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jurisdiction and the motion to reconsider filed by plaintiff.
10:29 am

Response by Mr. Lacy-Kustus regarding defendants with license defense. The
Court will deny the stay.

10:30 am

The Court made the following rulings: On (Doc #1028) Plaintiff’s motion to
reconsider Court’s Order Dismissing for Lack of Personal Jurisdiction the
Ensequence ruling previously made by the Court is denied. (Doc #1243)
Ensequence’s Motion to Stay Discovery Pending Court’s Resolution of Plaintiff’s
Motion to Reconsider is denied as moot. (Doc #560) Technicolor SA’s Motion
to Dismiss for Lack of Personal Jurisdiction, Improper Venue, and Insufficient
Process is granted. (Doc #625) Cognitec Systems Corp.’s Motion to Dismiss for
Lack of Personal Jurisdiction or in the Alternative to Transfer is denied. (Doc
#626) Cognitec Systems GmbH Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Personal
Jurisdiction is denied without prejudice. (Doc #807) Plaintiff’s Motion for
Jurisdictional Discovery from the Cognitec Defendants is granted to allow
discovery of the corporate relationship between the two Cognitec entities. (Doc
#648) Soundmouse Ltd. Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Personal Jurisdiction or
in the Alternative to Transfer Pursuant to 1404(a) is granted. (Doc #644)
Soundmouse’s Motion to Dismiss for Improper Service is denied as moot. (Doc
#902) Plaintiff’s Motion for Jurisdictional Discovery from Soundmouse is
denied. (Doc #1244) Defendants’ Motion to Stay Pending Resolution of Transfer
Motions is denied. (Doc #777) Motion to Sever and For Status Conference is
denied as moot since the TI defendants settled last night.

10:33 am

Motions to transfer will not be deferred. They will be treated as other motions.
The Court will adopt a full schedule similar to the two-tier track suggested by
defendants. The Court agrees there are too many contentions and will take steps
to shrink those. In the absence of the parties reaching agreements during break,
the Court will either appoint a mediator or a special master to evaluate whether or
not subgroups would be appropriate or if the subgroups could proceed on the
existing schedule, to directly resolve discovery disputes, to resolve any future
disputes that may come up. The Court stated that the October 1st construction
conference is the earliest date the Court can have the hearing.

10:37 am

The court excused any parties who have reached a settlement agreement.

10:40 am

Recess taken.

11:21 am

Court reconvened.

11:21 am

The Court discussed the proposed scheduling order. The Court will refer this
case to Judge Caroline Craven.

11:27 am

Mr. Wesley Hill addressed the Court regarding a dismissal of Technicolor SA

