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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SMART MODULAR TECHNOLOGIES, Case No. 2:12-CV-02319-MCE-EFB
INC.,
ORDER SEALING DOCKET NUMBER 90

Plaintiff and Counterclaim

Defendant, Judge: Hon. Morrison C. England
V.
NETLIST, INC.

Defendant and
Counterclaim Plaintiff.

This Court has considered Defendamdl &£ounterclaim Plaintiff Netlist, Inc.’s
Supplemental Request to Seal Documents Related to Netlist, Inc.’s Opposition to Smart M
Technologies, Inc.’s Motion for Preliminaryjimction related to Docket Number 90, which
Netlist mistakenly filed in the public recordhe Court has also cadsred Plaintiff and
Counterclaim Defendant Smart Modulegchnologies, Inc.’s response.

I

Doc.

Dockets.Justia.

103

odula

com


http://dockets.justia.com/docket/california/caedce/2:2012cv02319/244001/
http://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/california/caedce/2:2012cv02319/244001/103/
http://dockets.justia.com/

© 00 N o o b~ w N P

N N N N N DN DN NN R P R R R R R R R R
o N o O~ W N P O © 0N O 0NN W N B oo

The Court finds that Smart Modular Technologies. has sustained its burden of showing ga
cause establishing that Docket Number 90 is sealable.

ACCORDINGLY, IT IS HEREBY ORDERPB THAT Defendant and Counterclaim
Plaintiff Netlist, Inc.’s Supplemental RequéstSeal is GRANTED, and that the following
materials shall be sealed pemglifurther order of this court:

1. Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff NetJiBic.’s Objections to Evidence

Offered in Support of Plaintiff Smart Modula®gotion for Preliminary Injunction (ECF No. 90).

IT 1S SO ORDERED.

Dated: December 6, 2012 M

MORRISON C. ENGLA@Q }
UNITED STATES DISTRI
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