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Attorneys for Defendant
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

GERALD A. FORREST, an individual doing

business as GOSPELCHOPS,
Plaintiffs,

V.

VIC FIRTH COMPANY, a Massachusetts

corporation,

Defendant.

Plaintiff GERALD A. FORREST, an individual doindpusiness as GOSPELCHOPS
(“Plaintiff”), and Defendan¥IC FIRTH COMPANY (“Defendant”) collectively referred to as
the “Parties,” througkheir respective attoeys, hereby stipulate tm extension of time for
Defendant to serve its response®laintiff's First Set of Interrogaries; First Set of Requests for

Production of Documents; and Rifet of Requests for Admissions to Defendant (together, the
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“Written Discovery”), as set forth in detail below.

On May 16, 2017, Plaintiff served Defendanth the Written Discovery. The Parties
have arranged for a mediation to take placguly 28, 2017 before Glenn Peterson through th
Court’s VDRP program. After a meet and contbe Parties identified and, in some cases,
narrowed the discovery requestssnionportant for Plaintiff to obtain prior to mediation and
agreed, in order to allow for sufficient time taés on and engage in a meaningful mediation,
extend Defendant’s deadline for responding to the remaining Written Discovery by 60 days
August 14, 2017.

Specifically, Defendant agrees to provide, eli@ctronic service, to the maximum extent

practicable, meaningful answers( substantive responses rattie&an responses consisting only

of objections and a refusal to answer) to tHeWang discovery requestsn or before July 12,
2017:
1. Request for Production No. 2 (excluding angwamoents, such as invoices or purcha
orders, reflecting only Platiff’'s purchase(s) of drumsticks from Defendant);
2. Request for Production Nos. 3-5, 8-12, and 14-16;

3. Request for Production No. 17 (limited todagiss only those of Defendant’s produc

identified by Plaintiff's counsel via eal to Defendant’s counsel on June 22, 2017);

4. Interrogatories 7, 9, and 10.

By narrowing certain requests for purposepratmediation discovg, Plaintiff does not
waive any right to obtain responses to the estgias originally drafted on August 14, 2017 or
such other post-mediation date as may be acceptable to Plaintiff.

As stated above, the Parties agree to exteadeadline for Defendato respond to all
other currently outstanding Written DiscoveryXogust 14, 2017. Specifically, the extension {
August 14, 2017 shall apply to:

1. Each and every Request in Plainsffirst Set of Requests for Admission;

2. Request for Production Nos. 1, 6, 7, 13, and 18-27; and
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3. Interrogatories 1-6, 8, and 11.

An extension to August 14, 2017, however, wibekceed twenty-eight days and requirg
Court approval as provided by Local Rak4(a). Based upon the foregoing, the Parties
respectfully request that the Court enter ateoexpanding the time for Defendant to serve its
responses to the Written Discovery as set forth above.

Good cause exists for this extension as thiéd3aare engaging in meaningful settlemer
negotiations and will attend and participate in good faith in the mediation on July 28, 2017.
is the Parties’ first request for an ext@msin connection with the Written Discovery.

This document is being electronically filddough the Court’'s ECF System. In this
regard, counsel for Defendant hereltiests that (1) the contenttbfs document is acceptable t
all persons required to sign the document; (2) Rtghcounsel has concurred with the filing of
this document; and (3) a record supporting tloiscurrence is avalbée for inspection or
production if so ordered.

Respectfullysubmitted,
NixonPeabody.LP

DATED: June 26, 2017 Bys/ Aldo E. Ibarra

Robert A. Weikert

Gina McCreadie

Aldo E. Ibarra
Attorneys for Defendant
VIC FIRTH COMPANY

CohorrLaw

DATED: June 26, 2017 Bys Cari A. Cohorn

Cari A. Cohorn
Attorney for Plaintiff
GERALD A. FORREST dba GOSPELCHOPS

IT 1S SO ORDERED.

DATED: June 30, 2017 M
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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