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

TYLER DIVISION 
 

DEREK T. TROUTMAN, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

TEVA PHARMACEUTICALS USA, 
INC. and TEVA SALES AND 
MARKETING, INC. 

            Defendants. 

§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 

 

 
           CIVIL ACTION NO. 6:22-CV-395 

 
 
 
                      JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

 
DEREK T. TROUTMAN’S RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO 
TEVA PHARMACEUTICALS USA, INC. AND TEVA SALES  

AND MARKETING, INC.’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT  
 
Dated:  April 9, 2024    Respectfully submitted, 

 
KILGORE & KILGORE, PLLC 
Clark B. Will 
Texas Bar No. 21502500 
THE LAW OFFICE OF CLARK B. WILL, P.C. 
Member of Kilgore & Kilgore, PLLC 
3141 Hood Street, Suite 500 
Dallas, TX 75219 
Telephone: (214) 379-0834 
Facsimile: (214) 379-0838 
E-mail: cbw@kilgorelaw.com 

      
      And 

 
WASH & THOMAS 
Danny C. Wash 
Texas Bar No. 20896000 
6613 Sanger Ave. 
Waco, Texas 76710 
(254) 776-3611 
(254) 776-9217 - Fax Number 
danwash@washthomas.com 

 
      ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF 
      DEREK T. TROUTMAN 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing document has been served 

upon the following counsel of record by electronic mail (e-mail) and/or ECF electronic service on 
this the 9th day of April, 2024. 

 
David B. Jordan  
LITTLER MENDELSON, P.C. 
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION  
1301 McKinney Street Suite  
1900 Houston, TX 77010  
713.951.9400 (Telephone)  
713.951.9212 (Telecopier)  
djordan@littler.com  

 
 
    /s/ Clark B. Will   
      Clark B. Will 
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