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9 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
10 NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
2 SAN JOSE DIVISION
5 11
% T 12 APPLE, INC.,a California corporation, ) Case No.: 1TV-00630LHK
50 )
8 ° 13 Plaintiff and Counterdefendant ) ORDERDENYING SAMSUNG’S
28 ) MOTION FOR RELIEFFROM
RuR7) 14 V. ) NONDISPOSITIVE PRETRIAL ORDEF
?3 g ) OF MAGISTRATE JUDGE
=3 19 | SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS CO,, LTDa )
Be 16 Korean corporationSAMSUNG )
TS ELECTRONICS AMERICA, INC, a New York)
= o 17 corporationandSAMSUNG )
- TELECOMMUNICATIONS AMERICA, LLC, )
g 18 a Delaware limited liability company, )
)
19 DefendantgndCounterclaimants )
20 )
21 DefendantsSamsundelectronics Co.; Samsung Electronics America, Inc.; and Sagnsun
22 Telecommunications America, LLC (collectively “Samsungglerelief from Magistrate Judge
23 Grewal’s January 9, 2014 Order Re: Motions to Stfiket. 1127) Samsung contends thaidge
24 Grewalimproperlystruckan opinionof Samsung’s expert Dr. Schonfeld relating to Plaintiff
25 Apple, Inc.’s (“Apple”) alleged infringement of U.S. Patent No. 7,577,718 (757 Patent”) See
26 Dkt. 11574 (motion for relief).
27 TheCourt has invalidated thessserted claims of thé57 PatentSee Dkt. 1150 at 44
28 (Summary Judgment OrdeBamsung acknowledgas much and states that it has filed the
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United States District Court
For the Northern District of California
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present motiomerelyfor preservation purposes “should the Court revispgntslidity] decision
or should theCourt’s decision be reversed in the futudét. at 1 n.1. Accordingly,the Court
DENIES without prejudice Samsung’s motion for relief.

Samsundhas also filed aadministrative motion to se@Dkt. 1157) seeking to keep
confidentialcertain informationncluded in its motion for relief related to Apple’s software
architecture. Samsung’s administrative motion to iseGIRANTED.See Apple Inc. v. Samsung
Elecs. Co., 727 F.3d 1214, 1226 (Fed. Cir. 2013) (sealing targeted portions of court filings
appropride where information not “essential to the district court’s rulings”).

Finally, Samsung has fileml motion (Dkt. 1165) to remove a document it mistakenly filed
publicly as part ofts motion to seaf. That motion is GRANTED. The Clerk is directed to remove

Docket N0.11573 from the public docket.

IT 1SSO ORDERED. z M\_
Dated:January 272014 #‘

LUCY H.@DH

United States District Judge

! Samsung’s motion asks the Court to remove Docket No.-313&: Dkt. 1165. The Court
assumes that referenceaisnistakeDocket No. 1173 is part of an unrelatethterfiled motion
The Court assumes th@amsung meant to seek removal of Docket No. 13, 5fe unredacted
version ofSamsung’snotion for relief that Samsung filed publicly.
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