 free to use that as well.
8    A.  I will.
9    Q.  Is Exhibit 1003, IPR 2022-00142 your

10 Declaration concerning U.S. Patent No. 8,293,742?
11    A.  In as far as the amount of -- the screen that
12 I can see, yes.  At the moment, I don't see the
13 title that it is my declaration, but the header does
14 reflect my declaration.
15    Q.  Let's turn to the signature page just so that
16 you can confirm.  It's page 38.
17        Are you the Paul A. Laskar who signed and
18 submitted Exhibit 1003 in IPR Number 2022-00142
19 concerning U.S. Patent No. 8,293,742?
20    A.  Yes.
21    Q.  If I refer to U.S. Patent No. 8,293,742 as
22 the '742 patent, will you understand what I mean?
23    A.  I will.
24    Q.  Let's now bring up Exhibit 1003 in IPR
25 2022-00146, entitled "Declaration of Paul A. Laskar,

11
1 Ph.D."
2        And when you get that up, Doctor, or if you
3 want to use the hard copy, turn to page 37, and let
4 me know when you're ready.
5        Are you there, Doctor?
6    A.  I'm sorry?
7    Q.  Are you there?
8    A.  Yes.  Yes.
9    Q.  Are you the Paul A. Laskar who signed and

10 submitted Exhibit 1003 in IPR 2022-00146 concerning
11 U.S. Patent No. 9,259,425?
12    A.  Yes.
13    Q.  If I refer to U.S. Patent No. 9,259,425 as
14 the '425 patent, will you understand what I mean?
15    A.  Yes.
16    Q.  Do you understand that your testimony today
17 applies to both the IPR 2022-00142 and IPR
18 2022-00146 proceedings?
19    A.  I do.
20             MR. HASFORD:  Let's bring up Exhibit
21        1001 in IPR 2022-00142, which is U.S. Patent
22        No. 8,293,742, the '742 patent.
23 BY MR. HASFORD:
24    Q.  Again, Doctor, feel free to use the hard
25 copy, if you have it there.

12
1    A.  Thank you.
2    Q.  Let me know when you're ready, Doctor.
3    A.  I am ready.
4    Q.  In connection with your opinions in these IPR
5 proceedings, did you review all of the claims of the
6 '742 patent?
7    A.  Yes, I did.
8    Q.  In connection with your opinions in these IPR
9 proceedings, did you review the entire specification

10 of the '742 patent?
11    A.  I did.
12    Q.  In connection with your opinions in these IPR
13 proceedings, did you review the entire file history
14 of the '742 patent?
15    A.  I did not read every page of the file
16 history, no.
17    Q.  Turn, if you would, to column 20 of the '742
18 patent, and let me direct your attention to Claim 1.
19    A.  Column 20?
20    Q.  Correct.
21             THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  I'm sorry.  Do you
22        have the page number for me?
23             MR. HASFORD:  Just keep scrolling down
24        and we'll get to it.  It should be the last
25        page.

13
1             THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  Okay.  Thank you.
2 BY MR. HASFORD:
3    Q.  And, I apologize, I think I got the column
4 number wrong.  It's going to be the last page of the
5 PDF, column 22.  I apologize, Doctor.
6    A.  I have it.
7    Q.  And take a look, if you would, at Claim 1,
8 and let me when you're ready.
9    A.  Yeah.  I'm ready.

10    Q.  Based on the specification of the '742
11 patent, how would a person of ordinary skill in the
12 art carry out the method of Claim 1 of the '742
13 patent?
14             MS. CIPRIANO:  Objection to form.
15             THE WITNESS:  That Claim 1 appears
16        directed to a clinical study or a human study
17        because it states that brimonidine is
18        administered to a patient having an ocular
19        condition.
20 BY MR. HASFORD:
21    Q.  Based on the specification of the '742
22 patent, how would a person of ordinary skill in the
23 art understand that a method for reducing eye
24 redness consisting essentially of administering
25 brimonidine to a patient according to Claim 1 is

Eye Therapies Exhibit 2198, 4 of 36 
Slayback v. Eye Therapies - IPR2022-00142 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


CASE IPR2022-00142
Laskar, Paul August 4, 2022

202-220-4158 www.hendersonlegalservices.com
Henderson Legal Services, Inc.

5 (Pages 14 to 17)
14

1 carried out?
2             MS. CIPRIANO:  Objection to form.
3             THE WITNESS:  As I said, it appears that
4        it states that a particular array of a
5        concentration of brimonidine that a POSA, in
6        my opinion, would be in the form that is able
7        to be applied to a patient.
8 BY MR. HASFORD:
9    Q.  How does the specification of the '742 patent

10 disclose the method of Claim 1 of the '742 patent?
11             MS. CIPRIANO:  Objection to form.
12             THE WITNESS:  I'm not quite sure -- that
13        question is very broad and very vague.  I
14        don't think I really understand the question.
15 BY MR. HASFORD:
16    Q.  Well, you testified earlier that you reviewed
17 the entire specification of the '742 patent,
18 correct?
19    A.  I did.
20    Q.  Then take as much time as you need to go back
21 and review it again.  And when you're ready, I'll
22 ask you the question again.
23    A.  I have reviewed it.
24    Q.  Let me -- just so we have a clear record,
25 I'll ask the question again.

15
1        How does the specification of the '742 patent
2 disclose the method of Claim 1 of the '742 patent?
3             MS. CIPRIANO:  Objection.  Foundation.
4        And objection to form.
5             THE WITNESS:  As I said, it appears as I
6        read it, that in -- that Claim 1 addresses
7        applying brimonidine at particular
8        concentrations to a person with an ocular
9        condition, and the specification describes in

10        facts and figures the outcome of
11        administering brimonidine at certain
12        concentrations to a patient -- to patients'
13        eyes.
14 BY MR. HASFORD:
15    Q.  Let's take a look now at Claim 3 of the '742
16 patent.  Based on the specification of the '742
17 patent, how would a person of ordinary skill in the
18 art carry out the method of Claim 3 of the '742
19 patent?
20             MS. CIPRIANO:  Objection to form.
21             THE WITNESS:  Claim 3, again, appears to
22        administer to a patient a particular
23        concentration of brimonidine having a pH
24        within a particular range, and that the
25        manner in which the product -- that the drug

16
1        is administered is by means of an ocular
2        drop.
3 BY MR. HASFORD:
4    Q.  How does the specification of the '742 patent
5 disclose the method of Claim 3 of the '742 patent?
6             MS. CIPRIANO:  Objection.  Foundation.
7        Objection.  Form.
8             THE WITNESS:  I don't know the -- I
9        don't understand the difference between the

10        question you asked before and this one.
11 BY MR. HASFORD:
12    Q.  Well, this is a little different.  I had
13 asked you a similar question with respect to
14 Claim 1, and you pointed to the examples and the
15 figures.
16        Do you remember that?
17    A.  Yes.
18    Q.  So let me ask the question with respect to
19 Claim 3.
20        How does the specification of the '742 patent
21 disclose the methods of Claim 3 of the '742 patent?
22             MS. CIPRIANO:  Objection to form.
23             THE WITNESS:  I would say that it's done
24        in an analogous way to what I responded to
25        Claim 1.

17
1 BY MR. HASFORD:
2    Q.  The claims of the '742 patent are directed to
3 methods of reducing redness, correct?
4    A.  Yes.
5             MR. HASFORD:  Let's bring up now Exhibit
6        1001, IPR 2022-00146, which is U.S. Patent
7        No. 9,259,425 or the '425 patent.
8 BY MR. HASFORD:
9    Q.  Once again, Doctor, whatever is easiest for

10 you.  If you want to look at it on your screen or in
11 hard copy is fine with me.
12    A.  I'm looking at it on my hard copy.
13    Q.  Okay.  That's fine.  Just let me know when
14 you're ready.
15    A.  I'm ready.
16    Q.  In connection with your opinions in these IPR
17 proceedings, did you review all of the claims of the
18 '425 patent?
19    A.  Yes.
20    Q.  In connection with your opinions in these IPR
21 proceedings, did you review the entire specification
22 of the '425 patent?
23    A.  Yes.
24    Q.  In connection with your opinions in these IPR
25 proceedings, did you review the entire file history

Eye Therapies Exhibit 2198, 5 of 36 
Slayback v. Eye Therapies - IPR2022-00142 

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.


