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NOTICE OF MOTION 

TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on March 30, 2023 at 10:00am, or as soon thereafter as the matter 

may be heard in Courtroom 11 of the United States District Court for the Northern District of California, 

located at 450 Golden Gate Avenue, San Francisco, California 94102, Plaintiff Firstface Co., Ltd. 

(“Firstface”) will present for hearing and ruling Plaintiff’s Motion for Partial Summary Judgment that 

the Accused Products Practice the “Power Button” Limitations. Firstface bases this Motion on this 

Notice of Motion, its Memorandum of Points and Authorities, the pleadings, records, and files in this 

action, and all other written or oral arguments or evidence that the parties may present to the Court 

relating to this Motion. 

STATEMENT OF RELIEF REQUESTED 

Firstface respectfully requests that the Court enter an Order holding as a matter of law that the 

Accused Products practice the limitation “a power button for pressing to turn on/off the terminal” in 

claim 11 of U.S. Patent No. 9,633,373 and claim 10 of U.S. Patent No. 9,779,419. 
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