
 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MINNESOTA 

 

 
BCBSM, Inc., Health Care Service 
Corporation, Molina Healthcare, Inc., and 
Blue Cross and Blue Shield of Florida, Inc., 

    
                    Plaintiffs, 

 
 

   v. 
 

Celgene Corporation and Bristol-Myers 
Squibb Corporation,   
   

                Defendants. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
Case No: 0:20-cv-02071 
 
HON. SUSAN RICHARD NELSON 
HON. ELIZABETH COWAN 
WRIGHT 
 

 
 

MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN OPPOSITION TO  
DEFENDANTS’ MOTION TO DISMISS FOR LACK OF PERSONAL 

JURISDICTION, OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, TO TRANSFER VENUE
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