
 

[PROPOSED] ORDER DENYING PHOENIX’S MOTIONS IN LIMINE NO. 4 &  5
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

OAKLAND DIVISION 

PHOENIX TECHNOLOGIES LTD., a 
Delaware corporation, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

VMWARE, INC., a Delaware corporation, 

Defendant. 

Case No. 15-cv-01414-HSG 

ORDER DENYING  PHOENIX’S  

MOTIONS  IN  LIMINE   NO. 4 & 5 
 

VMWARE, INC., a Delaware corporation, 

Counterclaimant, 

v. 

PHOENIX TECHNOLOGIES LTD., a 
Delaware corporation, 

Counterdefendant. 
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