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(S.D.N.Y))

Honorable J. Paul Oetken

United States District Judge

United States District Court

Southern District of New York

Thurgood Marshall United States Courthouse
40 Foley Square

New York, New York 10007

Dear Judge Oetken:

Pursuant to Rule 2.E of Your Honors Individual Rules and Practices in Civil Cases
(“Individual Practices”), Zhejiang Alibaba Cloud Computing Ltd. (“the Company”)
respectfully requests leave to seal the letter filed contemporaneously herewith (the “Letter”)
and to redact the highlighted sentences in the instant motion (together with the Letter, the
“Sealed Information™).

This District “recognizes that the public perception after disclosure
that such non-parties engaged in wrongdoing may cause reputational harm that is difficult, if
not impossible, to repair.” Harrington Glob. Opportunity Fund v. Securities, No. 1:21-cv-
761,2025 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 112472, at *4-5 (S.D.N.Y. June 6, 2025); In re B & C KB Holding
GmbH, No. 22-MC-180, 2023 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 27090, at *2 (S.D.N.Y. Feb. 14, 2023)

(“unadjudicated allegations of wrong doing” against third party are valid basis to seal

documents and information).
Giuffre v. Maxwell,
2024 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 2883, at *3 (S.D.N.Y. Jan. 5, 2024) (declining to unseal identity of
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non-party John Does which would “compound” the “spread of incorrect information”); cf.
United States v. Cohen, 366 F. Supp. 3d 612, 624 (S.D.N.Y. 2019) (“In determining the weight
of an asserted privacy interest . . . factors that may be evaluated include the "reliability of the
information”’ concerning non-parties). Accordingly, good cause exists to prevent the public

disclosure of the Sealed Information.

. |
I A ccordingly, the document “has little or no bearing on the Court's
adjudication of any [] dispute,” let alone the “substantive claim[s]” implicated by the case.
Harrington Glob., 2025 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 112472 at *4. Thus, “the public right of access to
the courthouse is [] not impinged.” Id; United States v. Amodeo, 44 F.3d 141, 145 (2d Cir.
1995) (The “mere filing of a paper or document with the court is insufficient to render that
paper a judicial document subject to the right of public access.”).

Accordingly, the Company respectfully requests that the Court grants its application
to seal the Sealed Information.
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