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1. “Federal circuit vacates damages award that included non-infringing
sales,” IPO Daily News. 2018# 11" 20F -
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(U.S.A), Inc., 2018#11* 19p -
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1. “Federal Circuit Could not Reach Issue of whether ono-year bar Applied
in IPR Where Patent Owner did not File Cross-Appeal,” IPO Daily News.
2018 # 11 * 19 p -

2. Hamilton Beach Brands, Inc., v. F'real Foods, LLC, Fed Circ. 2018-1274.,
2018 # 11 * 16 p -
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1. Warner-Lambert Company LLC (Appellant) v Generics (UK) Ltd t/a Mylan
and another (Respondents)., The Supreme Court. UKSC 2016/0197. 2018
£11* 14p -
<https://www.supremecourt.uk/cases/docs/uksc-2016-0197-press-summar
y.pdf>

2. “Supreme Court holds Pfizer pregabalin patent invalid,” EIP EUROPE LLP.
2018# 11" 14p -

<https://www.eip.com/uk/updates/article/supreme_court_holds_pfizer_preg
abalin_patent_invalid>
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	訴訟
	含未侵權銷售產品之賠償金判決應予以撤銷
	倘專利權人未提起交互上訴，CAFC不得檢視侵權訴訟逾1年不得立案之爭點 　　F'real Foods, LLC（簡稱F'real）為美國第7,520,662（簡稱’662號）專利之受讓人，’662號專利所請為一種用於飲料攪拌機的可沖洗防測擋板，Hamilton Beach Brands, Inc.（簡稱Hamilton Beach）於2016年5月引用三件前案向PTAB對’662號專利内的第21項請求項提起兩造重審 (inter partes review, IPR)。
	英國最高法院認定說明書所揭露之內容未充分支持請求項而導致專利無效


