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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

MARSHALL DIVISION 
 

CARMA TECHNOLOGY, CORP. and 
CARMA TECHNOLOGY, LTD., 
                    Plaintiffs, 
v. 
UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC., UBER 
FREIGHT HOLDING CORPORATION, 
and UBER FREIGHT US LLC, 
                    Defendants.  

§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 

CASE NO. 2:25-CV-00029-JRG-RSP 

ORDER 

Before the Court are several motions: Defendants’ Motion for a Protective Order Pursuant 

to Rule 26 for Carma’s 30(b)(6) Topic 49, Dkt. No. 138, Plaintiffs’ Motion to Compel, Dkt. No. 

145, Defendants’ Opposed Motion to Compel Additional Deposition Time for Sean O’Sullivan, 

Dkt. No. 150, Plaintiffs’ Motion to Compel, Dkt. No. 151, and Plaintiffs’ Opposed Motion for 

Leave to Take Third-Party Deposition of Travis Kalanick Out of Time, Dkt. No. 168. All of these 

motions were filed within twelve days prior to, on, or after the deadline to complete fact discovery, 

as set out in the Court’s original Docket Control Order for the above-captioned case. Dkt. No. 25 

at 3 (setting June 15, 2026 deadline). As a result, the briefing on all of these motions only recently 

completed, although the parties have already filed dispositive and Daubert briefing. Additionally, 

trail is scheduled for November 2, 2026, and the first pretrial conference is about a month away, 

on September 28, 2026. Dkt. No. 149 at 1–2. For those reasons, it is hereby  

ORDERED that a hearing is SET for September 18, 2026, at 9:00 a.m. on the above-

listed motions set forth above. The parties are  

FURTHER ORDERED to file a meet and confer and file a notice on the docket no later 

than September 16, 2026, at 12:00 p.m., setting forth any agreements reached, or, if not, a position 
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statement of no more than 10 pages total for each side setting forth the parties’ updated positions 

on all of the above-listed motions. Additionally, the parties are  

DIRECTED to be prepared to discuss at the hearing any necessary changes to the 

Court’s operative Docket Control Order, Dkt. No. 149 (including the pretrial conference 

schedule and trial date), as a result of any relief sought in the above-listed motions and the 

Court’s recently-entered Claim Construction Order.  

.

____________________________________
ROY S. PAYNE
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE

SIGNED this 3rd day of January, 2012.

SIGNED this 26th day of August, 2026.
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