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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION
06-7067
MMCA GROUP LTD., No-68766746 MMC (EMC)
Plaintiff, ORDER SEALING

V.

HEWLETT-PACKARD COMPANY ET AL.,

Defendants.

MATERIAL IN HP’S PRETRIAL
FILINGS; DIRECTIONS TO HP

L. R. Civ. P. 79-5
[No Hearing Required]
Judge: Hon. Maxine M. Chesney

No. 07-6076 MMC (EMC)

[PROPOSED] ORDER SEALING MATERIAL IN HP’S PRETRIAL FILINGS

Dockets.Justia.com


http://dockets.justia.com/docket/california/candce/3:2006cv07067/186325/
http://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/california/candce/3:2006cv07067/186325/883/
http://dockets.justia.com/

On February 1, 2010, Hewlett-Packard Company (“HP”) filed an Administrative

Motion to Seal Material in HP’s Pretrial Filings (“Administrative Motion”) and a supporting

declaration (“Declaration”) establishing that the designated material is subject to being sealed.

The Court, having considered the Administrative Motion and Declaration, finds

the following material in HP’s pretrial filings subject to being sealed:

/1
/1
/1
/1
/1
/1

1.

Portions of HP’s Motion In Limine No. 1 To Exclude Evidence and Argument
Regarding Allegations of Trade Secret Disclosure Through DMS; [Proposed]
Order

Portions of HP’s Motion /n Limine No. 2 to Exclude Evidence and Argument
Regarding Damages Irrelevant to Remaining Claims and Damages Not
Calculated by Plaintiff’s Damages Expert; [Proposed] Order

Portions of HP’s Motion /n Limine No. 3 To Exclude Evidence And
Argument Regarding Luis Ortega’s Employment Interviews; [Proposed]
Order

Portions of HP’s Motion /n Limine No. 4 to Exclude Evidence and Argument
Regarding Three Ethics Complaints; [Proposed] Order

Portions of HP’s Motion /n Limine No. 6 to Exclude Evidence and Argument
Regarding Irrelevant, Unfairly Prejudicial, and Hearsay Evidence Regarding
Alleged Relationships, Purported Pretexting, Employment Termination,
Immigration Status and Alleged “Entrapment Seizures;” [Proposed] Order
Exhibit:;]:l’-%rgnd 6-20 to the Declaration of Erin A. Smart in Support of HP’s

Motions in Limine and Motion for Reconsideration
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Therefore, pursuant to Rule 79 of the Local Civil Rules of the Northern District of

California, the Administrative Motion is GRANTED.

HP is hereby DIRECTED to filein the public record, no later than March 8, 2010,
Exhibits 2 and 5 to the Declaration of Erin A. Smart in Support of Hewlett-Packard's Motions
HASHEREBY-ORDERED- in Limine and Motion for Reconsideration.
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—referenced-aboveshall be filed underseal—
IT IS SO ORDERED.

DATED: Marchl ,2010 By:

offorable Maxine M. Chesney
nited States District Judge
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