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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
9
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
10
1 OAKLAND DIVISION
12 FINJAN, INC., Case No. 4:17-cv-04790-HSG
13 Plaintiff, tPREPESED] ORDER REGARDING
MOTION TO DISMISSOR, IN THE
1l Vs ALTERNATIVE, TO QUASH THE
RETURN OF SERVICE OF SUMMONS
15| BITDEFENDER INC.,
BITDEFENDER S.R.L.
16 Defendants.
17
18 ORDER
19 Having considered the pariestipulation, and finding gm cause, the Court hereby
20 | GRANTS the following Spulated requests:
21 1. Bitdefender S.R.L.’s Motion to Dismiss or, in the Alternative, to Quash the Returp of
22 Service of Summons is withdrawn as moot;
23 2. The deadline for Bitdefender S.R.L. to fite responsive pleaul is January 26, 2018;
24 3. All current scheduling order deadlines remiairplace, with all such deadlines, including
25 the deadline to submit invalidity contentiorepplying to both Bitdefender S.R.L. angd
26 Bitdefender Inc., except thdte deadline for Bitdefend&.R.L.’s production under Patent
21 Local Rule 3-4 is March 22, 2018;
28
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4. Finjan reserves the right to supplementdisnages contentions under Patent Local R
3-8 based on Bitdefender S.R.L.’®guction under Patent Local Rule 3-4;
5. Once the Protective Order and ESI Order are in place, those orders will apg

Bitdefender S.R.L. the same th®y do to Bitdefender Inc.

IT 1S SO ORDERED.

Dated: 1/ 12/ 2018
HONEgR: %EEHZA:YWOEOD s.eéﬂé JR. |
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