
 

 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF WEST VIRGINIA 

CLARKSBURG DIVISION 

REGENERON PHARMACEUTICALS, INC. 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

CELLTRION, INC., 

Defendant. 

 
 
 
CIVIL CASE NO. 1:23-CV-89 
Judge Kleeh 
 
 
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

 

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS FOR LACK OF 
PERSONAL JURISDICTION, OR ALTERNATIVELY, TO TRANSFER VENUE 
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