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9 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
10 NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
11 SAN JOSE DIVISION
12 || ELAN MICROELECTRONICS ) Case No.: C 09-01531 RS (PSG)
CORPORATION, )
13 ) ORDER DENYING PLAINTIFF ELAN
Plaintiff, ) MICROELECTRONICS
14 \Y ) CORPORATION’S ADMINISTRATIVE
) MOTION TO FILE UNDER SEAL
o APPLE, INC,, 3 (Docket No. 222)
o Defendant. 3
17 )
18
Plaintiff Elan Microelectronics Corporation (“Elan”) administratively moves to file under
H seal portions or the entirety of papers in support of its motion to compel Apple, Inc. to produce a
20 testing tool. Having reviewed the papers and considered the arguments of counsel, Elan’s
ot administrative motion to file the above documents under seal is DENIED.
2 In its June 1, 2011 Order, the court set forth the standards for filing documents under seal,
2 including those related to non-dispositive motions.! The presiding judge in this matter has also
2 offered guidance on this subject as it relates to dispositive motions.? The court reiterates that the
zz public’s right to access records in this matter must be respected, and that blanket sealing requests are
27
)8 ! See Docket No. 228.
2 See Docket No. 204.
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presumed to contradict that policy. Elan is therefore advised that, before re-filing any further sealing

request, it should review the portions or the entirety of the papers in support of its motion to compel

that it now seeks to file under seal and apply the standards identified in the court’s previous orders.

IT IS SO ORDERED.
Dated: June 2, 2011

PAUL S. GREWAL
United States Magistrate Judge
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