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DONGXIAO YUE 
111 Deerwood Rd  
Suite 200  
San Ramon, CA 94583 
Telephone: (510) 396-0012  
Facsimile: (510) 291-2237 
E-Mail: ydx@yuedongxiao.com 
 
SELF-REPRESENTED  
(CA SBN# 319955) 
 
 
 
 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

DONGXIAO YUE, 

   Plaintiff, 

 v. 

CHUN-HUI MIAO, et al., 
 
   Defendants. 
 

 Case No.  C18-1074-DMR 

PLAINTIFF’S REPLY TO DEFENDANT 
MIAO’S RESPONSE TO ORDER TO 
SHOW CAUSE WHY BIAN-WANG.COM 
IS NOT SUBJECT TO THE 
REQUIREMENTS OF CIVIL LOCAL 
RULE 3-9(B) 

 

Judge: The Honorable Donna M. Ryu 

 

 
 

On March 13, 2018, Magistrate Judge Honorable Donna M. Ryu issued an order for 

Defendants to “show cause why Bian-wang.com is not subject to the requirements of Civil Local 

Rule 3-9(b), which provides that `[a] corporation, unincorporated association, partnership or other 

such entity may appear only through a member of the bar of this Court.`”  (Docket Item 17) 
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Miao’s response on March 21, 2018 states that bian-wang.com “is a personal website” with 

“no separate legal identity from Chun-hui Miao.” Miao’s conclusory response was not support by 

a sworn declaration. 

Plaintiff visited Bian-wang.com on March 22, 2018, and noticed a blog article at 

http://www.bian-wang.com/discuz/home.php?mod=space&uid=10003&do=blog&id=342 , 

published by Miao on April 2, 2014, and titled “The Pre-History, Present and Future of Bian-

Wang” (Chinese: 彼岸网的前世、今生和未来). In the article, Miao talked about how he and 

LAO, aka, “lawandorder”, allegedly a lawyer from New York,  planned, designed and 

collaborated over a period of many months to create Bian-Wang.com as a social networking 

platform, with LAO offering legal consulting on the website and Miao handling other aspects. 

When referring to Bian-Wang.com, Miao used the plural “We” (Chinese: 我们), instead of 

singular “I” (Chinese: 我), in obvious reference to at least Miao himself and LAO, the alleged 

New York lawyer. 

Plaintiff would like to bring the above observation to the Court’s attention. 

 

Respectfully submitted. 

 

        Dated: March 22, 2018         

 ____________/S/____________________ 
                                                                        DONGXIAO YUE 
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