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1 
[PROPOSED] ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT PINSCREEN, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION SEEKING RELIEF UNDER C.C.P. SECTION 

473(B), TO REFILE ITS MOTION TO SEAL, AND TO HAVE THE SUBJECT OBJECTIONS FILED CONDITIONALLY UNDER SEAL 
  

FERNALD LAW GROUP APC 
Adam P. Zaffos (Bar No. 217669) 
Brandon C. Fernald (Bar No. 222429) 
15910 Ventura Blvd., Suite 1702 
Encino, California 91436 
Telephone: (323) 410-0300 
Facsimile: (323) 410-0330 
E-Mail: adam@fernaldlawgroup.com  
  brandon.fernald@fernaldlawgroup.com 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff  
DR. IMAN SADEGHI  

 
 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
 

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES-CENTRAL DISTRICT 

 
 

DR. IMAN SADEGHI, an individual, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 
 
PINSCREEN, INC., a Delaware Corporation; 
DR. HAO LI, an individual; and DOES 1 
through 100, 

Defendants. 

 Case No.: BC 709376 
 
[Assigned to the Hon. Judge Lia Martin, Dept. 
16]  
 
[PROPOSED] ORDER DENYING 
DEFENDANT PINSCREEN, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION SEEKING RELIEF 
UNDER C.C.P. SECTION 473(B), TO 
REFILE ITS MOTION TO SEAL, AND TO 
HAVE THE SUBJECT OBJECTIONS 
FILED CONDITIONALLY UNDER SEAL 
 
 
HEARING DATE: September 29, 2021 
TIME: 8:30 a.m.  
PLACE: Dept. 16., Stanley Mosk Courthouse 
 

  Complaint Filed: June 11, 2018 
Trial Date: March 14, 2022 
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2 
[PROPOSED] ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT PINSCREEN, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION SEEKING RELIEF UNDER C.C.P. SECTION 

473(B), TO REFILE ITS MOTION TO SEAL, AND TO HAVE THE SUBJECT OBJECTIONS FILED CONDITIONALLY UNDER SEAL 
  

TO THE PARTIES AND THEIR RESPECTIVE ATTORNEYS OF RECORD: 

On September 29, 2021 at 8:30 a.m., the Ex Parte Application Seeking Relief Under C.C.P. 

Section 473(B), To Refile Its Motion To Seal, And To Have The Subject Objections Filed 

Conditionally Under Seal filed by Defendant Pinscreen, Inc. (“Pinscreen”) came for hearing in 

Department 16 of the Los Angeles Superior Court, the Honorable Lia Martin, presiding.  

Having considered the papers filed in support of the motion and in opposition to the 

application:  

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that: 

1. Pinscreen’s Ex Parte Application is DENIED in its entirety.  

2. The Court’s order denying Pinscreen’s Motion to Seal the Objections shall remain in 

full force and effect as entered on September 17, 2021. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

 

 
DATED: __________________ 
 

             The Honorable Lia R. Martin 
                  Superior Court Judge 

 

 

The application is denied because : 1) it is not supported by a declaration that is based on
personal knowledge of irreparable harm, immediate danger, etc, as required by California
Rules of Court rules 3.1201(2) and 3.1202(c); and 2) even if it were so supported, the
moving party applicant did not comply with California Rules of Court rule 2.551(d)(2) or 
2.551(d)(3) in the initial lodging or the record pending determination of the motion to seal.

The moving party applicant is to give notice, and e-file proof of notice.


