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KRAMER LEVIN NAFTALIS & FRANKEL LLP

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION

Case No.:13-cv-05808-HSG

PLAINTIFF FINJAN, INC.’S OPPOSITION
TO PROOFPOINT, INC. AND ARMORIZE
TECHNOLOGIES, INC.’S MOTION FOR
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AND FINJAN,
INC.”S CROSS-MOTION FOR SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

Date:  March 31, 2016

Time: 2:00 p.m.

Place:  Courtroom 10, 19" Floor
Before: Hon. Haywood S. Gilliam, Jr.

REDACTED VERSION OF DOCUMENT SOUGHT TO BE SEALED
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