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3
4 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
5 NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
6
CONTINENTAL ADVISORSS.A., ET AL.,
7 Case No. 14-cv-05609-YGR
Plaintiffs,
8
V. ORDER ON OCTOBER 14, 2016 DiSCOVERY
9 LETTER BRIEF
GSV ASSET MANAGEMENT, LLC,ET AL,
10 Re: Dkt. No. 94
Defendants.
11
%‘ ® 12 On October 14, 2016, plaintiffs and Twitterg., a non-party to the action, jointly
@)
8 % 13 || submitted a discovery letter brief to the Couidkt. No. 94.) The partgeare advised that the
(&S]
= O
B+ 14 || Court will resolve the dispute undehe current version of Fede Rule of Civil Procedure
O =
§ % 15 || 26(b)(1) in terms of the appropriate proportilityaconsiderations, but will require further
(-u . —
n g 16 || information from plaintiffs and Twitter. Thed@rt provides the followig guidance to aid in
T =
% é’ 17 || plaintiffs’ and Twitter's subsequent meet and confer discussions on these issues:
S O
Zz 18 1. In general, in light of Twitter’s non-parsgatus, plaintiffs’ requests are overbroad,
19 || at a minimum in terms of the time period sougplaintiffs’ general request for documents from
20 || September 1, 2011 to the present should biggliio end on or around the time the offering at
21 || issue was canceled in October 2012.
22 2. Given the current proportionality reqerinents and the burden to a non-party, the
23 || Court will consider what the plaintiffs have aldgaobtained from the actual parties in this action|
24 || Plaintiffs should be prepared tespond substantiebn this topic.
25 3. Twitter cannot avoid entirely its obdions to produce highly probative
26 || documents.
27 Plaintiffs and Twitter ar©RDERED to meet and confer again and to create a phased plan
28 || for production of the most relevant documenithin a narrow time frameThe Court will then
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United States District Court
Northern District of Califorra
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determine whether additional discovery willdggpropriate based upon additional proffers.

The CourtSETsa compliance hearing regarding plaintiffs’ and Twitter’s plan for
production of documents féiriday, November 4, 2016 at9:01 a.m., in the Federal Courthouse,
1301 Clay Street, Oakland, California, Courtroom 1.yober 28, 2016, plaintiffs and Twitter
must file either (i) adINT STATEMENT including a phased plan for the production of documents
and informing the Court of additional dseery disputes, iény; or (ii) a HINT STATEMENT
explaining the failure to comply. If the Coustsatisfied with the submission, plaintiffs and
Twitter need not appear, and the compliance hearing may be taken off calendar.

| T IsSo ORDERED.

Dated: October 19, 2016

Loypont

¢/ [+~ 4
O/YVONNE GONZALEZ ROGERS
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT JUDGE




