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1 Dr. DONGXIAO YUE 

2 
2777 ALVARADO ST., SUITE C 
SAN LEANDRO, CA 94577 %*tp& i Telephone: (510)396-0012 

%*tp& J Facsimile: (510)291-2237 
4 E-Mail: ydx@netbula.com 

5 

6 

7 

ProSe 

8 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
9 NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

10 Case No. C06-0711-MJJ-WDB 
11 NETBULA, LLC, a Delaware limitec 1 liability 11 company, THIRD PARTY DONGXIAO YUE'S 
12 

v. 
Plaintiff, NOTICE AND MOTION TO (1) 

INTERVENE; (2) ENFORCE 
13 PROTECTIVE ORDER; (3) UNSEAL 
1 ^ 

BindView Development Corporation, et al., DOCUMENT NO. 294; AND 
14 OPPOSITION TO SUN MICROSYSTEMS, 
15 Defendants INC., EMC CORPORATION, AND 15 DARDEN RESTAURANTS, INC'S 
16 MOTION TO MODIFY PROTECTIVE 

ORDER 
17 

Date: November 20,2007 
18 Time: 9:30 a.m. 

19 Dept: Courtroom 11 19 Judge: The Honorable Martin J. Jenkins 
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