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Doc. 46

CASE NO. 00-0989 MMC

ORDER GRANTING
ADMINISTRATIVE MOTION TO SEAL
DOCUMENTS SUBMITTED IN
SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF’S REPLY
BRIEFS RE:

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE
MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW
CAUSE WHY ZI DEFENDANTS
SHOULD NOT BE HELD IN
CONTEMPT OF CONSENT
JUDGMENT

MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW
CAUSE WHY DEFENDANTS SHOULD
NOT BE HELD IN CONTEMPT OF
CONSENT JUDGMENT

Date:  November 7, 2008
Time: 9:00 a.m.
Crtrm.: 7, 19th Floor
Hon. Maxine M. Chesney

Case No. 00-0989 MMC

—+PROPOSEB}ORDER
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The Courthavingreviewedplaintiff TegicCommunicationsinc.'s
“OmNovember-#2068;-the Administrative Motion (“Motion”) to Seal Documents

Submitted in Support of Plaintiff’s Reply Briefs Re: Motion for Leave to File Motion for Order to

Show Cause Why Zi Defendants Should Not Be Held in Contempt of Consent Judgment (“Leave

to File Reply Motion™) and Motion for an Order to Show Cause Why Defendants Should Not be
the Declarationof Doug

Held in Contempt of Consent Judgment (“Contempt Reply Motion”), cameontorhearme—At-
Colt flled in supportof the motlonto seal andthe Declaratlonof Erlc B Evanspursuanto

GOOD CAUSE APPEARING, Plaintiff’s Motion is hereby GRANTED. The Court finds that the
following information constitutes sealable material under L.R. 79-5:

1. Designated portions of the Leave to File Reply Motion: i:10-15, 17, 19; 1:13-18,
20-24; 2:12-13; 3:16, 22-25; 4:12, 20, 22, 27-28; 5:1-2, 4-16, 18-23, 26-28; 6:1-8,
14, 20, 22-23; 7:5-19, 23, 25-26; 8:5, 7-14, 16, 18, 20-21, 26-27; 10:15, 21-25, 27-
28; 11:1-2, 8-9, 11, 17-18; 12:1-4, 10-11, 23-24; and 13:9-10, 21.

2. Designated portions of the Contempt Reply Motion: i:16-20; 5:4-5, 12-17, 19, 21-
24; 6:1-11, 14-20, 25-28; 9:7-8; 10:6, 9-15, 17-20, 26-27; 11:1-2, 6, 8-12, 14-15,
17-18, 20-28; and 12:1-3, 6-11, 15-17, 19-20.

3. Designated portions of the Supplemental Declaration of Robert Young in support
of'the Contempt Reply Motion: 1:11-12, 1:17-18, 2:1-11, and 2:13-21.

4. Designated portions of Exhibits 1 and 2 to the Supplemental Declaration of Doug
Colt in support of the Contempt Reply Motion: third paragraph of Exhibit 1,
including the block quote and all sentences except for the second to last, and the
second paragraph of Exhibit 2, including all sentences except for the second.

The Court hereby directs the Clerk to FILE UNDER SEAL the-foregotng-matertals:
unredactedersionsof the foregoingdocuments.Plaintiff shallfile in the public recorc

redactedrersionsof saiddocuments.

IT IS SO ORDERED

Dated: October31 , 2008 g
axine M. Chesney

Unt ed States District Judge
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unredacted versions of the foregoing documents.  Plaintiff shall file in the public record
redacted versions of said documents.
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