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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SAN JOSE DIVISION 

FINJAN, LLC, a Delaware Limited Liability 
Company, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

SONICWALL INC., a Delaware Corporation, 

Defendant. 

Case No.: 5:17-cv-04467-BLF-VKD 
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MOTION TO EXCLUDE THE 
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MEDVIDOVIC 
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Courtroom:  3, 5th Floor 
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NOTICE OF MOTION 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on February 18, 2021 at 9:00 a.m., or on another date 

determined by the Court, in Courtroom 3, 5th Floor, in the United States District Court for the Northern 

District of California, San Jose Courthouse, located at 280 S. 1st St, San Jose, CA 95113, Defendant 

SonicWall Inc. (“SonicWall”) will and does move for an order granting this Motion to Exclude the 

Testimony of Plaintiff Finjan, LLC’s (“Finjan”) Experts Dr. McDuff, Dr. Striegel, Dr. Cole, Dr. 

Mitzenmacher, and Dr. Medvidovic. 

For the reasons explained below, this Court should exclude the expert opinions and testimony 

of Dr. McDuff, Dr. Striegel, Dr. Cole, Dr. Mitzenmacher, and Dr. Medvidovic for failure to meet the 

admissibility requirements of Daubert v. Merrell Dow Pharms., Inc., 509 U.S. 579 (1993) and Fed. R. 

Evid. 702. 
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