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Panasonic tells the Court that it intends to seek an additional 90-day continuance. But as I 
told Panasonic during the hearing, I cannot foretell how Judge Carter will receive a second 
request. In the meantime, the discovery cutoff date (October 5, 2020) approaches rapidly. 

 
As a result, I don’t think that this matter can wait for a ruling from Judge Carter, especially 

if one is not anticipated until the end of this month. With the current deadline, the depositions 
need to be on a track to go forward. Panasonic suggests written depositions; I agree with Getac 
that this suggestion won’t satisfy the needs of this complex patent case.   

 
Although Panasonic chose the forum for this lawsuit and generally a corporate plaintiff is 

required to make its employees available for examination in the district in which the suit was 
brought, see Music Group Macao Commercial Offshore Ltd. v. Foote, No. 14-3078, 2015 WL 
13423886, at *1 (N.D. Cal. Aug. 11, 2015), the present public health emergency makes it 
reasonable for these depositions to occur from a location that would be less burdensome to 
Panasonic’s witnesses. Accordingly, as I said at the hearing, I am at least agnostic as to whether 
the depositions must occur in this District. A deposition from Hawaii – either conducted remotely 
or in-person – would diminish the witnesses’ burdens, especially if the Japanese government 
includes Hawaii in a “travel bubble” before the depositions take place.   

 
Accordingly, Getac’s motion is GRANTED and Panasonic is ORDERED to make 

available for deposition its employee witnesses as noticed by Getac. These depositions shall take 
place in the Central District of California, the District of Hawaii, or such other location as agreed 
upon by the parties.1 These depositions shall commence on or before September 25, 2020. This 
deadline shall be automatically extended commensurate with any extension of the discovery cutoff 
date ordered by Judge Carter.  

 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
 
 
 
  
 

                                                 
1 If the parties are unable to agree on a location for one or more of the depositions, 

they should present their dispute to me through my informal telephonic discovery 
procedure, the details of which are on the Court’s website. 


