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. 10 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
c
S 11 NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
=
a0 12 SAN JOSE DIVISION
ORS)
2 g 13 APPLE INC., a California Corporation, ) CaseNo.: 5:11¢v-01846LHK
g-‘oﬂ 14 o )
8 c Plaintiff, ) ORDER SETTING SCHEDULE FOR
= O 15 V. ) INCAMERA REVIEW
B E )
T3 16 SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS CO., LTDa ) (Re: Docket Nos. 2556-58)
= @ 17 Korean corporation; SAMSUNG )
== ELECTRONICS AMERICA, INC., a New Yorl)
T 18 corporation; and SAMSUNG )
TELECOMMUNICATIONS AMERICA, LLC, )
19 a Delaware limited liability company, )
)
20 Defendand. )
21 )
22
OnAugust 23, 2013, Apple, Inc. (“Apple”) filed a motion with this court for sanctions
23
o4 against Samsung Electronics Co., LTD., (“Samsung”). Aplslesought further discovery about
25 Samsung'’s alleged violations of this court’s protective otdsdter hearing from both partieas
26 || 1 - o
For a further recitation of the faatederlying this violationsee Docket Number2374-2, 2434,
27 2483, and 2538.
28
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United States District Court
For the Northern District of California
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well as Nokia Corporation, the court issued an order on October 2, 2013 granteng-Apple’s
motion to compel. On October 22, 2013, the parties returned to court for a further haatimg).
conclusion of that hearing, the court ordered Samsulaglteunredacted copies of all documents
listed in bothits privilege logand its redaction lofpr an in canera review. The court expressed a
preference at that time not to impose a strict, Draconian schedule ftar titisur, based on the
representation that many of the documentssueare in Korean. Instead, it instructed that the
documents in English be produced “immediately,” with those in Korean being produced on a
rolling basis thereafter as they are trarglahto English.

Upon further reflection, and in light of the fact that Samsung has j@ide any
documents in response to the order, the court believes that a more specific ancecumgdietie

would benefit alconcerned Samsung therefore @dered tdodgethe documents as follows

Description of Document(s) Due By:
Documents currentlgvailablein English Thursday, October 24, 2013 at 7:00
Communications to or from: Tuesday, October 29, 2013 at 8:00

e Dr. Seung Ho Ahn
e Jin Hwan (James) Kwak
e InDong Kang
o ClaytonKim
All remaining documents Monday, November 4, 2013 at 8:8Mh

The court appreciates the challemg@roducing translations so quickly. However, given
the resources that have been deplagetiis case, it has confidence that the task can be
accomplished, and the court is loath to allow this process to drag on further, emg@acthe

parties impending trial date before Judge Koh.
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IT ISSO ORDERED.

Dated:October 24, 2013

Pl S Al

PAUL S. GREWAL
United States Magistratiudge
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