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Puma Biotechnology is the latest victim of standing requirements in patent cases that
continue to wreak havoc on plaintiffs’ ability to recover a full measure of damages. 

In Puma Biotechnology, Inc. v. AstraZeneca Pharmaceuticals LP, 21-cv-01338-MFK, 2024 WL
1157120 (D. Del. Mar. 18, 2024), the court granted AstraZeneca’s motion to dismiss Puma for lack
of constitutional standing under Article III. Puma was a co-plaintiff with the asserted patents’
owner, Wyeth LLC. It signed an agreement with Wyeth’s corporate parent, Pfizer, to license the
patents on an exclusive basis for certain compounds. Puma markets a cancer treatment that
incorporates one such compound, neratinib, and allegedly competes with AstraZeneca’s
accused product. Puma subsequently received the right to enforce the asserted patents,
although Pfizer retained the right to approve any settlement agreement.

Puma’s problem was that the active ingredient in AstraZeneca’s accused product is osimertinib,
and Puma’s license did not cover that particular compound. Puma thus possessed no right to
exclude others from practicing the asserted patents using osimertinib, and the Federal Circuit
has held that Article III standing in patent cases requires that a party must hold exclusionary
rights as to the conduct at issue. In re Cirba Inc., No. 2021-154, 2021 WL 4302979, at *3 (Fed. Cir.
Sept. 22, 2021). As a result, “[d]epending on the scope of its exclusionary rights, an exclusive
licensee may have standing to sue some parties and not others.” WiAV Sols. LLC v. Motorola,
Inc., 631 F.3d 1257, 1266 (Fed. Cir. 2010). Puma might have been able to prove an injury-in-fact
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resulting from AstraZeneca’s conduct, but that prospect did not confer standing without the
necessary exclusionary rights in the patents. 

Puma’s dismissal is likely to seriously limit the case’s value. With both plaintiffs in the case, Puma
could seek recovery of its lost profits, and Wyeth could seek the additional royalties it would
have received from Puma but for AstraZeneca’s alleged infringement. Now, Wyeth can still
seek its lost royalties, but those lost royalties will be substantially lower – less than 50 percent,
as an educated guess – of the profits that Puma and Wyeth jointly expected to recover. 

Wyeth doubtlessly had its reasons for limiting the license to only certain compounds, but that
decision will come at a substantial cost if it prevails on liability against AstraZeneca. Companies
seeking to enter into an exclusive license should be mindful not to unnecessarily limit the
license’s scope and fall into the same trap that Wyeth and Puma did here.

Importantly, Puma’s exclusive license does not permit it to practice the patents-
in-suit with respect to osimertinib, the compound in Tagrisso. This means that
AstraZeneca’s allegedly infringing activity falls outside of the scope of Puma’s
license. Because Puma has no right to use or exclude others from practicing the
patents-in-suit with respect to osimertinib, it has no standing to sue
AstraZeneca for infringement.


files.passle.net/...

https://files.passle.net/Passle/64d4f6fee800c20fd466fd0c/MediaLibrary/Document/2024-03-26-15-58-57-003-294967867.pdf


Related People

Ted Mathias

Matthew S. Murphy

Related Services

Intellectual Property

https://www.axinn.com/en/people/Edward-Mathias
https://www.axinn.com/en/people/Edward-Mathias
https://www.axinn.com/en/people/Matthew-Murphy
https://www.axinn.com/en/people/Matthew-Murphy
https://www.axinn.com/en/services/practices/intellectual-property


To subscribe to our publications, click here.

TAGS

pharma

News & Insights

GCR Live: Law Leaders Europe 2025

SPEAKING ENGAGEMENT ANTITRUST

AHLA Annual Meeting 2025

SPEAKING ENGAGEMENT ANTITRUST

SABA North America Annual Conference 2025

SPEAKING ENGAGEMENT ANTITRUST

Navigating Compliance: How the 2025 Hart-Scott-Rodino Updates Are Impacting
Businesses

WEBINAR ANTITRUST

NJSBA Annual Meeting and Convention 2025

SPEAKING ENGAGEMENT INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY

Hartford HealthCare Black and Red Gala 2025

SPONSORSHIP ANTITRUST

Informa CompLaw Antitrust West Coast Conference 2025

SPEAKING ENGAGEMENT ANTITRUST

AHLA Health Care Transactions Program 2025

SPONSORSHIP ANTITRUST

IAM Live: Auto IP USA 2025

SPEAKING ENGAGEMENT INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY

ACI 21st Annual Paragraph IV Conference

SPEAKING ENGAGEMENT INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY

https://www.axinn.com/en/subscribe-to-publications
https://www.axinn.com/en/insights?bpt=6211
https://www.axinn.com/en/insights/event/gcr-live-law-leaders-europe-2025
https://www.axinn.com/en/insights/event/ahla-annual-meeting-2025
https://www.axinn.com/en/insights/event/saba-north-america-annual-conference-2025
https://www.axinn.com/en/insights/event/navigating-compliance-how-the-2025-hart-scott-rodino-updates-are-impacting-businesses
https://www.axinn.com/en/insights/event/njsba-annual-meeting-and-convention-2025
https://www.axinn.com/en/insights/event/hartford-healthcare-black-and-red-gala-2025
https://www.axinn.com/en/insights/event/complaw-antitrust-west-coast-conference-2025
https://www.axinn.com/en/insights/event/ahla-health-care-transactions-program-2025
https://www.axinn.com/en/insights/event/iam-live-auto-ip-usa-2025
https://www.axinn.com/en/insights/event/aci-21st-annual-paragraph-iv-conference


© 2025 Axinn, Veltrop & Harkrider LLP. All Rights Reserved


