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Pursuant to the Office’s authorization on June 29, 2026, Patent Owner
(“P.O.”) submits this Reply to Petitioner’s (“Viance”) Corrected Discretionary
Denial Opposition (“Opp.”) to address the RPI issue. Ex. 3101, 1.

I.  VIANCE DOES NOT MEANINGFULLY REBUT THAT -
ARE RPIS

Viance presents two arguments disputing that _
I - ' (0 i procecding. Opp. .

6-10. First, Viance attempts to distinguish the precedential Ventex decision by

arguing that P.O. has not yet_. Opp. at 6.
Second, Viance attempts to distinguish this Board’s precedent by arguing that .
_. Opp. at 6-9. Neither argument has merit.

_, Viance neither disputes that it has _
Viance disput th: [

Pet. at 48-59. Accordingly, although Patent Owner has not yet _

_, they nonetheless are clear beneficiaries of this PGR

proceeding. Ventex, IPR2017-00651, Paper 148 at 7-10.

On the time-bar argument, the assumption underpinning Viance’s argument—

that neither _ are time barred—is incorrect. As explained in

P.O.’s Brief Requesting Discretionary Denial (“R.D.D.”), which Viance does not

dispute, ‘_ ... would be time barred” R.D.D. at 11-12.
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. [ s AN RPI

To rebut the R.D.D.’s evidence that - 1s an RPI, Viance offers .

_. Ex. 1091 99 7-8. However, as the Director recently

reaffirmed, “RPIs are not limited to entities that are actually funding and controlling
the proceeding, but include entities that have the ability to control the proceeding.”

Sun Pharma. Indus., Inc. v Biofrontera, Inc., PGR2026-0002, Paper 12 at 2-3

(Director May 26, 2026). Y et || | NG
T ey
I
1.  VIANCE CONFIRMS THAT [l ALSO 1S AN RPI

viance [
_ Opp. at 4. Yet the evidence cited by
Viance confirms that |
-
I - o 2. 1> (N
B Bl B s 095, 2 19 (same); see

https://lanxess.com/en/investors/corporate-governance/equity-interest (identifying

the 100% equiy ntres N
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correct copy of the foregoing Patent Owner’s Reply Brief In Support of Request
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on Petitioner’s lead and backup counsel at the following email addresses:
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