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 East Court Building - Courtroom 712 

 

 11:31 a.m.  This is the time set for telephonic Oral Argument on pending motions.  Both 

parties appear telephonically.  Appearing on behalf of Plaintiff, Manish Thakrar, is counsel, 

Gregory McGill.  Appearing on behalf of Defendant, Surendra Pala, is counsel, Gordon Bueler. 

 

A record of the proceedings is made digitally in lieu of a court reporter. 

 

The Court has received and considered the following filings: after the benefit of oral 

argument, and for the reasons stated on the record, the Court makes its ruling as follows:  

 

 Defendants’ Motion to Rescind Protective Order, filed on November 1, 2018; 

 Plaintiff’s Response in Opposition to Motion to Rescind Protective Order, filed on 

November 19, 2018; and 

 Defendant’s Reply to Motion to Rescind Protective Order, filed on November 21, 2018. 
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IT IS ORDERED denying Defendants’ Motion to Rescind Protective Order with the 

understanding that the records produced pursuant to the Protective Order are available to Mr. 

Pala for appeal purposes.  Also, any exhibit admitted at trial is currently a public record and the 

Protective Order shall not cover records admitted at trial. Thus, the Protective Order remains in 

place. 

 

The Court has received and considered the following filings: after the benefit of oral 

argument, and for the reasons stated on the record, the Court makes its ruling as follows:  

 

 Defendant’s Motion for Reconsideration Regarding Attorneys’ Fees Award, filed on 

October 25, 2018; and 

 Plaintiff’s Notice Re The Rule on Reconsiderations, filed on October 29, 2018. 

 Plaintiff’s Response to Defendant’s Motion for Reconsideration Regarding Attorneys’ 

Fees Award, filed on November 27, 2018. 

 

 IT IS ORDERED taking this matter under advisement.  

 

 12:13 p.m.  Matter concludes. 

 

 LATER: 

 

 IT IS ORDERED denying Defendant’s Motion for Reconsideration Regarding 

Attorneys’ Fees Award. 

 

 


