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Generic Drug’s Patent Infringement v. Sham Litigation in Antitrust
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https://stli.iii.org.tw/news-event.aspx?no=16&d=1310
https://stli.iii.org.tw/news-event.aspx?no=16&d=1321
https://stli.iii.org.tw/news-event.aspx?no=16&d=1322
https://stli.iii.org.tw/news-event.aspx?no=16&d=1323
https://stli.iii.org.tw/news-event.aspx?no=16&d=1327

o7 H g 4F
SEEVIRA SR

el - 20184:08H

ERARIA
FTC Amicus Brief Urges Federal District Court Not to Categorically Exempt Hatch Waxman Suits from Antitrust Scrutiny as Potential Sham Litigations, FTC

PRESS RELEASES, June 7, 2018, https :/mww.ftc.govinews-events/press-releases/2018/06/ftc-amicus-brief-urges-federal-district-court-not-categorically (last
visited July24,2018).

Drug Price Competition and Patent Term Restoration Act of 1984, https:/mww.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/STATUTE-98/pdf/ISTATUTE-98-Pg1585.pdf (2018)
Takeda Pharmaceutical Co. vZydus Pharmaceuticals/nc., 743 F.3d 1359 (3rd Cir. 2014).
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