


I to Compel Further Responses to: (1) Requests for Admissions, Set One, and (2) Form

2 Interrogatories, Set One (collectively “Plaintiffs’ Motions”), on February 17, 2014, originally set

3 to be heard on April 24, 2015;

4 WHEREAS, Defendants Kamala Harris and Stephen Lindley (collectively “Defendants”)

5 have given Plaintiffs notice of Defendants’ intention to file a Motion for Judgment on the

6 Pleadings (“Defendants’ Motion”) On June 5, 2015;

7 WHEREAS, Defendants’ counsel has a prior commitment on the date set for the hearing

8 of Plaintiffs’ Motions;

9 WHEREAS, Counsel for the Parties have meet and conferred and agreed to use a

10 modified briefing and hearing schedule, with the hearings for both the Plaintiffs’ Motions and

11 Defendants’ Motion being set for June 5, 2015, upon the approval of the Court; and

12 WHEREAS, the parties now desire to jointly propose the following schedule be adopted

13 as to the filing and service of briefing on the parties’ motions.

14 STIPULATION

15 Upon the Court’s execution of the proposed order provided herewith, the parties will

16 follow the following briefing and hearing schedule:

17 1. Plaintiffs’ Motions: Previously Filed & Served

18 2. Defendants’ Oppositions to Plaintiffs’ Motions: Filed and Served by 04/03/15

19 3. Replies in Support of Plaintiffs’ Motions: Filed and Served by 04/17/15

20 (Hearing of April 24, 2015, continued to June 5, 2015)

21 4. Defendants’ Motion: Filed and Served by 05/01/15

22 5. Plaintiffs’ Opposition to Defendants’ Motion: Filed and Served by 05/15/15

23 6. Reply in Support of Defendants’ Motion: Filed and Served by 05/29/15

24 7. Hearing on all three motions at issue: June 5, 2015

25 The parties agree that this Stipulation will only be effective if the Court enters an order

26 based on this Stipulation, and that neither party is waiving any substantive claim or argument by

27 entering into this Stipulation.

28 SO STIPULATED.
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1 Dated: March 11, 2015 MIC L & ASSOCIATES, P.C.

4 cott M’. Franklin
Attorneys for the Plaintiffs/Petitioners

5
Dated: March 11, 2015 KAMAL D. HARRIS

6 Attorney General of California
STEPAN A. HAYTAYAN

7 Supervising Deputy Attorney General
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_________________________________

Anthony R. Haki
10 Deputy Attorney General
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Attorneys for Defendants/Respondents
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1 Dated: March 11, 2015 MICHEL & ASSOCIATES, P.C.
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Scott M. Franklin
Attorneys for the Plaintiffs/Petitioners

5
Dated: March 11, 2015 KAMAL D. HARRIS

6 Attorney Gener I of California
STEPAN . H TAVAN

7 SuDuAftorney General

Anthony . HàJCI
1.0 Deputy A’ttorney General
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ORDER

2 Based on the Stipulation of the parties dated March 11,2015, the Court GRANTS the

3 parties’ request to adopt the following schedule and to continue the hearing date set for Plaintiffs’

4 Motions to Compel Further Responses to Form Interrogatories, Set One, and Requests for

5 Admission, Set One (“Plaintiffs’ Motions”), from April 24, 2015, to June 5, 2015.

6 1. Plaintiffs’ Motions Previously Filed & Served

7 2. Defendants’ Oppositions to Plaintiffs’ Motions: Filed and Served by 04/03/15

8 3. Replies in Support of Plaintiffs’ Motions: Filed and Served by 04/17/15

9 (Hearing of April 24, 2015, continued to June 5, 2015)

10 4. Defendants’ Motion for Judgment on the Pleadings: Filed and Served by 05/01/15

11 5. Plaintiffs’ Opposition to Defendants’ Motion: Filed and Served by 05/15/15

12 6. Reply in Support of Defendants’ Motion: Filed and Served by 05/29/15

13 7. Hearing on All Three Motions at Issue: 06/05/15

14 IT IS SO ORDERED.

15

16 Date:

__________________
__________________________________________

Hon. Michael P. Kenny, Judge of the Superior Court
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1 PROOF OF SERVICE

2 STATE OF CALIFORNIA

3 COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO

I, Laura L. Quesada, am employed in the City of Long Beach, Los Angeles County, California.
I am over the age eighteen (18) years and am not a party to the within action. My business address is
180 East Ocean Blvd., Suite 200, Long Beach, CA 90802.

6
On March 12, 2015, the foregoing document(s) described as

STIPULATION REGARDING BRIEFING SCHEDULES AND HEARING DATES FOR (1)
7 PLAINTIFF’S MOTION TO COMPEL FURTHER RESPONSES TO FORM

INTERROGATORIES, SET ONE, PROPOUNDED ON DEFENDANTS KAMALA HARRIS
8 AND STEPHEN LINDLEY AND MOTION TO COMPEL FURTHER RESPONSES TO

REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS, SET ONE, PROPOUNDED ON DEFENDANTS KAMALA
9 HARRIS AND STEPHEN LINDLEY AND MOTION TO COMPEL FURTHER RESPONSES

TO REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS, SET ONE, PROPOUNDED ON DEFENDANTS
10 KAMALA HARRIS AND STEPHEN LINDLEY; AND (2) DEFENDANT KAMALA HARRIS

AND STEPHEN LINDLEY’S MOTION FOR JUDGMENT ON THE PLEADINGS;

11 [PROPOSED] ORDER

12 on the interested parties in this action by placing
[ ] the original

13
[X] a true and correct copy

thereof enclosed in sealed envelope(s) addressed as follows:

14 Kamala D. Harris, Attorney General of California
Office of the Attorney General

15 Anthony Hakl, Deputy Attorney General
1300 I Street, Suite 1101

16 Sacramento, CA 95814

17 X (BY MAIL) As follows: I am “readily familiar” with the firm’s practice of collection and
processing correspondence for mailing. Under the practice it would be deposited with the U.S.

18 Postal Service on that same day with postage thereon fully prepaid at Long Beach, California,
in the ordinary course of business. I am aware that on motion of the party served, service is

19 presumed invalid if postal cancellation date is more than one day after date of deposit for
mailing an affidavit.

20 Executed on March 12, 2015, at Long Beach, California.

(VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL As follows: I am “readily familiar” with the firm’s practice of
21 collection and processing correspondence for overnight delivery by UPS/FED-EX. Under the

practice it would be deposited with a facility regularly maintained by UPS/FED-EX for receipt
22 on the same day in the ordinary course of business. Such envelope was sealed and placed for

collection and delivery by UPS/FED-EX with delivery fees paid or provided for in accordance
23 with ordinary business practices.

Executed on November 13, 2014, at Long Beach, California.
24

X (STATE) I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the
25 foregoing is true and correct.

26 (FEDERAL) I declare the bar of this court
at whose direction the

27
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