
 

 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE 

 
GENENTECH, INC. and CITY OF 
HOPE, 
 

Plaintiffs and Counterclaim 
Defendants, 
 
 v. 
 

PFIZER INC., 
 

Defendant and 
Counterclaim Plaintiff. 
 

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

 
 
 
 
 
 C.A. No. 1:19-cv-00638-CFC 
 

 
 

PFIZER INC., 
 

Counterclaim Plaintiff, 
  
v. 
  

HOFFMANN-LA ROCHE, INC., 
 

Counterclaim Defendant.

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
)

 

DEFENDANT’S OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFFS AND COUNTERCLAIM 
DEFENDANTS’ MOTION TO DISMISS DEFENDANT’S 

COUNTERCLAIMS AND TO STRIKE CERTAIN AFFIRMATIVE 
DEFENSES 

 

 

 

 

OF COUNSEL: 

 
HEYMAN ENERIO 
GATTUSO & HIRZEL LLP 
Dominick T. Gattuso (No. 3630) 
300 Delaware Ave., Suite 200 
Wilmington, DE 19801 
(308) 472-7300 
dgattuso@hegh.law 
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WILLKIE FARR & GALLAGHER 
LLP 
Thomas J. Meloro 
Michael W. Johnson 
Dan Constantinescu 
787 Seventh Avenue 
New York, NY 10019 
(212) 728-8000 
 
 
Dated: June 3, 2019  
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Attorneys for Defendant and 
Counterclaim Plaintiff Pfizer Inc. 
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