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QUINN EMANUEL URQUHART & SULLIVAN, LLP 
   Claude M. Stern (Bar No. 96737) 
   claudestern@quinnemanuel.com 
   Patrick Doolittle (Bar No. 203659) 
   patrickdoolittle@quinnemanuel.com 
50 California Street, 22nd Floor 
San Francisco, California  94111 
Telephone: (415) 875-6600 
Facsimile: (415) 875-6700 
 
Attorneys for Defendant Fusion Garage PTE Ltd.  
 
 
 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

                             SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION 

 

INTERSERVE, INC. dba TECHCRUNCH, a 
Delaware corporation, and CRUNCHPAD, 
INC., a Delaware corporation, 
 
                           Plaintiffs, 
 
         vs.  
 
FUSION GARAGE PTE LTD., a Singapore 
company, 
 
                           Defendant. 
 

 CASE NO. C 09-cv-5812 RS 
 
FUSION GARAGE’S ADMINISTRATIVE 
MOTION TO FILE UNDER SEAL ITS 
REPLY BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTIONS TO DISMISS, TO STRIKE, 
AND FOR A MORE DEFINITE 
STATEMENT 
 
 
(Civil Local Rule 79-5) 
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 Pursuant to Civil Local Rule 79-5, Defendant Fusion Garage PTE Ltd. hereby submits this 

administrative motion for an order to file under seal its Reply Brief in Support of its Motion to 

Dismiss, to Strike, and for a More Definite Statement.  Fusion Garage respectfully requests that it 

be allowed to file the Reply Brief under seal because the Reply Brief quotes and discusses 

deposition testimony that plaintiffs themselves introduced and lodged under seal in their 

Opposition Brief to Fusion Garage’s Motion to Dismiss, to Strike, and for a More Definite 

Statement. 

 Pursuant to Rule 79-5, Fusion Garage will file in the public record a redacted version of 

the Reply Brief that omits quotations and discussion of this deposition testimony. 

 
DATED:  May 3, 2010 

 
QUINN EMANUEL URQUHART & 
SULLIVAN, LLP

 By   /s/ Patrick Doolittle  
 Patrick C. Doolittle 

Attorneys for Defendant Fusion Garage PTE Ltd,
 


