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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MINNESOTA

BCBSM, INC., HEALTH CARE SERVICE | case No. 0:20-cv-02071-SRN-ECW
CORPORATION, MOLINA
HEALTHCARE, INC., AND BLUE CROSS
AND BLUE SHIELD OF FLORIDA, INC.,

Plaintiffs,

CELGENE CORPORATION AND
BRISTOL-MYERS SQUIBB
CORPORATION,

Defendants.

PLAINTIFFS’ MEMORANDUM OF LAW
IN OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS’ MOTION TO DISMISS
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