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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

PAUL SCHRUPP 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

WELLS FARGO BANK, N.A. 
 

Defendant. 

 

No. 2:16-cv-636-WBS-KJN   

 

ORDER 

 

 

 Presently pending before the court is plaintiff’s motion to compel discovery.  (ECF No. 

33.)  For the reasons discussed below, the court DENIES the motion without prejudice. 

 According to the parties’ joint statement regarding the discovery disagreement, plaintiff 

provided defendant with its first draft of the joint statement on January 31, 2018, and a revised 

version with additional arguments on February 1, 2018, at 12:30 p.m., the day that the parties’ 

joint statement was due to be filed in court pursuant to Local Rule 251.  Review of the parties’ 

50-page joint statement makes clear that defendant Wells Fargo had insufficient time to properly 

respond to some of the issues raised by plaintiff, and that the parties have not yet fully exhausted 

the informal meet-and-confer process with respect to several of the issues.  Joint statements 

regarding discovery disagreements contemplate the parties thoroughly discussing their 

disagreements and participating in a cooperative drafting process over several days to present 
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