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| Rlaintiffs’ discovery requests are irrelevant rdensome.
§ Specifically, lnterrogatory 3, which seeks “alj documents that relate in any manner to any
! fact related to thig action,” is overly broad and vague. Interrogatory 5, which seeks details

| about the ftems the defendant auctioned through BidZirk, does not appear to be relevant

| toany claim in this action. Interrogatory 13, which seeks identification of “ai documents. . .
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J{A"' | created or maintained through out the course of . . . dealings with BidZirk” is vague, overly
- i

‘!‘ items the defendant consigned with BidZirk, does not appear to be related tq any claim in
this action. Request for Production 7, which seeks the “data contents” of the defendant's

computer, is clearly overly broad and unduly burdensome. Request for Production 8, which
requests correspondence between the plaintiff and “any individual with legal training” with

whom the plaintiff has communicated regarding this action, is also overly broaq. Further,

| two of the discovery requests appear to have been made for no other purpose than to
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