Court

Order /

. . State Law
Drug Manu.fa?turer Where Opinion Being Court’s Holding Case Status
or Association Case Was Last Challenged
Filed Issued .
Petition for rehearing en
banc and petition for
—Marp h 12 The Eighth Circuit affirmed the district rehearmg‘ by the panel
(Opinion , . . . were denied on May 2.
court’s granting of summary judgment in
Eastern by the Arkansas Act favor of covered entities that intervened in the
PhRMA District of | Eighth .. , . On July 31, PhRMA filed
S 1103 case, rejecting PARMA’s assertion that the law L )
Arkansas Circuit a petition for a writ of
was preempted by the 340B statute or the . .
Court of Federal Food. Drue. and Cosmetic Act certiorari to have the case
Appeals) > DTUE, ' heard by the US Supreme
Court.
PhRMA filed a motion for
summary judgment on
Tulv 27 November 3, 2023, and
PhRMA Westgrn 2023 No substantive ruling yet on the merits of the the c}efendants filed cross
District of . HB 548 . motions for summary
.. (Complaint complaint. .
Louisiana filed) judgment on December
15, 2023. A hearing on the
motions occurred on June
6.
o May 29 . . . . _
. District of . No substantive ruling yet on the merits of the | Complaint filed; answer
Novartis (Complaint | HB 1056 .
Maryland complaint. not yet pled.

filed)



https://ecf.ca8.uscourts.gov/opndir/24/03/223675P.pdf
https://casetext.com/statute/arkansas-code-of-1987/title-23-public-utilities-and-regulated-industries/subtitle-3-insurance/chapter-92-multiple-employer-trusts-and-self-insured-plans/subchapter-6-340b-drug-pricing-nondiscrimination-act/section-23-92-604-third-party-and-pharmaceutical-manufacturer-prohibitions
https://casetext.com/statute/arkansas-code-of-1987/title-23-public-utilities-and-regulated-industries/subtitle-3-insurance/chapter-92-multiple-employer-trusts-and-self-insured-plans/subchapter-6-340b-drug-pricing-nondiscrimination-act/section-23-92-604-third-party-and-pharmaceutical-manufacturer-prohibitions
https://phrma.org/-/media/Project/PhRMA/PhRMA-Org/PhRMA-Refresh/Legal/001---2023-07-27---PhRMA---Complaint.pdf
https://phrma.org/-/media/Project/PhRMA/PhRMA-Org/PhRMA-Refresh/Legal/001---2023-07-27---PhRMA---Complaint.pdf
https://www.legis.la.gov/legis/ViewDocument.aspx?d=1329490
https://fingfx.thomsonreuters.com/gfx/legaldocs/mopaqkndapa/Novartis%20v%20Brown%20-%20D.%20Maryland%20-%2020240529.pdf
https://mgaleg.maryland.gov/mgawebsite/Legislation/Details/hb1056?ys=2024RS

Court Order /
Drug Manufacturer Where Opinion State. Law .
. Being Court’s Holding Case Status
or Association Case Was Last Challenged
Filed Issued
July 1 A district court denied the plaintiffs’
(Opinion respective motions for a preliminary
and order injunction, declining to block HB 728 while
PhRMA denying the respective cases are pending.
motion for
preliminary In each case, the district court found that the
injunction) plaintiffs had not demonstrated a substantial
likelihood of success on the merits. Among
other issues, the court explained that the Pending appeal of the
Southern plaintiffs failed to demonstrate how HB 728 orders denying the
District of HB 728 creates a substantial obstacle to the purposes | motions for a preliminary
Mississippi | July 22 of the 340B statute. Instead, HB 728 injunction before the
(Opinion “prohibits manufacturers from interfering Fifth Circuit.
and order with covered entities ordering delivery of
AbbVie denying Section 340B drugs to pharmacies for
motion for distribution,” which the 340B statute neither
preliminary requires nor precludes. “If anything,” the
injunction) court concluded, “H.B. 728 arguably
promotes Section 340B’s objective of
ensuring covered-entity patients can
conveniently access their medications.”
Southern
. District of | May 31 : No substantive ruling yet on the merits of the | Complaint filed; answer
Novartis West (Complaint | SB 325 complaint ot vet pled
Virginia | filed) prait. yet pied.



https://fingfx.thomsonreuters.com/gfx/legaldocs/myvmaaljkvr/PhRMA%20v%20Mississippi%20order.pdf
https://fingfx.thomsonreuters.com/gfx/legaldocs/myvmaaljkvr/PhRMA%20v%20Mississippi%20order.pdf
https://billstatus.ls.state.ms.us/documents/2024/html/HB/0700-0799/HB0728IN.htm
https://webservices.courthousenews.com/sites/Data/AppellateOpinionUploads/2024-23-7--05-46-38-124cv184.pdf
https://fingfx.thomsonreuters.com/gfx/legaldocs/gdpzmqnaovw/Novartis%20v%20Morrisey%20-%20WVSD%20-%2020240531.pdf
https://www.wvlegislature.gov/Bill_Status/bills_text.cfm?billdoc=sb325%20intr.htm&yr=2024&sesstype=RS&i=325

Court Order /
Drug Manufacturer Where Opinion State Law
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Mav 31 Defendants filed a motion
PhRMA (Complaint to 41sm1ss for l.a C1.< Of .
subject matter jurisdiction
filed)
on August 9.
Apbvie August 20
& (Amended No substantive ruling yet on the merits of the | Complaint filed; answer
Aptalis Pharma US . .
. complaint complaint. not yet pled.
Durata Therapeutics
. filed)
Pharmacyclics
District of
Minnesota HB 4757
August 23
(Amended No substantive ruling yet on the merits of the | Complaint filed; answer
AstraZeneca . i
complaint complaint. not yet pled.

filed)



https://fingfx.thomsonreuters.com/gfx/legaldocs/byvrqlxnjpe/PhRMA%20v%20Morrisey%20--%20WVSD%20-%2020240531.pdf
https://www.law360.com/dockets/download/66c513bd6c126e0acd394c35?doc_url=https%3A%2F%2Fecf.mnd.uscourts.gov%2Fdoc1%2F101110540070&label=Case+Filing
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/laws/2024/0/Session+Law/Chapter/121/
https://www.law360.com/dockets/download/66c8ef958738de0d2548d676?doc_url=https%3A%2F%2Fecf.mnd.uscourts.gov%2Fdoc1%2F101110546205&label=Case+Filing
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AbbVie
Allergan July 1 . . . .
: . No substantive ruling yet on the merits of the | Complaint filed; answer
Aptalis Pharma US (Complaint complaint ot vet pled
Durata Therapeutics filed) p ' yetpied.
Pharmacyclics
District of July 2 . No substantive ruling yet on the merits of the | Complaint filed; answer
AstraZeneca (Complaint | SB 28 . ’
Kansas complaint. not yet pled.
filed)
July 30 . . . . )
Novartis (Complaint No substantive ruling yet on the merits of the | Complaint filed; answer

filed)

complaint.

not yet pled.



https://www.kslegislature.org/li/b2023_24/measures/documents/sb28_enrolled.pdf
https://www.courtlistener.com/docket/68991948/1/novartis-pharmaceuticals-corporation-v-kobach/
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PhRMA %ogriihfin t No substantive ruling yet on the merits of the | Complaint filed; answer
file d)p complaint. not yet pled.
AbbVie
i:)lglgi:%harma Us ]FS?:::E of Lgl(lilonfslaint No substantive ruling yet on the merits of the | Complaint filed; answer
Durata Therapeutics | Missouri filed) complaint. not yet pled.
Pharmacyclics
SB 751
Novartis \S]izzfs?o ¢ E%iiﬁ;;n ¢ No substantive ruling yet on the merits of the | Complaint filed; answer
Missouri filed) complaint. not yet pled.



https://www.law360.com/dockets/download/66b0e7218e4792026f3004ad?doc_url=https%3A%2F%2Fecf.ksd.uscourts.gov%2Fdoc1%2F07916892465&label=Case+Filing
https://www.law360.com/healthcare-authority/articles/1860830/attachments/0
https://www.senate.mo.gov/24info/BTS_Web/Bill.aspx?SessionType=R&BillID=186

Court Order /
Drug Manufacturer Where Opinion State Law
0% Association Case Was iast Being Court’s Holding Case Status
Filed Issued Challenged
AstraZeneca \Sflesﬁfg? of é;f;;;;t No substantive ruling yet on the merits of the | Complaint filed; answer
Missouri | filed) complaint. not yet pled.
PhRMA g?[:g? of (Aél(;gnli;tlziit No substantive ruling yet on the merits of the | Complaint filed; answer
Missouri | filed) complaint. not yet pled.






