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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Southern District of California granted Strike 3 Holdings,
LLC’s ex parte application to serve a third-party Rule 45 subpoena on Spectrum before the Rule 26(f)
conference. The subpoena may seek only the name and address of the subscriber associated with the
specified IP address, subject to notice, an opportunity to challenge disclosure, preservation
requirements, and limits on use of the information.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff sought ex parte leave to serve a third-party Rule 45 subpoena
on the Internet service provider before the parties' Rule 26(f)
conference in order to identify the unnamed defendant.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Good cause for expedited discovery is evaluated by balancing the need
for expedited discovery, in consideration of the administration of
justice, against prejudice to the responding party.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Nonprecedential district-court order; precedential status not stated in
the opinion.

PARTIES Strike 3 Holdings, LLC v. John Doe subscriber assigned IP address
75.80.185.110

TOPICS

discovery dispute civil procedure copyright infringement personal jurisdiction venue



PRACTICE AREAS

civil procedure copyright litigation discovery

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Plaintiff showed good cause for expedited discovery before the Rule 26(f) conference to
identify an unnamed copyright-infringement defendant.

2. Whether Plaintiff identified the Doe defendant with sufficient specificity, made a good-faith effort to
locate the defendant by other means, and alleged claims capable of surviving a motion to dismiss.

3. What procedural safeguards should govern the Rule 45 subpoena and disclosure of the Doe subscriber's
identity.

HOLDINGS

1. The court held that good cause existed to permit limited expedited discovery before the Rule 26(f)
conference because Plaintiff's need to identify and serve the anonymous defendant outweighed the
potential prejudice to the responding party.

2. The court held that Plaintiff identified the Doe defendant with sufficient specificity by identifying a
unique IP address associated with alleged infringement and presenting geolocation evidence tracing the
address to the Southern District of California.

3. The court held that Plaintiff made the required good-faith effort to locate the Doe defendant before
seeking an ISP subpoena.

4. The court held that Plaintiff's complaint stated a copyright-infringement claim sufficient to withstand a
motion to dismiss and alleged facts supporting personal jurisdiction and venue.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“courts make exceptions to allow limited discovery after a complaint is filed to permit the plaintiff to learn
the identifying information necessary to serve the defendant.” (at 577)

“Good cause is established through a balancing test “where the need for expedited discovery, in
consideration of the administration of justice, outweighs the prejudice to the responding party.”” (III)

“A party who requests early or expedited discovery must make a showing of good cause.” (III)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Strike 3 alleged that the subscriber assigned IP address 75.80.185.110 used BitTorrent to download, record, and
distribute unauthorized copies of Plaintiff's copyrighted adult motion pictures. Plaintiff submitted declarations
describing its VXN Scan infringement-detection system, forensic records showing transactions involving the IP
address, verification that the associated files corresponded to Plaintiff's copyrighted works, and geolocation data
tracing the address to San Diego, California. Plaintiff asserted that Spectrum was the only entity able to correlate
the IP address with the subscriber's name and address.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY



Strike 3 Holdings filed a copyright-infringement complaint against John Doe on June 6, 2025. No defendant had
been named or served when Plaintiff filed the ex parte application. The court granted leave to serve Spectrum
with a limited subpoena, subject to notice, an opportunity to challenge disclosure, preservation requirements, and
restrictions on use of the identifying information.
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