
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI 

EASTERN DIVISION 

ZEAVISION LLC, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

BAUSCH & LOMB INCORPORATED & 
PF CONSUMER HEALTHCARE 1 LLC, 

Defendants. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

 Case No. 4:21-cv-00072-NCC 

DEFENDANTS’ MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF THEIR MOTION  
TO DISMISS OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, TO STAY OR TRANSFER 
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