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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. 
 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No. 3:17-cv-05659-WHA 
 
DEFENDANT JUNIPER NETWORKS, 
INC.’S OBJECTION TO SPECIAL 
MASTER’S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATION RE ATTORNEY’S 
FEES AND EXPENSES (DKT. 658) 
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DEFENDANT JUNIPER NETWORKS, INC.’S
OBJECTION TO SPECIAL MASTER’S 
REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION 

Case No. 3:17-cv-05659-WHA

 

I. INTRODUCTION 

Although Special Master Borden reduced some of Juniper Networks Inc’s (“Juniper”) 

submitted attorneys’ fees, Juniper does not object to that reduction.  Juniper does object, however, 

to the Special Master’s finding that a consideration of the expert fees and travel expenses the Court 

had ordered Juniper to provide to the Special Master was “premature” because the Court’s 

preliminary fees order “does not have an express finding of bad faith.”  Dkt. 658 (Fees Order) at 20.  

Juniper believes that the Special Master should have reviewed these expenses so the Court could 

include them as part of its final fees award, should that award include a finding of bad faith.   

While Juniper believes the Special Master’s failure to review the expenses the Court ordered 

Juniper to provide to the Special Master is error, the impact of this error is negligible, as Finjan did 

not specifically challenge the reasonableness of any of the particular expenses Juniper submitted; it 

only challenged whether the Court intended to award them and broadly stated that the expenses were 

large.  As the parties agree these expenses are awardable by the Court if its final award includes a 

finding of bad faith, Juniper urges this Court to include these expenses in its final fees order, along 

with a clear, express, and unambiguous statement that Finjan’s improper litigation conduct (which 

it already detailed in its preliminary fees order) constitutes bad faith.  The only expenses for which 

Juniper is seeking recovery are the categories of expenses this Court previously identified in 

Paragraph 2 of its Order Re Attorney’s Fees And Costs And Appointment of Special Master (Dkt. 

649) (“Referral Order”)—specifically expert fees and travel expenses.  As detailed in the March 22, 

2021 Declaration of Jonathan Kagan (Ex. 1), the vast majority of these costs were unnecessary fees 

that Juniper paid to experts who testified at trial in this case—a trial the Court already held would 

not have been necessary but for Finjan’s improper litigation conduct.  The total amount of the costs 

for the categories identified by the Court in its Referral Order is $1,425,659.24. 

II. LEGAL STANDARD 

The parties do not dispute that this Court has the inherent power to permit Juniper to recover 

costs actually incurred in defending the underlying lawsuit.  Indeed, the law on this is clear:  “Courts 

of justice are universally acknowledged to be vested, by their very creation, with power to impose 

silence, respect, and decorum, in their presence, and submission to their lawful mandates.”  

Case 3:17-cv-05659-WHA   Document 661   Filed 06/10/21   Page 5 of 16

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
	� Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

	� Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
	� With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

	� Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
	� Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

	� Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


