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Delhi HC spikes Teva plea
in relief for Natco Pharma

fe Bureau

New Delhi, March 2: In
what will bring temporary
relief for Hyderabad-based

- Natco Pharma, the Delhi

High Court on Friday dis-
missed a complaint filed by
Israel-based Teva Pharma
seeking an injunction
against Natco’s “manufac-
turing, selling, offering for
sale, export or registering”
of Copaxone (glatiramer ac-
etate). The drug is used for
treating multiple sclerosis.

- Copaxone’s global sales
exceed $4 billion and ac-
count for a fifth of Teva's
overallrevenues.

"The Delhi HC dismissed
Teva's complaint on the
ground that it had failed to
make out a case that the HC
hadthejurisdiction toenter-
tain. However, thecourtgave
Teva the liberty to file its
complaint before an “appro-
priate court”. :

In November 2012, Teva
had approached the court
citingnewspaper reports on
Natco's plans to work with
Mylan for launching glati-
ramer acetate in India. The
Israelicompany had also cit-
ed Natco's annual report, as
per which thelocal company
had tied up for manufactur-
ingandsupply of glatiramer
acetate.

- During the proceedings,
Teva argued that Mylan's
earlier June 2009 applica-
tion to the USFDA, seeking
approval to manufacture
and sell glatiramer acetate,
was challenged by Teva ina
US districtcourt.

Teva's counsel had sought
toimpressuponthe courtthat

there was “areal and reason-
- able apprehension” that Nat-

co intended to launch the
product in India through the
Mylan process. He added that
under the Indian Patents Act
a patent holder has not only
the exclusiveright to prevent
third parties from infringing
the patentéd process, but also
tostopthemfromsellingor of-
feringfor saleany product ob-

.tained directly by the patent-

edprocess.

Natco, on the other hand,
pointed out that the product
patentwasrefused bythe Con-
trollerof PatentsinIndiaand,
therefore, Teva has no en-

“forceable rights in respect of

the resultant product. Thelo-
cal company presented a
March3,2009orderof the Con-
troller of Patents rejecting
product patent for glatiramer
acetate, after per-grant oppo-
sition wasfiled by Natco.






