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Case No. 09-cv-04432 CW (NC) 
DISCOVERY ORDER 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 

SONOMA COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF 
RETIRED EMPLOYEES, 

                            Plaintiff, 

              v. 

SONOMA COUNTY,  

                            Defendant. 

Case No. 09-cv-04432 CW (NC) 
 
DISCOVERY ORDER DENYING 
COUNTY’S MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS IN  
RESPONSE TO REQUESTS NOS. 32, 
34 
 
Dkt. No. 137 
 

  

 The question presented in this discovery dispute is whether plaintiff SCARE’s 

affiliation with two unions is relevant to this case.  In document request number 32, 

defendant Sonoma County seeks all documents after 1978 that “consist of, discuss, record, 

or relate to” SCARE’s affiliation with SEIU/SCOPE.  As defined in the request, 

“SEIU/SCOPE” means the Service Employees International Union, Local 708 and Local 

1021, as successor unions to the Sonoma County Organization of Public Employees.  In 

document request number 34, the County seeks communications after 1978 between 

SCARE and SEIU/SCOPE.  Dkt. No. 137. 

 Under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 26(b)(1), parties generally may discover any 

nonprivileged matter that is relevant to any party’s claim or defense.  Upon a showing of 

good cause, the Court may order broader discovery of any matter relevant to the subject 
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