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PAUL J. ANDRE (State Bar No. 196585) 
pandre@kramerlevin.com 
LISA KOBIALKA (State Bar No. 191404) 
lkobialka@kramerlevin.com 
JAMES HANNAH (State Bar No. 237978) 
jhannah@kramerlevin.com 
KRISTOPHER KASTENS (State Bar No. 254797) 
kkastens@kramerlevin.com 
KRAMER LEVIN NAFTALIS & FRANKEL LLP 
990 Marsh Road 
Menlo Park, CA 94025 
Telephone: (650) 752-1700 
Facsimile: (650) 752-1800 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
FINJAN, INC. 
 
 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION 

 
FINJAN, INC., a Delaware Corporation, 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 

v. 
 
JUNIPER NETWORKS, INC., a Delaware 
Corporation, 
 
  Defendant.  
 

Case No.: 3:17-cv-05659-WHA 
 
PLAINTIFF FINJAN, INC.’S REQUEST 
FOR JUDICIAL NOTICE RELATING TO 
FINJAN’S MOTION FOR AN ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 
 
Date:  May 3, 2018 
Time:  8:00 am 
Judge:  Honorable William Alsup 
Dept.:  Courtroom 12, 19th Floor 
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REQUEST FOR JUDICIAL NOTICE 

In accordance with Federal Rule of Evidence 201, Plaintiff Finjan, Inc. (“Finjan”) respectfully 

requests that this Court, in its consideration of Finjan's Motion for an Order Shortening Time (Dkt. No. 

68), take judicial notice of Finjan’s statement in Footnote 1 of its Motion to for Leave to Amend Its 

Complaint.  Dkt. No. 67 at 2; see also AirWair Int’l Ltd. v. Schultz, 84 F.Supp. 3d 943, 950-51 (N.D. 

Cal. 2015) (“Matters which are appropriate subjects of judicial notice include ‘matters of public 

record.’”) (citing Lee v. City of Los Angeles, 250 F.3d 668, 689 (9th Cir. 2001)).  Finjan has “amended 

the Complaint to reflect the current case status, including that Finjan is no longer asserting 

willfulness . . . .”  Dkt. No. 67 at 2 (emphasis added).   

Respectfully submitted, 

 
Dated:  April 24, 2018 

 
By:  /s/ Kristopher Kastens  

Paul J. Andre 
Lisa Kobialka 
James Hannah 
Kristopher Kastens 
KRAMER LEVIN NAFTALIS 
& FRANKEL LLP 
990 Marsh Road 
Menlo Park, CA 94025 
Telephone: (650) 752-1700 
Facsimile: (650) 752-1800 
pandre@kramerlevin.com 
lkobialka@kramerlevin.com 
jhannah@kramerlevin.com 
kkastens@kramerlevin.com 
 
Counsel for Plaintiff 
FINJAN, INC.
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