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1. “Patent Unenforceable for Intentionally Withholding and Misrepresenting
Material Information,” IPO Daily News. 2014 & 8 * 18 p -

2. Apotex Inc., a Canadian Corporation, and Apotex Corp., a Delaware
Corporation, v. UCB, Inc., a Delaware Corporation, and Kremers Urban
Pharmaceuticals, Inc., a Delaware Corporation, and Schwarz Pharma,
Inc., a Delaware Corporation, Paddock Laboratories, LLC, And Perrigo
Company, Fed Circ. 2013-1674. 2014 # 8 * 15 p -
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1. “Patent Claims for Treating Rheumatoid Arthritis “Invalid for
Obviousness-Type Double Patenting,” IPO Daily News. 2014 & 8 * 22
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2. Abbvie Inc. and Abbvie Biotech Chnology Limited, v. The Mathilda and
Terence Kennedy Institute of Rheumatology Trust, Fed Circ. 2013-1545.,
2014 # 8 * 21 p -
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	訴訟
	對於蓄意隱匿重要資訊與不實陳述 (misrepresent) 等不正行為(inequitable conduct) 將使專利權無法行使 (unenforceable) 
	荷馬‧辛普森之3D圖像遭控侵權
	根據下位概念所請的狹義物種專利，若為顯而易見的重複專利 (Obviousness-Type Double Patenting) 將會被認定為無效 
	相對應之專利家族案件可作為提出異議之理由


