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CASE NO. 4:18-cv-07229-YGR (TSH) MTN FOR JUDGMENT ON THE PLEADINGS

EDWARD G. POPLAWSKI (SBN 113590) 
epoplawski@wsgr.com 
OLIVIA M. KIM (SBN 228382) 
okim@wsgr.com 
TALIN GORDNIA (SBN 274213) 
tgordnia@wsgr.com 
WILSON SONSINI GOODRICH & ROSATI 
Professional Corporation 
633 West Fifth Street, Suite 1550 
Los Angeles, CA 90071 
Telephone: (323) 210-2900 
Facsimile: (866) 974-7329 

Attorneys for Defendant 
QUALYS INC.

RYAN R. SMITH (SBN 229323) 
rsmith@wsgr.com 
CHRISTOPHER D. MAYS (SBN 266510) 
cmays@wsgr.com 
WILSON SONSINI GOODRICH & ROSATI 
Professional Corporation 
650 Page Mill Road 
Palo Alto, CA 94304-1050 
Telephone: (650) 493-9300 
Facsimile:  (650) 493-6811 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

OAKLAND DIVISION 

FINJAN LLC, a Delaware Limited Liability 
Company, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

QUALYS INC., a Delaware Corporation, 

Defendant. 

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

CASE NO.: 4:18-cv-07229-YGR (TSH) 

DEFENDANT QUALYS INC.’S 
MOTION FOR JUDGMENT ON 
THE PLEADINGS (FED. R. CIV. 
PROC. 12(c)) 

Judge: Hon. Yvonne Gonzalez 
Rogers 

Date: December 8, 2020 
Time: 2:00pm 
Location: Zoom Teleconference1

1 Per the Court’s Notice regarding Civil Law and Motion Calendars and its Order at D.I. 48 
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GLOSSARY OF TERMS 

’305 Patent ................................................................................. United States Patent No. 7,975,305 

Dependent Claim ............................................... A claim that refers to an earlier independent claim 
 and further limits that independent claim. 

Freund ...................................................................................................... U.S. Patent No. 5,987,611 

FTP ................................................................................................................. File Transfer Protocol 

HTTP ................................................................................ Hypertext Transport Protocol (web sites) 

HTTPS ............................................................... Hypertext Transport Protocol, Secured (web sites) 

Independent Claim ............................................................. A standalone claim that contains all the  
limitations necessary to define an invention. 

Office Action ........................................................... A document written by a USPTO Examiner to  
summarize a determination of the allowability 

or non-allowability of patent claims. 

POP3 ................................................................................................. Post Office Protocol 3 (e-mail) 

Prosecution ............................................................................... The application process for a patent 

PTAB ............................................................................. USPTO’s Patent Trials and Appeals Board 

Rule 12(b) .................................................................................................... Fed. R. Civ. Proc. 12(b) 

Rule 12(c) .................................................................................................... Fed. R. Civ. Proc. 12(c) 

SMTP ............................................................................... Simple Mail Transport Protocol (e-mail) 

USPTO ......................................................................... United States Patent and Trademark Office 

Wells ........................................................................................................ U.S. Patent No. 8,140,660 
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