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Inpria’s brief (Paper 15) argues that this IPR should be denied because the
prior pending litigation between Inpria and third-party Lam has now settled. But that
settlement, and lack of any remaining parallel litigation, is the reason why this
proceeding is an efficient use of Board resources. Inpria’s positions are factually
incorrect and seek to prevent Entegris’s valid use of the IPR process.

Inpria implies that Entegris’s IPR is covered by the settlement agreement
and/or that Entegris is “carry[ing] the torch” for Lam. Paper 15 at 1. Neither is true.
Entegris was not a party to the settlement, and Entegris did not negotiate or have
prior knowledge of the settlement. Entegris’s continued pursuit of this IPR proves
that Entegris has no special relationship with Lam in this proceeding. Lam’s public
release about the settlement never once mentions Entegris. EX1030. That release in
fact states that the settlement enables Inpria’s parent (JSR) to sell chemistries as a
“collaboration” and “partnership” with Lam—with no involvement of Entegris. Id.

The Board’s resources would be efficiently used in this proceeding. Entegris
provides the chemistries that Inpria accused of infringing the 903 Patent to other
customers—not just Lam. The merits of this proceeding are strong. Those merits and
the material prosecution errors identified in the Petition are not at issue in any other
proceeding. Accordingly, Entegris respectfully requests the Board institute this IPR.
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