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ñIn law it is good policy never to plead 
what you need not, lest you oblige 
yourself to prove what you cannot.ò 

 -  Abraham Lincoln  

 

 

 

 



Introduction of Panelists and Topics 

Â Joe Gleason (Moderator)  

ÂDavid M. Lilenfeld ï Plaintiffôs Perspective 

ÂHunter Jefferson ï Defendantôs 
Perspective, focusing on patent litigation 

Â Ted Davis ï Trademark and Copyright 
Pleadings 



Twombly/Iqbal 101  

ÂBell Atlantic Corp. v. Twombly, 127 S. Ct. 
1955 (2007). Dismissing an antitrust suit 
for failure to state a claim because the 
complaint did not plead facts showing a 
required illegal agreement in restraint of 
trade.   

 

 



Twombly/Iqbal 101  
While a complaint attacked by a Rule 12(b)(6) motion to 

dismiss does not need detailed factual allegations, a 
plaintiffôs obligation to provide the ñgroundsò of his 
ñentitle[ment] to reliefò requires more than labels and 
conclusions, and a formulaic recitation of the elements 
of a cause of action will not do.  Factual allegations must 
be enough to raise a right to relief above the speculative 
level, on the assumption that all the allegations in the 
complaint are true (even if doubtful in fact).  

 
Bell Atlantic Corp. v. Twombly, 127 S. Ct. 1955, 1964-65 

(2007) (alteration in original)(citations and footnote 
omitted).  

 


