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The Court has before it the Plaintiffs Motion to Compe Discovery Responses and for
Discovery Sanctions relating to the production of the defendants' eectronic cdendars. This matter was
et for hearing with oral argument on this dete before the Court. Daniel E. Becnd, Jr., argued for the
plaintiffs, and Tom Campion argued for the defendants. The Court Reporter was O. J. Robert.

For the following reasons, given ordly at the hearing, the Court DENIED the plaintiffsS motion:

1 The Court found that nothing of substance would be obtained by granting the motion

because the calendars would not show whether a witness attended a meeting, only that
such ameeting was scheduled;

2. The Court found that such production of documents would be too burdensome, both

economicaly and in time, for any expected benefits;

3. The Court found that € ectronic caendars were never contemplated to be included in

electronicaly produced materid. The parties negotiated the type of eectronic materia



that would or should be produced, and these e ectronic calendars were not included.
To include the calendars now and make the defendants revist dl of their prior materiad
would be unduly burdensome at this stage in the litigation; and

Findly, defendants informed the Court in their brief in oppostion to the plaintiffs
motion as well as during ord arguments to the Court that they had turned over the
electronic calendars of two of the three employeesidentified by the plantiffsin their
motion (Lauwers, Reyn, and Vermeulen). Defendants further indicated that the third

employee' s cadendar would be turned over by the end of the date of this hearing.



