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e Insurance Company of Pittsburgh, PA et al v. Resource...ent Services, Inc. et al

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
SAN JOSE DIVISION

NATIONAL UNION FIRE INSURANCE
COMPANY OF PITTSBURGH, PA

CaseNo.: 10-CV-1324RS PSQ

ORDER RE NATIONAL UNI ON’S
LETTER DATED JANAUARY 31,
2012

Plaintiff,
V.

RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT SERVICES,
INC., ET AL,,

(Re: Docket No. 39)

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
%
Defendard. )
)

Plaintiff National Union Fire Insurance Company of Pittsburgh, PA (‘txati Union”)
previously moved to extend time to confirm that it had complied with the order datewchisce
12, 2011* Defendant Dominguez & Sons Trucking, Inc. (“DS Trucking”) did not oppose the
motion. Based orthe lack ofanyopposition by DS Trucking and what ajpped to benly a
requesby National Union textendits compliancedeadline, National Union’s motion to extend
time was grantednd the hearing scheduled to be held on January 31, 2012 was Vacated.

On January 31, 2012, DS Trucking askd the ourt that while someompliancassues ha
been resaled, still other issues remaim contention. According to DS Truckingt) National

Union has not provided a verification for its December 20, 2011 supplemental respon$es; (2)

! See Docket No. 326.
2See Docket No. 337.
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December 20 supplemental responses do not include responses to document request nos. 1
8,9, 13, 14, 18, 20, 21, 22, and 24, (8 December 20 supplemental responsesthsrwise
insufficient; (4)the codexproduced does natlow DS Trucking talecipherseveral hundred
thousand documents produaad DVD; (5) National Union has not producalll expert reports,
including Charles Barstow’s report dated May 28, 2009; (6) National Union has not prdtitkeiced
Waste Management databdisa Mr. Barstowrelied upon to formulate hexpertopinions; and

(7) attachment® certain internal memos and eméilsWaste Management have not been
produced. Based on the above,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED thathe parties shatheet and confer regarding the outstandin
discovery issues set forth above afterthe partiesneet and confer, DS Teking believesthat
certainof the above issues remain in dispute, no later than February 7, 2012, DS Trucking ma3
a letter briefrequesting reliehot exceedng five pages No later than February 9, 2012, National
Union may file a response nexceethg 5 pages. No reply will be considered. A heamnljbe
held onFebruaryl4, 2012 at 10AM.

IT 1S SO ORDERED.

Dated: 2/ 2/ 2012 Fro_ S A
PAUL S. GREWAL
United States Magistratiudge
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