
 

 

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

 

_________________________ 

 

 

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

 

_________________________ 

 

SAMSUNG BIOEPIS CO., LTD., CELLTRION, INC.,  

and BIOCON BIOLOGICS INC., 

Petitioners, 

 

v. 

 

REGENERON PHARMACEUTICALS, INC., 

Patent Owner. 

_________________________ 

 

Case IPR2023-008841 

 

U.S. Patent No. 11,253,572 

_________________________ 

 

 

MOTION TO FILE CONFIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS UNDER  

SEAL PURSUANT TO 37 C.F.R. §§ 42.14 

                                           
1 IPR2024-00260 and IPR2024-00298 are joined with IPR2023-00884.  
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Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 316(a)(1) and 37 C.F.R. §§ 42.14, Petitioner Samsung 

Bioepis, Co., Ltd. moves to seal Exhibits 1080, 1082, and 1083, along with  the 

specific portions of the Petitioner’s Reply that reveal confidential information in 

Exhibits 1080, 1082, 1083, 2067, 2069, and 2073.  Pursuant to the Protective Order 

entered in this proceeding (Paper 25) and the Amended Protective Order which 

Petitioner and Patent Owner have agreed to abide by until entered (Paper 60), 

Petitioner must “maintain the confidentiality” of material that has been marked or 

designated as “Protective Material” in this proceeding.  Accordingly, Petitioner 

moves to seal the following exhibits which Patent Owner has designated “Protective 

Material” and references of such confidential information in its Reply: 

Exhibit Description 

1080 Deposition Transcript of George D. Yancopoulos, M.D., Ph.D. (April 

12, 2024) in IPR2023-00884 

1082 Deposition Transcript of Karen Chu (April 11, 2024)  

1083 RGN-EYLEA-MYLAN-00526220 to RGN-EYLEA-MYLAN-

00526223 

 

I. GOOD CAUSE EXISTS FOR SEALING 

The standard governing the Board’s determination of whether to grant a 

motion to seal is “good cause.” Arctic Cat, Inc. v. Polaris Indus. Inc., No. IPR2017-

00433, 2018 WL 1145910, at *1 (P.T.A.B. Feb. 27, 2018) (quoting 37 C.F.R. § 

42.54). “The moving party bears the burden of showing that the relief requested 
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should be granted, and establishing that information sought to be sealed is 

confidential information.” Askeladden LLC v. Verify Smart Corp., No. IPR2017- 

00726, 2017 WL 4763581, at *1 (P.T.A.B. Oct. 18, 2017).  

The documents, exhibits, and portions of the Reply that Petitioner seeks to file 

under seal, according to Patent Owner, contain confidential information of 

Regeneron.  See Papers 34; 60.  Based on Patent Owner’s representations, the “good 

cause” standard is met, as  in each instance, the material is the confidential 

information of Patent Owner.  See Id. Pursuant to Paragraph 5(A)(ii) of the Board’s 

default protective order, a redacted copy of the Petitioner’s Reply is being filed 

publicly.  

A. Documents to Be Sealed 

Exhibits 1080 and 1082 are the transcripts of Dr. Yancopoulos and Ms. Chu 

from this proceeding, IPR2023-00884.  Dr. Yancopolos and Ms. Chu were both 

involved in the development of Eylea.  Counsel for Patent Owner designated both 

transcripts as “Confidential Under the Protective Order.” Ex. 1080 at 254:8-12; Ex. 

1082 at 247:22-248:3.  Petitioner understands these transcripts contain discussion 

related to Regeneron’s clinical development processes and strategic decision making 

and that Patent Owner considers this subject matter commercially sensitive 

information that would cause competitive harm if publicly disclosed.   See Paper 34 

at 5-7.  
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Exhibit 1083 is email correspondence between George Yancopoulos and other 

Regeneron employees regarding the design of the studies for VEGF-Trap-Eye (i.e., 

aflibercept).  The exhibit was marked “Confidential Protective Order Material” by 

Patent Owner.  Petitioner understands this material contains discussion related to 

Regeneron’s clinical development processes and strategic decision making and that 

Patent Owner considers such materials commercially sensitive information that 

would cause competitive harm if publicly disclosed.   See Paper 34 at 5-7.  

Petitioner relies on and discusses the confidential contents of the above-

mentioned exhibits within its Reply.  Petitioner also relies on and discusses Patent 

Owner’s Exhibits 2067, 2069, and 2073, these Exhibits are the subject of Patent 

Owner’s pending Motion to Seal and marked “Confidential Material – Subject to 

Protective Order”.  Paper 34.  In this paper, Petitioner identifies Ex 2069 and Ex 

2073 as internal correspondence from 2006-2007 related to the development of 

aflibercept, and in particular to the design of aflibercept clinical trials. Id. at 5-6.  

Patent Owner states release of these details could cause competitive harm to Patent 

Owner.  Id.  Patent Owner identifies Exhibit 2073 as containing detailed internal 

results on Patent Owner’s CLEAR-IT-2 clinical trial.  Id. at 6-7.  Patent Owner states 

release of these details could cause competitive harm to Patent Owner.  Id.   
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 Accordingly, Petitioner moves to seal Exhibits 1080, 1082, and 1083, along 

with  the specific portions of the Petitioner’s Reply that reveal confidential 

information in Exhibits 1080, 1082, 1083, 2067, 2069, and 2073.  

 

DATED: June 10, 2024 Respectfully submitted, 

 
By /Raymond N. Nimrod/  

 Raymond N. Nimrod (Reg. No. 31,987) 

raynimrod@quinnemanuel.com  

QUINN EMANUEL URQUHART  

& SULLIVAN LLP 

51 Madison Avenue, 22nd Floor 

New York, NY 10010 

Tel: (212) 849-7000 

Fax: (212) 849-7100 

 

 

Attorneys for Petitioner Samsung Bioepis 

 

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.


