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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF MISSISSIPPI
GREENVILLE DIVISION

LAKISHA ROCHELLE GRIFFIN a/k/a

LAKISHA ROCHELLE GRIFFIN SORRELS PLAINTIFF
V. CIVIL ACTION NO. 4:14-cv-00132-DMB-JMV
HSBC MORTGAGE SERVICES INC., et al. DEFENDANTS

AGREED ORDER

This matter is before the Court on PtdfnLakisha Rochelle Gffin’s and Defendant
American Security Insurance Company’s (“ASIGEpllectively, the “Parties”) Joint Motion for
Entry of Agreed Order Regarding ASIC’s MotiottsCompel [ECF Nos. 260 & 261]. ECF No.
280. Having reviewed the Parties’ Agreed Ordargd being otherwise advised in the premises,
the Court herebEGRANTS the Parties’ Joint Mon, and adopts and entdhe Agreed Order on
the terms set forth below.

ASIC’'S REQUESTS FOR THE PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

Plaintiff must respond to ASIC’s Reque$ts Production of Documents in accordance
with the following:

1. ASIC’s Requests for Production seek infotima that is relevant to this matter,
and Plaintiff has not raised alihobjection to the contrary.

2. Apart from objections as farivilege, all of Plainfif’'s objections are overruled.

3. Plaintiff must represent & she has produced allsppnsive documents in her
possession, custody, and control after a thorougltiseacluding of Plaintiff's emails and text
messages.

4. It is improper for Plaintiff to producdocuments responsive to ASIC’s Requests

through Eric Hawkins, who purportedly is her fornad¢torney. Plaintiff must represent that she
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has performed her own, indepentisearch, including of her erflsaand other electronically-
stored information. Additiorlly, Plaintiff must produce alldocuments that Eric Hawkins
possesses that are responsive bexaguch documents are withhaintiff’'s possession, custody,
and control.
5. If Plaintiff is withholding documents oprivilege grounds, Plaintiff must provide
a privilege log listing each wiheld document in accordance with the Federal and Local Rules.
6. Plaintiff must produce all responsid®cuments in her possession, custody and
control, by way of example, these documembsild include, but are not limited to:
a. Plaintiff's tax returns as sought in ASECRequest No. 18, which are available to
Plaintiff immediately at the websitdtps://www.irs.gov/uac/newsroom/request-a-
transcript-or-copy-of-grior-year-ax-return;
b. All documents relating to her assets, ligigis, and net worth, as requested in
ASIC’s Request No. 19, including, but nionited to, bank and other financial
statements, loan applications, mortgagmplications, and documents relating to

her 2008 bankruptcy, including schedules;

c. All documents regarding other lawsuds sought through ASIC’s Request No.
20;

d. All documents (including emails) referring or relating to communications
between Plaintiff and any person regardinig lawsuit (including Eric Hawkins),
the allegations in the comjta, or the facts relating tthis lawsuit, as sought
through ASIC’s Request No. 21; and

e. The missing documents and attachmentsdisteASIC’s Motions to Compel with
respect to Request Nos. 7 and 24, tiermatively, provide a written explanation
of why the documents were lost and not retained.

7. Plaintiff must produce all information ngsnsive to ASIC’s Requests, as well as
any privilege log, by no later @ém September 27, 2016. Plaintiff’'s production must be made in
accordance with Federal Rule of Civil ProcedB4¢b)(2)(E), meaning that information must be

produced in a manner that is organized labeled to correspond to ASIC’s Requests.



ASIC'S INTERROGATORIES

Plaintiff must respond to ASIC’s Interrogatories in accordance with the following:

8. ASIC’s Interrogatories 2-25 seek information that is relevant to this matter, and
Plaintiff has not raised a valwbjection to the contrary.

9. Apart from privilege, all of Riintiff's objections are overruled.

10. To the extent that Plaintiff believes imfoation responsive to any Interrogatory is
contained in a document, she must cite ® $pecific pages, by Bates number, of any such
documentand provide an explanation of the infornmaiti in any such documents that Plaintiff
believes to be responsive. In doing, Plaintiff may not cite geraly to her inital disclosure
documents, expert disclosure and report, or @her group of documents. Likewise, Plaintiff
may not rely on citations to her, any other witnessestleposition testimony.

11.  Plaintiff must providecomplete, good faith answers to ASIC’s Interrogatories 2-
25. Plaintiff's answers must contain the infation requested, including the information sought
in each subpart. In order to provide such ansvidesntiff must make a diligent effort to obtain
and review relevant information and include suiormation in her responses. To the extent
that, after a diligent search, Plaintiff cannotlyfuanswer an Interrogary or any subpart,
Plaintiff must respond to the extieshe can and state in herpesse to such Interrogatory the
efforts she made to obtain responsive inforomati Plaintiff is cautioned that such a response
should only be employed after a diligent and thorough search for information has been
completed and has failed to locate responsive information.

12.  Plaintiff's complete, good faith answers ASIC’s Interrogatories 2-25 must be

verified under oath as required by Feddrule of Civil Procedure 33(b)(3).



13.  Plaintiff must provide ASICwith all her Interrogatory answers, as well as any
privilege log, by no later than Bember 27, 2016. Plaintiff mayot delay providing complete,
good faith answers to ASIC’s Integatories on the basis thsite allegedly guires discovery
from Defendants.

14.  Any failure to comply with this Order, aspertains to either ASIC’s Requests for
Production or Interrogatories, wiksult in an Order requiring PHiff and/or her counsel to pay
to ASIC the reasonable attorneys’ fees incurregreparing and filings its Motions to Compel,
Rebuttals in support, and any ditthal motions required as a result of her failure to comply
with this Order.

SO ORDERED this 1%day of September, 2016.

/s/ Jane M. Virden
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE
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