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6 IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
7
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
8
9
101 0HN DUGAN, et al.,
g H Plaintiffs, No. C 12-02549 WHA
S 1
B8 S 13 ORDER DENYING
% g LLOYDS TSB BANK, PLC, MOTION TO QUASH
a3 14 Defendant.
85 15 /
T 5
73 16 - . . .
3 s Plaintiffs moved to quash a non-party witness deposition scheduled in Hong Kong on|ten
E N 17 days’ notice. Upon review of the parties’ letter briefs, the moti@EeMED. Plaintiffs’ counsel
)
18 are members of Steptoe and Johnson firm, which is a large, international firm that should hayve
19 the resources to cover this deposition. Moreover, plaintiffs’ proposed alternative date of Octobe
20 25 does not appear to be viable given the non-party witness’ schedule.
21
22
IT1SSO ORDERED.
23
24 ) -
Dated: October 11, 2013.
25 WILLI ALSUP
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
26
27
28
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