
EXHIBIT 6
(Redacted)
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June 10, 2022

Re: Brooks et al. v. Thomson Reuters Corporation, USDC Northern District of California 
- San Francisco Division Case No. 3:21-cv-01418-EMC: Defendant’s Deposition 
Errata (Paul Godlewski Deposition Transcript dated May 6, 2022)

To whom it may concern: 

I, Paul Godlewski, have reviewed the transcript of my deposition in Brooks et al. v. 
Thomson Reuters Corporation, Case No. 3:21-cv-01418-EMC, taken on May 6, 2022. Attached 
hereto is a list of errata identified in the deposition transcript.

___________________________     _______________
PAUL GODLEWSKI       DATE

6/10/2022
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Godlewski Deposition Errata Sheet 

Page : 
Line(s) 

Existing Testimony Corrected Testimony Reason 

30:21 “Basic, and as I alluded 
to earlier in my. . .”  

“Basically, and as I 
alluded to earlier in my. . 
.”  

Transcription error 

33:6 “. . . we are faced with 
so that, yes, Thomson 
Reuters. . .”

“. . . they are faced with 
so that, yes, Thomson 
Reuters. . .”

Transcription error 

43:7 “I’m sorry.” “I’m sorry, I can’t 
recall.” 

Transcription error 

63:21, 63:25, 
64:10, 64:13-
14 

“John Koske” / “John 
McKoske” 

“John Koski” Transcription error 

68:21 “. . .access to that 
product as a marketer. . 
.”

“. . .access to that process 
as a marketer. . .” 

Transcription error 

71:22 “. . .but I’d to look at 
in detail to answer 
specific. . .”  

“. . .but I’d like to look 
at in detail to answer 
specific. . .”  

Transcription error 

100:6 “Judge Tens’” “Judge Chen’s” Transcription error 

126:19 “. . .a cell sheet of sorts. 
. .” 

“. . .a sellsheet of sorts. . 
.” 

Transcription error 

175:12 “. . .I do not train.” “. . .I do not train 
customers.” 

Transcription error 

182:23-24 “Well, Brook Martin, 
but he works for Kevin 
Appold.” 

Strike sentence: 

“Well, Brook Martin, but 
he works for Kevin 
Appold.”

Transcription error 
with no known 
substitution.  
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