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 Case No. 3:22-CV-05937-CRB 
[PROPOSED] ORDER RE PLAINTIFFS’ ADMINISTRATIVE MOTION TO CONSIDER WHETHER ANOTHER 

PARTY’S MATERIAL SHOULD BE SEALED (PLAINTIFFS’ OPP TO MTN TO INTERVENE) 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION 
 

GIUSEPPE PAMPENA, on behalf of 
himself and all others similarly situated, 
 

Plaintiff, 
 

                   vs. 
 
ELON R. MUSK,  
 
                       Defendant. 

 

Case No. 3:22-CV-05937-CRB 
 
[PROPOSED] ORDER RE PLAINTIFFS’ 
ADMINISTRATIVE MOTION TO 
CONSIDER WHETHER ANOTHER 
PARTY’S MATERIAL SHOULD BE 
SEALED (PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO 
MOTION TO INTERVENE) 
 
Date:              February 17, 2026 
Time:             2:00 p.m. 
Courtroom:    6, 17th Floor 
Judge:            Hon. Charles R. Breyer 
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Case No. 3:22-CV-05937-CRB 

[PROPOSED] ORDER RE PLAINTIFFS’ ADMINISTRATIVE MOTION TO CONSIDER WHETHER ANOTHER 
PARTY’S MATERIAL SHOULD BE SEALED (PLAINTIFFS’ OPP TO MTN TO INTERVENE) 

1 

AND NOW, upon consideration of Plaintiffs’ Administrative Motion to Consider Whether 

Another Party’s Material Should be Sealed (Plaintiffs’ Opposition to Motion to Intervene), filed 

February 10, 2026, all responses and replies thereto, all authorities cited therein, the evidence, 

arguments of counsel, and for other good cause known to the Court,  

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that: 

1. Plaintiffs’ Administrative Motion To Consider Whether Another Party’s Material

Should Be Sealed (Plaintiffs’ Opposition to Motion to Intervene) is GRANTED (IN

PART) / DENIED (IN PART).

2. The requested portions of  shall be sealed. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Dated:   
HONORABLE CHARLES R. BREYER 

SENIOR DISTRICT JUDGE 

February 18, 2026

Exhibit 1
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