
 
   
 

 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

MIAMI DIVISION 
 

CASE NO. 1:21-cv-22441-SCOLA/GOODMAN 

________________________________________ 
 
DONALD J. TRUMP, et al., 
 

Plaintiffs, 
v. 
 
TWITTER, INC., and JACK DORSEY, 
 

Defendants. 
 
________________________________________ 

  

DEFENDANT TWITTER, INC.’S 
 MOTION TO TRANSFER TO THE NORTHERN  

DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA AND MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT THEREOF 
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