
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

----------------------------------------------------x 

VRINGO, INC., et ano, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against-

ZTE CORPORATION, et ano, 

Defendants. 

----------------------------------------------------X 

FRANK MAAS, United States Magistrate Judge. 
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ORDER 

14cv4988-LAK-FM 

On August 6, 2015, Judge Kaplan referred to me for determination two 
motions to seal documents. (ECF Nos. 175, 183). There is also a third related motion to 
seal, (ECF No. 164), that seems to fall within the intended scope of that reference. 
Having conferred with counsel, my rulings with respect to these motions are as follows. 

ECF No. 164 is Vringo's motion to seal its Emergency Motion to Compel 
the Production of ZTE's Putatively Privileged Communications with Google and Other 
Third Parties ("Emergency Motion to Compel"). ECF No. 175 is ZTE's motion to seal its 
Response ("Response") to the Emergency Motion to Compel, including Exhibit 1 thereto. 

Vringo and ZTE agree that the Emergency Motion to Compel and Response 
should now be publicly filed, except that Exhibits B, D, H, I, J, N, and 0 to the 
Emergency Motion to Compel should remain under seal. Accordingly, as discussed 
during a telephone conference with counsel earlier today, I will so direct. 

ECF No. 183 is Vringo's Motion to Seal Exhibit J to its Motion to Compel 
Complete Document Production. Pursuant to this motion, Vringo actually seeks to redact 
from Exhibit J only the amount ofVringo's proposed licensing fee, which is information 
that plainly falls within the scope of the nondisclosure agreement between Vringo and 
ZTE. That motion therefore is granted, and the substitution shall be made wherever 
necessary in both this lawsuit and the related lawsuit, 15cv986. 

In sum, as set forth in futher detail above, ECF No. 164 is granted in part, 
ECF No. 175 is denied, and ECF No. 183 is granted. 
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Finally, because there do not appear to be any other matters referred to me 
that remain unresolved, the Clerk of the Court is requested to close Judge Kaplan's prior 
references to me. 

Dated: 

SO ORDERED. 

New York, New York 
October 7, 20 15 

Copies to all counsel via ECF 
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