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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SENECA SMITH, Case No.: 12-cv-06438- YIS

ORDER REGARDING JOINT DISCOVERY

Plaintiff, DISPUTE LETTER (DKT. NO. 20)

VS.
AUTOZONE, INC., and DOES 1-100,

Defendants.

The parties have filed a joint letter briefumich Defendant seeks to compel discovery
responses and Plaintiff's atteartte at his deposition. In atidn, if the Court elects not to
continue the parties’ deadline for filing a suamynjudgment motion beyond the current date of
October 29, 2013, Defendant requests sanctiotieiform of Plaintiff being prohibited from
submitting (i) documents or evidence that shoulkhzeen produced in response to discovery an
(ii) testimony that would have been the subgaieposition questioningThe Court will address
each issue in turn.

Defendant has served Plaintiff with spea@mérrogatories and requests for production, to
which Plaintiff served no objections or responsiespite numerous extensiomas to Defendant’s
request to compel responseghis discovery, the request@RANTED. Plaintiff has waived his

objections by failing to timelyespond. Plaintiff is hereBYRDERED to provide complete written

responses to Defendant’s spedmérrogatories ancequests for production by November 1, 2013.

Next, Defendant seeks to comp@hintiff's attendance at hdeposition. While Plaintiff

objected to the deposition notice by stating thatvhe then seeking new counsel and that current
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counsel intended to file a motionwathdraw, this is not a valid obgtion. Defendant’s request to
compel Plaintiff’'s attendance at his depositioGRANTED. The CourtORDERS Plaintiff to appear
at a deposition to occur nada than November 1, 2013.

Finally, the Court hereb@€oNTINUES the deadline to file a summary judgment motion to
November 26, 2013. In light of this extensionfé&nelant’s request for sanctions is moot.

Plaintiff is cautioned that failure to complyittvthis Court’s Order may result in evidentiar
sanctions that could affect futupeoceedings in this case. Plaifisi counsel is reminded that their|
duties and obligations t®laintiff continueuntil this Court enters an order approving their
withdrawal as counsel.

This Order terminates Dkt. No. 20.

T 1SS0 ORDERED.

Dated: October 15, 2013 Wg,-
Y VONNE GofzaL EZROGERS

NITED STATESDISTRICT COURT JUDGE

y




