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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

FINJAN LLC, a Delaware Limited Liability

Company,

Plaintiff,

v. CA. No. 18-1519-MN

RAPID7, INC., a Delaware Corporation and —
RAPID7 LLC, a Delaware Limited Liability

Company, REDACTED

Defendants.

 

FINJAN LLC’S ANSWERING BRIEF IN OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS

RAPID7, INC. AND RAPID 7 LLC’S MOTION TO EXCLUDE OPINIONS AND

TESTHVIONY OF PLAINTIFF’S EXPERTS, RUSSELL L. PARR, MICHAEL

MITZENMACHER, NENAD MEDVIDOVIC, ERIC COLE, AND MICHAEL
GOODRICH

Proshanto Mukherji FISH & RICHARDSON P.C.

Fish & Richardson P.C. Susan E. Morrison (#4690)

One Marina Park Drive 222 Delaware Avenue, 17th Floor

Boston, MA 02210 Wilmington, DE 19801

(617) 542-5070 (302) 652-5070

mukherji@fr. com morrison@fr. com

Lawrence Jarvis Juanita R. Brooks

Fish & Richardson P.C. Roger Denning

1 180 Peachtree Street NE, 21st Floor Jason W. Wolff

Atlanta, GA 30309 12860 El Camino Real, Suite 400

(404) 892-5005 San Diego, CA 92130

jarvis@fr.com (858) 678-5070

brooks@fr.com

denning@fr.com

wolff@fr. com

Dated: November 6, 2020 ATTORNEYS FOR
PLAINTIFF FINJAN LLC
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