Infogroup, Inc. et al v. Gupta et al Doc. 319

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OMNEBRASKA

INFOGROUP, INC., Delaware corporation;
INFOUSA, INC., Delaware corporation; and

INFOUSA MARKETING, INC., Delaware 8:14CV49
corporation;
Plaintiffs, ORDER
VS.

VINOD GUPTA, and DATABASEUSA.COM
LLC, a Nevada limitediability company;

Defendants.

A telephone conference wdseld on May 1, 2018 regarding an ongoidgcovery

dispute. In accordance with the conversation during the conference,

IT ISORDERED:

1. Counsel discussed a possible resolutiminthe issue cacerning an AEO
designation in therotective order. Counsel wikhgainmeet and confaregarding this issue in an

effort to see if it can be resolved.

2. The parties shall produce the financial documents requested. The production is to

be doubleverified under oath by the responding party.
3. Defendantstounsel is going to confer with his cliemegarding the existence of
documents responsive to Request for Production Nolflfuich documents exist, they must be

produced.

4. Defendantshall produce documents responsive to Request for Producti@¥#No.
as discussed during the telephone conference.
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5. Responsive documents shall beguced no later than 5:00 p.m. on May 4, 2018.
Plaintiffs’ counselshall mnfer with herclients and povide potential dates for a Rule 30(b)(6)

deposition by the close of busingeday.

Dated this 1st day of May, 2018.

BY THE COURT:

s/ Susan M. Bazis
United States Magistrate Judge



