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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION

FINJAN, INC., a Delaware Corporation,

Plaintiff,

VS.

JUNIPER NETWORKS, INC., a Delaware

Corporation,

Defendant.
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JUNIPER NETWORKS, INC.’S
OPPOSITION TO FINJAN, INC.’S
MOTION FOR JUDGMENT AS A
MATTER OF LAW (DKT. NO. 353)

Judge: Hon. William Alsup
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