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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI
EASTERN DIVISION

AXIS WORLDWIDE SUPPLY CHAIN& )
LOGISTICS, INC, )
Plaintiff, ;

VS. )) Case No. 4:18-2491MTS
HARBOR FREIGHT TRANSPORT CORP. ;
Defendant. g

MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

Before the Court is Plaintiff's Motion to Compel, Doc. [46]. The Motion has been fully
briefed and is ready for adjudication. Defendant has objected to muitgiters for examination
that Plaintiff seeks in its Rule 30(b)(6) deposition of Defendant. ifsgdly, Defendanthas
objected to the following matters: (1)sdiplinary actions taken by Defendant against employees
involved in shipping the crateat issue (2) Defendant'scompliance with discoveryand (3)
Defendant’s use of its “terms and conditions” on other customers.

District courts havévery wide discretiohin handling discoverynattersHill v. Sv. Energy
Co., 858 F.3d 481, 484 (8th Cir. 201 nder Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(b), partisgy obtain discovery
regarding ‘any nonprivileged matter that is relevant to any partglaim or defense and
proportional to the needs of the case, considering the importance of the issuesiattstaketion,
the amount in controversy, the partieglative access to relevant information, the pdrties

resouces, the importance of the discovery in resolving the issues, and whether the burden or

1 On every matter for examination, including these thieefendantasserted general objections, objecting “to the
extent” therequesis ordoesa particulathing. See Doc. [472]. In its opposition briefing, the Defendant did not clarify
or refine any of these general objectioasdso the Court will disregard therSee e.g., Johnson v. Kraft Foods N. Am.,
Inc., 236 F.R.D. 535, 538 (D. Kan. 2006) (noting a general objection that purports tbtoljediscovery request “to
the extent” that it does something “is tantamount to asserting no objectitbfi)at a
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expense of the proposed discovery outweighs its likely bénéfie Rule makes clear that the
information “need not be admissible in evidence tdiseoverable.'ld.

The Court finds thematters for examinatioto which Defendant has objected gainly
relevantto Plaintiff's claimsand that including them in the Rule 30(b)(6) deposition would be
proportional to the needs of the case. The Coudstitat Defendarihus farhas designated only
one personSteve Libertj President and Owneaf Harbor Freightto testifyon the matters. It has
not put forth an explanation why requiring Mr. Libedr another representativie testify on these
threeadditionalrelevant,nonprivileged matters would not be proportional to the needs of the case.

On the second topic at issue, Defendant gaint that discovery on discovery or-called
metadiscoverygenerallyis not warranted based on a mere hunch that a party fail@doduce
discovery.See, e.g., Hubbard v. Potter, 247 F.R.D. 27, 29 (D.D.C. 2008)lere,however,there is
not a hunch buadisconnecbetween the partieggardingwhat Plaintiff requestedefendantoes
not argue that the communications at issue do not exist but that Plaintiff “did not rdgpest t
‘internal communicatiorfd” Doc.[51]. But Plaintiff requested “[a]ll documents relating to the
shipment of the two crates at issue” and defined “document” to include “cordespmai and
“communications of any type, including inteand intraoffice communications, -enails, [and]
deleted emails” Doc. [55].Given this disconre, the Court finds it appropriate to give Plaintiff the
leeway toask about this matter the deposition irmn effort to resolve this specific issue.

Accordingly,

IT ISHEREBY ORDERED tha Plaintiff's Motion to Compel,Doc. [46], is GRANTED.
Defendant’s generalbjections areverruled and Defendant isrderedto designate and produce a

witnessto testify on its behalbn topics 8, 11, 21-23, and 25. —

Dated thisl7th day of November, 2020. /7

MATTHEW T. SCHELP
UNITED STATESDISTRICT JUDGE
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