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* “W.ndia is likely to stop discussing

intellectual - property rights
(IPRs)issues bilaterally with the

- ‘United States, toughening its stance

against the world’s largest economy
that has; of late, stepped up scrutiny
of India’s reghme to protect innova-

. ‘tion. India will inform the US that is-

sues related to IPR are compliant
with therules of the World Trade Or-
ganization (WTQ)and, therefore, the

.- United States cannot pressurise In-

dia or impose umilateral sanctions
over itsdomestic laws. “Government

- will disctiss IPRrelated issues only

atamultilateral platform and notbi-
laterally;” said a government source.

The governmenthasrecently turn-
ed down arequest of the US Interna-
tional Trade Commission (USITC)
to meet with 14 government secre-
taries to examine India’s policies in
respect of IPR laws and the local
sourcing requirement norms in the

. solar mission case. “These are all

pressuretactics; they fear that other
developing countries like Indonesia
and Brazil will also follow India and

introduce legislation to prevent ev-

ergreening of drugpatents, like Sec- -

tion 3 (d) of Indian Patents Act
(IPA),” theofficialsaid.

Any dispute related to India’s trade
policies or patents regime should be

‘addressed only at the WTO, govern-

ment is of the view, the official said.

The USITC had earlier this month
held a public hearing concerning ‘a
wide range of Indian policies that
discriminate against US trade and
investment in that country’ that was
extended by half aday.

_cy’ that is-conducting the investiga-
-tion at the request of the Senate
- Committee on Finance and the -
-House - Committee -on ﬂmwm and -
"Means. -
: F»mnom:bmﬁ in-its cdmm to the

- USITC, the committee says: “Inpre- -

paring its report, we do not mxumo»
the commission tomakefindingsre-

gardingthe Jegal merits of any ndi- :

anlawsor policies.”

.India has, so far, _mmsma Em» one. -
eompulsory license in March 2012 " -.
on Bayer’s Nexavar, a liver and kid-: +
ney cancer -drug to generic drug- -

maker Natco Pharma. “In fact, In-

" dia’s - Patent- Office . rejected in

October 2013 a CL petition (for Bris-

tolMyer’sproduct Desatinib,a blood = *

cancer drug) showing that the sys-

temis Svao of exercising fair abr

cisions,” said the official.
Section 84 of the Indian Patents >o»

“is not an administrative matter un-

der the mo<¢-.=§m§ of India juris:

diction but a quasi legal process |

with a separate and independent ap-
pellate body to adjudicate such
cases, the official explained.
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The final court of appeal in these

cases isthe Supreme Courtof India.
Indian officials say that despite the

negative publicity over the business

environment and IPR regime in In-

. dia,some1,500 pharmaceuticalcom-

pounds or composition patentshave
been granted to nine foreign firms
between 1995 and 2012.

commission to make findings
regarding the legal merits of
any Indian laws or policies
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