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CASE NO.  4:18-cv-07229-YGR [PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING 

QUALYS’S RENEWED MOTION TO STRIKE

EDWARD G. POPLAWSKI (SBN 113590) 
epoplawski@wsgr.com 
OLIVIA M. KIM (SBN 228382) 
okim@wsgr.com 
TALIN GORDNIA (SBN 274213) 
tgordnia@wsgr.com 
STEPHANIE C. CHENG (SBN 319856) 
stephanie.cheng@wsgr.com  
WILSON SONSINI GOODRICH & 
ROSATI  
Professional Corporation 
633 West Fifth Street, Suite 1550 
Los Angeles, CA 90071 
Telephone: (323) 210-2900 
Facsimile:  (866) 974-7329 

Attorneys for Defendant 
QUALYS INC.

RYAN R. SMITH (SBN 229323) 
rsmith@wsgr.com 
CHRISTOPHER D. MAYS (SBN 266510) 
cmays@wsgr.com 
WILSON SONSINI GOODRICH & 
ROSATI 
Professional Corporation 
650 Page Mill Road 
Palo Alto, CA 94304-1050 
Telephone:  (650) 493-9300 
Facsimile:   (650) 493-6811 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

OAKLAND DIVISION

FINJAN LLC, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

QUALYS INC., 

Defendant 

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

CASE NO.:  4:18-cv-07229-YGR 

[PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING 
DEFENDANT QUALYS INC.’S 
RENEWED MOTION TO STRIKE 
PORTIONS OF PLAINTIFF FINJAN 
LLC’S INFRINGEMENT EXPERT 
REPORTS
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CASE NO.  4:18-cv-07229-YGR -1- [PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING 

QUALYS’S RENEWED MOTION TO STRIKE

The Court, having carefully considered Defendant Qualys Inc.’s (“Qualys”) Renewed 

Motion to Strike portions of the expert report of Dr. Nenad Medvidovic, the related opposition 

and reply briefing, and the arguments of counsel, with good cause appearing, hereby orders that 

Qualys’s Motion is GRANTED.  The opinions of  Dr. Nenad Medvidovic regarding the 

Receiving limitation for vulnerability scans (Paragraphs 184-185 (to the extent discussing 

vulnerability scans) and 186-196) as being a different theory from the one disclosed in Finjan’s 

infringement contentions are hereby struck. 

IT IS SO ORDERED  

Dated:  _____________________  By:  ______________________________ 

        Yvonne Gonzalez-Rogers 

         United States District Judge  
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