D
A

O© 0 3 & W B~ W N =

N NN NN N N N H o e e e b e e e
< O W AN W NN = O O 0NN NN BN WD = O

28

#:59539

George C. Lombardi (pro hac vice)
lombardi@winston.com
INSTON & STRAWN LLP
35 West Wacker Drive
Chicago, IL 60601-9703
Telephone:(312) 558-5600
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DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

Case No. 2:20-cv-07872-GW-PVC

DEFENDANTS’ REPLY IN
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO
STRIKE CERTAIN OPINIONS IN
DR. SCHONFELD’S OPENING
EXPERT REPORT REGARDING
INFRINGEMENT

Date: June 6, 2024
Time: 8:30 am
Courtroom: 9D

Judge: Honorable George H. Wu
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