Young v. Holmes et al Doc. 198

1
2
3
4
5
6 IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
7
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
8
9( EARL YOUNG, No. C 09-01042 JSW
10 Plaintiff, ORDER ON DEFENDANTS’
OBJECTIONS TO PLAINTIFF'S
*% 11 V. DISCOVERY DESIGNATIONS
Kol
SE 12| T.HOLMES, etal,
=R
28 13 Defendants.
@ s /
[ 14
w e
% g 15 The Court has received and considered Plaintiff's Discovery Designations and
7 E 16| Defendant’s Objections Thereto. The Court rules as follows:
o Z
%’ £ 17 The Court overrules Defendant Bullock’s objections to admission of his response to
- 18| Plaintiff's Request for Admission Number 3.
19 The Court overrules Defendant Kiplinger's objections to admission of his response to
20| Plaintiff's Request for Admission Numbers 2 d@)dand sustains his objections to admission of
21| his response to Request for Admission Number 3.
22 The Court overrules Defendant Buchanan’s objections to admission of his response tp
23| Plaintiff's Request for Admission Numbers 1 and 3.
24 IT IS SO ORDERED.
25| Dated: March 28, 2013
JEFFREY #. E
26 UNITED HMA DISTRICT JUDGE
27
28
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