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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
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and GENEVANT SCIENCES GmbH,

Plaintiffs,

V. C.A. No. 22-252-MSG

MODERNA, INC. and MODERNATX, INC., REDACTED - PUBLIC VERSION

Defendants.

MODERNA, INC. and MODERNATX, INC.,
Counterclaim-Plaintiffs,
V.

ARBUTUS BIOPHARMA CORPORATION
and GENEVANT SCIENCES GmbH,

N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

Counterclaim-Defendants.
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David I. Berl

Adam D. Harber
Thomas S. Fletcher
Shaun P. Mahaffy
Jessica Palmer Ryen
Anthony H. Sheh
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Philip N. Haunschild
WILLIAMS & CONNOLLY LLP
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Washington, DC 20024
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Attorneys for Plaintiff Genevant
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Adam R. Brausa

Eric C. Wiener
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(415) 268-6080

Kira A. Davis

MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP
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David N. Tan
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(202) 887-1500

Attorneys for Plaintiff Arbutus
Biopharma Corporation
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Alina Afinogenova

KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP

200 Clarendon Street 47th Floor
Boston, MA 0211

(617) 385 -7500

Yan-Xin Li
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San Francisco, CA 94104

(415) 439-1400
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