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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. 

SYMANTEC CORP., a Delaware Corporation, 

Defendant. 

Case No.: 14-CV-02298-HSG 

PLAINTIFF FINJAN, INC.’S OPENING 
CLAIM CONSTRUCTION BRIEF 

Date: June 11, 2015 
Time: 2:00 p.m. 
Place: Courtroom 15 – 18th Floor 
Before: Hon. Haywood S. Gilliam Jr. 
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