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Patent dispute: Novartis objects to
| Wockhardt ﬁhng fresh documents

| S_a;gnCKu

Chennai, Jan 29: Sw1ss
- pharma company Novartis
has raised objections to

Wockhardt filing additional ‘
documents: in a revocation-

P petltlon by thelatteragainst

the former’s patent for anti-

diabetes drug Vildagliptin.
‘Opposing the ' miscella-

. neouspetitionby Wockhardt

‘_at_the Intellectual Property
- Appellate Board (TPAB)seek-

- ingfilingof additional docu- |

ments; Novartis submitted
that there was no provision
intherelevant Actsto accept
_ additionaldocumentsiare-

* voeation petition, out of the

prescribed form.
Novartis contended that
the original revocation peti-

tionwasfiledin2013and that -

»they disapprove of Wock-

hardt seeking to file fresh
" documents now by makinga“

" miscellaneouspetition.

- -seekingtofileadditionaldoc-

- uments that they have come:
across recently to argue the
revocation plea and: to
~strengthen the grounds al- N
.ready put forth in the origi-: -

Pl

§. and DPS Parmar, techrical

member, patents, adjourned

the hearinigto February 13.

IPAB had decided to pro-

" ceed with thehearingof the -

revocation petition even as’
a dispute between the-par-
ties on an alleged infringe-
ment of patent of the same
product was pending with

- the Delhi High Court. The

dispute was on the patent of

Vildagliptin, an oral anti-

hyperglycemic agent was
also marketed in combina-

| tion with Metformin Hy-

nalrevocation petition.
However, the counsel for

- Novartis submitted that the
opponent has no liberty to.
file additional documents

once the revocation petition.
was filed in the prescribed
format. “A patentee has cer-
tainlegal safeguards oncea

patent was granted to them. -
" ...~ Coming out with a revoca-

The counsel for Wock-
hardt argued that they were::

tion petition after seven long

~years and seekmg filing of
-.additional documents can-

notbepernutted ”theNovar-

-tis counsel argued.
After the - preliminary .

hearing, the IPAB bench of

Justice KNBasha, 9hairman"

drochloride, owned by No-
vartis in India. The patent
was challenged by Wock-
hardt in September, 2013
through a revocation peti-
tion beforethe IPAB.
Wockhardt had ap-
proached the IPAB for early
hearingof therevocation pe-
titionas itslicence formanu-
facturing its diabetes drug
was a temporary one and
would be expiring soon. It
hadalsoargued that themat- -
ter pending with the Delhi
HC wasrelated to thealleged
infringement of Novartis’ .

.patent and there wasno bar

on IPAB hearing the petition .
on re'vocation of patent.






