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THIS MATTER having come before the Court upon the motion of Robinson, Wettre &
Miller LLC and Morgan Lewis & Bockius LLP, counsel for defendants LG Electronics, Inc. and
LG Electronics U.S.A., Inc. (“LGE"), for the entry of an Order permitting the filing of Exhibit 1
to the Declaration of Donald A. Robinson, Esq. dated October 10, 2014, along with all references
to that Exhibit contained in Defendants” Memorandum of Law In Support of Their Appeal of the
Magistrate Judge’s September 26, 2014 Order, under seal pursuant to Local Civil Rule 5.3(c), the
Court makes the following findings of fact and conclusions of law, pursuant to Local Civil Rule
5.3(c)(5):

1. The Court finds that there is an Stipulated Discovery Confidentiality Order, entered
by the Court on April 23, 2012 (“Confidentiality Order™), providing for the confidential treatment
of certain sensitive business documents from LGE and third parties produced by LGE in the
litigation that are designated “‘Confidential,” “Attorneys’ Eyes Only,” or “Outside Counsels’ Eyes
Only” by the producing party.

2. The Court further finds that the information LGE seeks to have sealed was marked
with confidentiality designations by LGE pursuant to the Confidentiality Order.

3. The Court agrees that the information sought to be sealed appears to contain

sensitive business information that is not known by the general public, qmi T ‘H\E l(’.th‘l' re;}t.‘d‘uve meuns

Plawible.
4. The Court further finds that revealing to the public and the confidential business

information sought to be sealed would injure the parties’ and third parties’ business interests.

5. Accordingly, the Court finds that good cause exists to seal the document at issue
under the considerations set forth in Pansy v. Borough of Stroudsburg, 23 F.3d 772 (3d Cir. 1994)

and Local Civil Rule 5.3(c)(2).
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ORDERED that LGE’s Motion to Seal Exhibit 1 to the Declaration of Donald A.
Robinson, Esq. dated October 10, 2014, along with all references to that Exhibit contained in l
Defendants’ Memorandum of Law In Support of Their Appeal of the Magistrate Judge’s

September 26, 2014 Order, be and hereby is GRANTED pursuant to Local Civil Rule 5.3(c).

M I

Hon. se]gh A. Dickson, U.S.M.J.




