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22 al. 
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) JUDICIAL COUNCIL COORDINATION 
) PROCEEDING NO. 4095 
) 
) San Francisco Superior Court No. 303753 
) Los Angeles Superior Court No. BC210894 
) Los Angeles Superior Court No. BC214794 
) 
) NOTICE OF LODGMENT IN 
) SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR AN 
) ORDER PRECLUDING EVIDENCE 
) THAT DEFENDANTS' ALLEGED 
) CONDUCT HAS CAUSED 
) ACQUISITION OF FIREARMS BY 
) CRIMINALS AND OTHER 
) PROHIBITED PERSONS 
) 
) DATE: July 19, 2002 
) TIME: 8:30 a.m. 
) DEPT: 65 
) 
) Hon. Vincent P. DiFiglia 

------------------------------) 25 

26 Pursuant to Rule 319 of the California Rules of Court and Rule 6.15 of the San Diego 

27 County Local Rules, certain defendants hereby lodge the following documents in support of their 

28 Motion For an Order Precluding Evidence That Defendants' Alleged Conduct Has Caused 

NOTICE OF LODGMENT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR AN ORDER PRECLUDING E IDENCE 

1\ 



1751947.1 

1 Acquisition of Firearms by Criminals and Other Prohibited Persons: 

2 Exhibit 1: Portions of transcript of March 20,2001 hearing; 

3 Exhibit 2: Court Order dated March 26,2001; 

4 Exhibit 3: Case Management Order No.3 dated July 26,2001; 

5 Exhibit 4: Stipulation and Order dated July 13, 2001; 

6 Exhibit 5: Court Order dated November 20,2001; 

7 Exhibit 6: Case Management Order No.4 dated January 28, 2002; 

8 Exhibit 7: Case Management Order No.5 dated March 26,2002; 

9 Exhibit 8: Notice of Taking Deposition(s) of City of Sacramento; 

10 Exhibit 9: Transcript of Apri119, 2002 hearing; 

11 Exhibit 10: Transcript of June 19,2001 hearing; and 

12 Exhibit 11: Plaintiffs' Supplemental Responses to Sturm, Ruger & Company, Inc.'s 
Second Set of Form Interrogatories. 
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Dated: June 28, 2002 

Dated: June 28, 2002 

LUCE, FORWARD, HAMILTON & SCRIPPS LLP 

By: Lawrence 1. Kouns 
Lawrence J. Kouns 
Co-Liaison Counsel for Defendant Manufacturers 

WILDMAN, HARROLD, ALLEN & DIXON 

By: James B. Vogts 
James B. Vogts 
Co-Liaison Counsel for Defendant Manufacturers 
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO 

3 DEPARTMENT 65 BEFORE HON. VINCENT P. DI FIGLIA, JUDGE 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

COORDINATION PROCEEDING 
SPECIAL TITLE - RULE 1550 (B) 

FIREARM CASES 

INCLUDED ACTIONS: 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

PEOPLE, ETC. ) 
V. ARCADIA MACHINE & TOOL, INC. ) 

PEOPLE, ETC. 
V. ARCADIA MACHINE & TOOL 

PEOPLE, ETC. 
V. ARCADIA MACHINE & TOOL 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

-----------------------------) 

JUDICIAL COUNCIL 
COORDINATION PROCEEDING 
NO. 4095 

SAN FRANCISCO SUPERIOR COURT 
NO. 303 753 

LOS ANGELES· SUPERIOR COURT 
NO. BC 210 894 

LOS ANGELES SUPERIOR COURT 
NO. BC 214 794 

15 REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT 

16 MARCH 20, 2001 
.. , 

17 APPEARANCES OF COUNSEL: 

18 FOR THE PLAINTIFFS: 

19 

20 

21 

22 
" .. 

23 FOR THE DEFENDANTS: 

24 

25 

27 

28 

MICHAEL J.DOWD, ESQ. 
STEPHEN P. POLAPINK, ESQ. 
MILBERG, WEISS, BERSHAD, HYNES 
& LERACH, LLP 
600 WEST BROADWAY 
1800 ONE AMERICA PLAZA 
SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92101-3356 
619-231-1058 

JAMES B. VOGTS, ESQ. 
WILDMAN, HARROLD, ALLEN & DIXON 
225 WEST WACKER DRIVE 
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60606-1229 
312-201-2670 

ROBERT C. WRIGHT, ESQ. 
'WRIGHT & L'ESTRANGE 
701 B STREET, SUITE 1550 
SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 912101 

(CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE) 
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1 APPEARANCES ( CONTINUED) : 

2 FOR THE DEFENDANTS: 
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10 
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12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

11' 
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19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 REPORTED BY: 

28 

ROBERT C. GEBHARDT, ESQ. 
SCHNADER, HARRISON, SEGAL & LEWIS 
601 CALIFORNIA STREET, SUITE 1200 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94108 
415-364-6705 

PATRICIA E. LUX, CSR #3477 
OFFICIAL REPORTER 
619-685-6024 
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1 ARE CONCEDING THEY DON'T NEED NOW. I WANT THAT HISTORY WITH THE 

2 COURT WHEN WE COME BACK IN, WHEN ONE OF THEIR CODEFENDANTS SAY 

3 IT, BECAUSE I THINK IT·IS A PROBLEM, AND IT IS A MASSIVE BURDEN. 
, 

4 I UNDERSTAND THAT THE COURT DIDN'T SEE BURDEN AFFIDAVITS AT THIS 

5 TIME LIKE YOU DID THE LAST TIME, ANDTHAT'SBECAUSE:WE 'RECOGNIZED 

6 TI-iAT SOMEOF.THESEMATERIALSAREGOING"TO ,BE RELEVANT, AND WE 

7 SHOULD TURN THEM OVER, AND WE WANT TO DO THAT, YOUR HONOR, BUT I 

8 WANT TO KNOW WHAT THE EXTENT OF IT IS, AND I FEEL COMFORTABLE 

9 WITH THE COURT HAVING THAT KNOWLEDGE, I THINK, AS TO DISCOVERY. 

10 I MEAN, I DON'T THINK WE EVEN HAVE TO GET INTO PLAINTIFFS' CASE. 

11 WE'LL GET OUR STUFF TURNED OVER. THE COURT HAS SEEN 

12 MOTIONS TO COMPEL WITH REGARD TO MR. VOGTS' CLIENT. THAT IS 

13 BECAUSE THEY ACTUALLY DIDN'T PRODUCE DOCUMENTS. THE COURT IS 

14 GOING TO FACE DILATORY OBJECTIONS IN THE NEXT COUPLE OF MONTHS. 

15 I DON'T THINK THEY SHOULD BE POINTING AT US. IT IS 

16 SOMETHING I THINK WE WILL HAVE TO DEAL WITH DOWN THE LINE. 

l7 THE COURT: I'M NOT SUGGESTING THAT YOU'RE WEARING THE BLACK 

18 HAT OR THEY ARE WEARING THE WHITE HAT OR VICE VERSA, BUT I THINK 

19 I HAVE AN UNDERSTANDING OF THE PARAMETERS OF WHAT IT IS THAT THEY 

20 WANT, AND I DO HAVE A REASONABLY GOOD MEMORY, AND I SHALL REM EM-

21 BER THAT, AND IF THE INQUIRY STRAYS FROM WHAT I THINK IS PRETTY 

22 NARROW -- GRANTED, IT'S NARROW IN THE ISSUE SENSE; IT'S VERY 

23 WIDELY DISPERSED IN TERMS OF MATERIALS THAT YOU'RE GOING TO HAVE 

24 TO GO THROUGH, NO QUESTION, BUT IN TERMS OF WHAT THEY'RE LOOKING 

25 FORAND WHAT IS DESIRED, I THINK IT IS RELATIVELY NARROW. 

26 MR. DOWD: DOES THE COURT WANT TO SEE US BACK WITH REGARD TO 

27 STATISTICAL SAMPLING IF WE CAN'T REACH AN AGREEMENT AS TO IT? 

28 THE COURT: YES. I WOULD SUGGEST LET'S GO AHEAD WITH EVERY-
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1 THE GUNS THAT, MR.'· VOGTS, yOU PREVi6tiih .. Y INDtCATEDWHEN WE' START-

2 ED.THISEXERCISEWERETHOSE·THATY6utNri:tCAT~btT WOULDBE'SPE-

3CIFICAttYLIMITED ToANO THAT THEY ARE WITH RESPECT TO INFC>RMA-

4 TION·INYOUR pbSSEsSI6~WHi:8H INDICATES Ho.W CRIMINALS AND OTHERS 

5 ACQUIRED THEGUNSANDWHETIfER THE MANNER OF ACQt.J]:~IT±o.N HAD ANY 

6 RAC'l'UALNEXUSTODEFENDANTS' FIREARMS.· IT IS ACAUSATIo.N ISSUE, 

7 AND wtIETHER THECAUSATIo.N· IS DEMONSTRATEDBYA WITNESS'·· STATEMENT 
" .'." 

8 IN ONE 'INSTANCE ; OR, ·YOUKNO'w·;A POLICE o.FFICER' S INVESTIGATIC>N 

9 IN ANPTHERINSTANCE. 

10 THE Co.URT IS No.T RULING THAT YO.U HAVE TO. GIVE EVERY-

11 THING. YOU HAVE TO. GIVE THE INFORMATIo.N THAT IS RESPo.NSIVE TO. 

12 THAT REQUEST. 

13 IT'S THE OLD CAUSATIo.N DEMo.N THAT WE HAVE BEEN DEALING 

14 WITH FRo.M DAY o.NE IN THIS LITIGATIo.N. 

15 MR. DOWD: THAT'S FINE, yo.UR HONo.R. 

16. THE COURT: o.KAY. 

17 MR. DOWD: I JUST A WANTED TO. MAKE SURE THE o.RDER REFLECTS 

18 THAT. 

19 THE Co.URT: AND AS TO. THE CITY AND Co.UNTY o.F Lo.S ANGELES AND 

20 WEST Ho.LLYWo.o.D, Co.UNSEL ARE o.RDERED TO. MEET AND Co.NFER IN o.~DER 

21 TO. ATTEMPT TO o.BTAIN AGREEMENT ON STATISTICAL SAMPLING WHICH IS 

22 ADEQUATE AND RESPo.NSIVE TO. DEFENDANTS' REQUEST. o.KAY? ALL 

23 RIGHT. 

24 MR. DOWD: THANKYo.U, yo.UR HONOR. 

25 MR. Vo.GTS: THANK yo.U, yo.UR HONo.R. 

26 (PROCEEDINGS Co.NCLUDED AT 9:38 A.M.) 

27 * * * * * 
28 
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• • 
MAR 21 2001 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO 

Coordination Proceeding ) JUDICIAL COUNCIL COORDINATION Special Title (Rule 1550 (b» ) PROCEEDING NO. 4095 
) 

FIR..BARMS CASE 
) San Francisco Superior Court No. 303753 
) Los Angeles Superior Court No. BC210894 
) Los Angeles Superior Court No. BC214794 
) 
) 
) ORDER COMPELLING PLAINTIFFS TO 
) DISCLOSE FACfS AND DOCUMENTS Including actions: ) RELATING TO THE ACQUISITIONAL 
) HISTORY OF FIREARMS RECOVERED 
) BY PLAINTIFFS 

Peorle, et al. v. Arcadia Machine & Tool, [nc .• ) 
eta. ) 

) Date: March 20, 2001 
People. et al. v. Arcadia Machine & Tool. Inc .• ) Time: 8:30 a.m. 
(# al. ) Dept: 6S 

) 
People. et al. v. Arcadia Machine & Tool, Inc .• ) Judge: Honorable Vincent P. DiFiglia 21 el al. ... } 

) 
22 ) 

23 

24 On March 20, 2001, at 8:30 a.m. in Department 65 of the above-entitled Court, the 

25 Honorable Vincent P. DiFiglia heard the ex parte motion of defendant manufacturers for an Order 

26 Compelling Plaintiffs to Disclose Facts and Documents Relating to the Ac~uisilional History of 

27 Firearms Recovered by Plaintiffs. Michael J. Dowd of Milberg, Weiss, Bershad, Hynes & Lerach 

28 

ORDER COMPELLING PLAINTIFFS' TO DISCLOSE FACTS AND DOCUMENTS 
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• 
1 LLP, appeared on behalf of the plaintiffs and James B. Vogts of Wildman, Harrold, Allen & Dixon 

2 appeared on behalf of the defendant manufacturers. 

J The Court, having considered the pleadings and other materials submitted in cOMection 

4 with the motion, and having heard the arguments of counsel, 

S IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT defendants' motion is GRANTED. Plaintiffs San 

6 Francisco, Oakland, Sacramento, Berkeley, East Palo Alto, San Mateo County, Alameda County, 

7 Inglewood and Compton are ordered to disclose docwnents in their possession responsive to 

8 Stunri, Ruger Requests for Production Nos. I, 3 and 4 which reflect how criminals and others 

9 acquired the fireanns manufactured andlor sold by defendants and previously identified by 

10 plaintiffs and whether the manner of acquisition has a factual nexus to defendants' aIIeged conduct. 

11 The parties will continue to meet and confer regarding the proposal that the City of Los Angeles, 

12 the County of Los Angeles and West Hollywood produce a statistically significant sample of 

13 documents in their possession which art: rt:spunsive to Sturm, Ruger Requests for Production Nos. 

14 1,3 and 4. 

IS IT IS SO ORDERED: 

16 

17 DATED: HAR 26 2001 ,2001 

19 

VINCENT P. Di FIGLlA 

Vincent P. DiFigJia 
Judge of the Superior Court 

20 APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT: 

21 

22 / 

23 DATED: 3/ZO ,2001 .:...-f.,----..J 
24 

2S 

26 
",1 i) I 

27 DATED:" I \ ,:,. • (,... - ,2001 

28 

MILBERG WEISS BERSHAD HYNES & LERACH LLP 

BY:M~ 
On Behalf Of Plaintiffs 

WILDMAN, HARROLD, ALLEN & DIXON 

C -'. r.) ") 
,--~,.- . .--' ') / . 

By: \./(\ ..... .....:,-,.. ; (,C·., --.." 
Lawrence J. Koun£ 
On Behalf Of Manufacturer Defendants 

2 
ORDER COMPELLING PLAINTIFFS' TO DISCLose FACTS AND DOCUMeNTS 
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DECLARATION OF SERVICE 

In re Firearms Case 
JCCP No. 4095 

People. et al. v. Arcadia Machine & Tool, Inc .• et. al. 
San Francisco Superior Court No. 303753 

Los Angeles Superior Court No. BC210894 
Los Angeles Superior Court No. BC214794 

I, Geralynn D. Vidmar, declare: 

1. I am, and was at the time of service of the papers herein referred to, over the age of 

eighteen years, and not a party to the action, and I am employed in the County of San Diego, State 

of California. My business address is Luce, Forward, Hamilton & Scripps LLP, 600 West 

Broadway, Suite 2600, San Diego, California 92101; telephone number (619) 236-1414; facsimile 

number (619) 645-5389. 

2. On April 3, 2001, I served the following document(s}: 

ORDER COMPELLING PLAINTIFFS TO DISCLOSE FACTS 
AND DOCUMENTS RELATING TO THE ACQUISITIONAL 
HISTORY OF FIREARMS RECOVERED BY PLAINTIFFS 

by JusticeLink Electronic filing on all persons appearing on the Service List. 

I declare under penalty of peIjury under the laws of the State of California that the 

foregoing is true and correct" Executed on April'" 7001 in San Diego. California. 

Geralvnn D. Vidmar 
Geralynn D. Vidmar 
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F' IM~D 
~ 1tII1III*IOfc.t 

JUL 262001 

By: M. tM,SES, oeputy 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNTA 

FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN DrEGO 
10 

11 Coordination Proceeding 
Special Title (Rule 1550 (b» 

12 

13 

14 

FIREARMS CASE 

Including actions: 

) JUDICIAL COUNCIL COORDINATION 
) PROCEEDING NO. 4095 
) 
) San Francisco Superior Court No. 303753 

People, et. at. v. Arcadia Machine & Tool, Inc., et. 
IS at 

) Loa Angeles Superior Court No. BC21 0894 
) Los Angeles Superior Court No. BC2147lJ4 
) 
) ...... : CASE MANAGEMENT 
) ORDERNO.3 

16 Pcople, et. aI. v. Arcadia Machine & Tool, Inc., et. 
al. 

~ Hon. Vincent P. DiFigJia 

Dept: 65 17 
'. People, et. al. v. Arcadia Machine & Tool, Inc., et. 

18 nl. 

19 

20 A. 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Core Document Production 

July 31,2001 

December 21,2001 

Deadline for plaintiffs San Francisco, Oakland. 
Sacramento, Berlceley, East Palo Allo, San Matco CoUnty, 
Alameda County, In~ewood and Compton to produce 
docwncnts in compliance with March 26. 2001 Court 
Order. 

Deadline for plaintiffs Los Angeles City and Los Angeles 
County to produce documents under the Stipulation and 
Order Regarding City of Los Angeles' and County of Los 
Angeles' Production of Firearm Incident Documents. 

i CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO.3 



1 B. fact DiscgveO! 

2 March 15, 2002 

3 

4 

5 
July 12,2002 

~ 

6 

7 

8 C. EXlu~[t Wltg~il§ 

9 March 15. 2002 

11 

12 

13 

14 March 22, 2002 

15 May 6, 2002 

16 

17 July 1,2002 

18 D. ~iSR!!!ltlvSl Moti!!IU , 

19 July 22. 2002 

20 

21 
August 19, 2002 

22 
September 9, 2002 

23 September 23, 2002 

24 E. Documents 

2S October 7,2002 

26 

27 

28 

'f 

o 
.\ 

•• j 

Deadline to complete all fact discovery, including 
depositions. However, if a party subsequently discloses 
new fnet witnesses. the opposing party lIhllll have the I'ight 
to take their depositions. 

Deadline for ~arties 10 provide final fact witness lists, 
identifying infonnation and a bricfslatemenl ofthe nalure 
of their expected testimony. Any witnesses identified 011 
this list woo were nol fonnally identified before the 
discovery deadline on March 29, 2002, can be deposed by 
the party or parties receiving tbis final fact witness list. 

First exchange of expert witness information pursuant to 
C.C.P. § 2034. For those experts who will create or rely on 
statistical models or computerized models, the parties must 
also produce those statistical or computer models and any 
related database on appropriate electronic media to allow 
the opposing dun>, LO nUl, flo'plicalt: or uLhtlfWililo' illtc1prcl 
the model an database, together with all codes, data or 
other infonnation required to run, replicate or otherwise 
interpret the model and databa;e. 

First day to take depositions of experts. 

Second exchange of expert infonnation pursuant to C.C.P. 
§ 2034(h), according to the same protocol as pertains to the 
first exchange of experts. 

Deadline to complete expert witness depositions. 

Deadline to file dispositive motions, such as motions jor 
summary judgment/adjudication. 

Deadline to file oppositions to dispositive motions. 

Deadline to file replies to oppositions to dispositive 
motions. 

Last day for hearing on dispositive motions. 

Deadline to exchange a list of all documents and other 
items to be offered as exhibits at trial, other than solely for 
impeaclunent or rebuttal. 

2 
5'5 CASE M~"GEMEt-lT OROER NO. 3 
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JlL-17-2ea1 11 lin . 

2 October 18. ZOO2 Trill n:adfncSi conft:rencc. 

Nllmnbct 1 S, 2002 Triil. 

" .QYEB 
.5 The t~1Ii iI brr.by JIlIdo au onter ofthit Court. 

6 

1 Dat,Q;\: • -------
I 

9 APPROVEO AS romRM AND CONTEN'{; 

10 DATBD: July l.!.. 2001 LUeS. fORWARD, HAMILrON & SCRlllPS ).1." 

II 

17 

18 

IJATED: l~y 1J:..t 2001 

19 DATI!J)t Jut, ---' 1001 

27 

~8 

DATJm: lI11Y_,2.001 

7 

BY~2·t1!~ 
wrcnco • KoUIli 

Co·LllI!con Coun~ ror Durc:ndant 
Manu~ 

:~O;:;:MOAAOW 

Co-UaUoa COUOlel tar DefmcbnC 
Tradc Associations 

SEDGWICK, D'f.TEI\ T. MORAN & ARNOLD 

By: 
WlYUO A. WOlff 
Co-Liaison Co~I (or Oc:!clldanC 
Distributors 

MILBERG WSlSS BSRSHARD HYNES &. 
LliRACH .IJJI 

By: 
Smull OOldsteln 
Co-Lilisoll Counsel fol' Plaintiffi 

3 
: AS! 1.wIA41!~"T ORO I" NO. , 

TOTAL P.02 
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Imcoc,l 

( ( 

G 
JU.. 18 '01 13:S0 FR ~ 

............ ,·v.&w ... .&101 "'I., aJ.. '111'/IOl TO 9I30GUSll3gs~S44?"ti P. 024r.Z 
10:06 PAGE 5/5 RightF~x 

F. .It:!!! 
2 Oorobcr 18, 2002 Trial rcaciiMlI conreroqce. 
3 Novcmh« 15.1002 Tri.l. 

oRnER 
$ 

The ruro;oJas l~hetaby made *n Ordcrotthis Court. 
6 , Dated:' 

8 

9 4lPPRQV£b AS TO MRM AND CONTENT: 

U 
DATnD: July ---.,12001. LUea PORWARD, HAMILTON &: SCR(PPS III' 

i 
I 
I 

12 

13 

14 

15 
DATED! luly -,2001 

By; Ii LaWfti~C J. KOllns 
Co-Uai!oR Coqmel rlU' Dt:fl:llda,nl 
MMw~rers 

KOLETSK.Y, MANCINI, FeLOMAN & MORROW 

]7 

18 

19 

~ 

21 

22 

23 

24 

26 

2' 
28 

DATED: luly ~ 2001 

DATE!); July _, 2001 

fly: 
Stull! Caldwoll 
Co-Ualson CQW1I;CI fur Deft:tkllUlt 
Trade AllioclaUotl3 

MILBERG WEISS BERSHAlU> HYNES &. 
LER.ACH' I..U' 

loli&1i Goldltcin 
Co<-Ualson Counsel for PI:ililtiffs 

7 n • CASE ~ OI\O!"NO. a 

** TOTn!.. PAGE. 82 ** 

I 

f 
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JuHT-OI 01:51111 FICI-

1'1 J[[1al 

'2 

3 

" 

October l.8,2002 

Novcmbcr 15,1002 

Tri.1 readine!s conference. 

trial. 

OlDER 

Cj 

1-558 P.OQ21002 ,...3 

: n. rc..,.,r.g .. u..by ........ ~or' c..... • 

7 n.t.d~:1.' J.O'-2 Y ~ R£B b 
:> Vincmt P. DiE'31ii 

g Judge or 1M Superior Court 

9 AlmOVEJ) AS .T.o l!'ORM AND coN'Tl:N't: 
l DATED: July -,2001 

II 

12. 

13 

14 

IS 
OA'fm>: lull' --..J 2001 

16 

'19 . DA1'EJ): lul), ----,1001 

23 DATED: l~y 17 .1001 

24 

2S 

2 

27 

~ .. ---- ...... - . 

UJCE, FOR.WAl'ID.ltAMIL TON & SCRIPPS I.'''' 

By: 
Ltwmv:e 1. KOiiliS 
Co-LiaiIOQ ColD15Cl rOt'Defendant 
MIU'Wt'aeturen 

ltOLETSKY. MANCINl. FBLDMAN &. MORROW 

By: 
SUlll1 clldiJ{cil 
Co-Lfl&isoQ CoUDHl for Deflllldwll 
Tndc Assodlti01ll 

SEDGWICK., DE"l'!aT. MOMN & ARNOLD 

By: 
Wa~~:;:'Ol(( eo.; . Co~l for Defend.at 
Distrlbuton 

MILBBRG WEISS BERSllARD HYNES & 
I..EllACH u..P 

By: 

3 
., ... SilIioU\Nll.O!!.l<lltNT OM~ NO. J 

...... _----
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--~ .. ~-.--------------------J( ~'~'.~. ______________ ~~ 
.\ " :", 

. . 7 • :.... \ 

"ORIGINAl ·.niSUC1:LlN.fc 

MILBERG WEISS BERSHAD 
HYNES & LERACli LLP 

2 WILLlAM S. LERACH (68581} 
FRANK J. JANECEK. JR. (156306) 

3 MICHAELJ. DOWD(135628) 
STEPHEN P. POLAPINK (177489) 

4 JONAH H. GOLDSTBlN (193,777) 
600 West Broadway, Suite 1800 

5 -Sao Diego. CA92101 
Telephone: .6191231-105& 

6 6191231-7423 (fax) 
- and-

7 PATRICKJ. CQUGHLIN(11l070) 
EX KANO S. SAMS n (192936) 

8 JASONT. BAKER. (212380) 
100 Pine Street, Suitt 2600 

9 San Francisco, CA 94111 . 
Telephone: 4151288-4545 

10 4151288-4534 (falc) 

-,~GID 
~ ~'8?t=?ti. 

.y~~. 
~t\I 

~ \." 7.'U~' 
·SU~ ~ 

~'~'1~ 
LIEFF. CABRASER, HEIMANN 
& BERNSTEIN, LLP 

ROBERT I. NELSON (132797) 
RICHARD M. FRANCO (170970) 
JENNIE LEE ANDERSON (203586) 
275 Battery Stteet, 30th Floor 
San FranclSco, CA 94111~9333 
Telephone: 41~/9S6-1000 
4151956-1008 (fax) 

11 Attorneys for The People of the State of Califomia, et aI. 

12 

13 

14 

IS 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO 

Coordination Proceeding Special Titlo (Rule 
16 lSSO(b») 

11 FIREARM CASE 

18 Including actions: 

19 People, et aI. v. Mcadia Macltilte & Tool. Inc.. 
elal. 

20 
People. et aL v. Arcadia MaclJine " Tool, Inc., 

21 etaL 

~2 People. et aI. v.Arcadia Machine & Tool, Inc., 
etaf . 

) JUDICIAL COUNCIL COO'RDINATlON 
) PROCEEDING NO. 409S 

~ San Francisco Superior Court No. 303753 
) lAs ~Ics Superior Court No. BC21 0294 
) Los Angeles Superior Court No. BC214794 

I ~~~~d&f' aJ los 
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) ANGELES' PRODUcnON OF F1REARM 
) INCIDENT DOCUMENTS 
) 
) 
) 

23 

24 
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26 

27 

28 
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I The following !tipnl~tiQ~ and order has been agreed to by the parties to tbesecases as a 

2 compromise of dispute regarding the CityofL()s Angeles' and the County of Los Angeles' obligation 

3 to produce documents and infonnation in their possession reflecting the acquisition, sale and we of 

4 ftreamlS in their communities. In agreeing to accept less than a c~mplete production of such 

5 documents and infonnation, defendants do not represent in this or anY'other case that less than a full 
. -

6 and complete production OfiUCh docUIllents and intonnation is proper or adequate for any legal or 

7 factual purpose. Defendants' willingness to compromise is premised, in part, on theuniqllc nature 

8 of the California plaintiffs' claims under Business & Professions 'Code §§ 17200 and 17500 and the 

9 relief available to the plaintiffs under the Court's Septem~er 1 s. 2000 order. 

10 1.. Plaintiffs City ofLos Angeles and County ofLos Angeles will produCe the following: 

J1 a. AU incident reports and related acquisitional history for firearms submitted 

12 for tracing by the City of Los Angeles and the County of Los Angeles from 1996-2000. 

13 b. A. to any defendant manufacturn withmorc than 385 firearms in the County 

14 of Los Angeles property room databaae from 1996.2000, incident reports and related acquisitional 

IS historyinformation relating to 385 ofthos" firearms to be selected at random from the County of Los 

16 AngeleS database. Plaintiffs and defendants will mutually participate in developing the procedure 

11 by which the sample is selected and in tho $Olection of the sample ii$elf. As to any defc::ndant 

18 manufacturer with 385 or fewer fn-earms in the County of Los Angeles propertyroOni database from 

19 199§.2000, incident reports and relat<'Xl &Cquisitional history infonnation relate<J to each of1hose 

20 firearms. 

21 

22 

2. The parties further agree to the following: 

a. The parties enter into this stipulation as a compromise to balance defendants' 

23 need for certain "incident" cUscovety with the potential burden imposed on plainliffs by the scope 

24 of defendants' discovery requests. However. by entering into this stipulation, defendants do not 

25 concede that any sample drawn or information provided pursuant to this stipulation is: (i) 

26 representative of aU firearm incidenta or any 5Ubset of firearm incidents in the.County of Los 

27 Angeles andlor the City of Los Angeles; (ii) representative of all such incidents documented in 

28 records kept and maintained by the County otLos Angeles and/or the City of Los Angeles: or (iii) 

~ilPA 
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1 a valid basis for drawing statistical inf'erences on any legal or factual issue in the case. These matters 

2 will be subject to proof at trial. 

3 b. The City of Los Angeles, the City of West Hollywood and the County ofLos 

4 Angeles agree not to offer expert or lay witness testimony based on incident reports prepared by the 

/ S Los Angeles Police Department or the Los Angeles County Sherifi's Office, which are not produced 

6 to defendants pursuant to this stipulation. 

1 Co It is the intent of the parties to this litigation that the obligation of the City of 

8 Los Angeles, County of Los Angeles and the City of West Hollywood to produce "incident" 

9 discovery should be satisfted by the agreement set forth herein. Nevertheless, the parties understand 

10 and agree that certain of the defendants, having reviewed the materials produced pursuant to .his 

11 stipulation, may conclude that additional materials should be produced. Plaintiffs reserve the right 

12 to object to the production of any additional "incident" discovery. Should the requesting defendant 

13 and the plaintifl' or plaintiffs to whom the request is made fall to agree to the additional production, 

14 the requesting defendant may promptly move to compel therequcsted production under tJte ex parte 

I S procedure set forth in Section S of Case Management Order No. 1. The requesting defendant's 

Hi supporting papers and the objecting plaintiffs opposition papers shall be the only papers served and 

11 filed on the matter in dispute, unless otherwise ordered by tbe Court. 
~~ . 

18 DATED: _ If) .2001 MILBERG WEISS BERSHAD 
19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

STIP& 

HYNES & LERACH LLP 
WILLIAM S. LERACH 
FRANK 1. lANECEl{.lR. 
MICHAELJ, DOWD 
ST£p~~POLAP~ 

roNAH~~ 
~~~ 

600 West Broadway. Suite 1800 
San Diego, CA 92101 
Telephone: 619/23t~105g 
619/231~7423 (fax) 

Liaison Counsel for Plaintiffs 

. , . 
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8 

9 

10 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO 

11 Coordination Proceeding 
Special Title (Rule 1550 (b» 

12 

) JTTDTCTAL COUNCTLCOORDJNATTON 
) PROCEEDING NO. 4095 
) 

13 FIREARMS CASE ) San Francisco Superior Court No. 303753 

14 

15 

) Los Angeles Superior Court No. BC210894 
) Los Angeles Superior Court No. BC214794 

Including aClions: ~ ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANT 
. ) MANUFACTURERS' EX PARTE MOTION 

People, et. al. v. Arcadia Machine & Tool, Inc.,) TO COMPEt THE CITY OF 
16 et. al. ) SAN FRANCISCO'S COMPLIANCE WITH 

) THE COURT'S MARCH 26,2001 ORDER 
17 People, et. a1. v. Arcadia Machine & Tool, Inc.,) 

18 
et. al. ) Date: November 20. 2001 

) Time: 8:30 a.m .. 
People, et. al. v. Arcadia Machine & Tool, Inc.,) Dept: 6S 

19 et. al. ) 

20 
-------------_-J} Hon. Vincent P. DiFiglia 

21 On November 20, 2001 at 8:30 a.m., the ex parte motion ofDcfcndant Manufacturers for an 

22 Order compelling The City of San Francisco's compliance with the Court's March 26, 2001 Order 

23 came on for hearing in Department 65 of the above-entitled Court. Defendant Manufacturers and 

24 Plaintiffs were each represented by their liaison counsel. The Court. having reviewed the written 

2S materials submitted, having heard argument of counsel and for good cause shown: 

26 III 

27 III 

28 III 

ORDER GRANTING OEF. MANUFACTURERS' EX PARTE MOTION TO COMPEL COMPl.IANCE 



/ 

1694141.1 

1 IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the motion is GRANTED and Plaintiff City orSan Francisco 

2 is ordered to comply with this Court's previous Orders and complete its production of documents 

l regarding criminal rtreanns incidents on or before November 30, 2001. 

4 

5 Dated: 
NOV 2 fl2Un1 VINC'FNT P . Di FIGLIA 

6 Vincent P. DiFiglia 
Judge of the Superior Court 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

2 
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