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Paintiff Virginia Giuffre (*Ms. Giuffre”), by and through her undersigned counsd,
hereby files this Response in Opposition to Defendant’ s Motion to Compel and her baseless

Motion for Sanctions (DE 354).

INTRODUCTION

DEFENDANT'SENTIRE MOTION SHOULD BE DENIED

Defendant’ s motion violates Local Rule 37.1, and should be denied for that reason before

the Court even reaches the merits. Local Rule 37.1 states that, “upon any motion or application
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involving discovery or disclosure requests or responses under Fed. R. Civ. P. 37, the moving
party shall specify and quote or set forth verbatim in the motion papers each discovery request
and response to which the motion or application is addressed.” For the mgjority of discovery
items upon which Defendant moves, Defendant has wholly failed to do this. Instead, Defendant
edits out agreat dea of Ms. Giuffre's answers and objections to the interrogatories, skipping
entire data sets put forth in response to the interrogatories, and skipping Ms. Giuffre most cogent
objections.

Thisisimproper conduct. Upon a motion to compel, a Court is called upon to evaluate
the discovery requests as well as the responses and objections. Loca Rule 37.1 isdesigned to
protect against the exact type of self-serving editing of the opposing party’s objections that
Defendant has donein this brief. Accordingly, the Court should deny Defendant’ s motion in its
entirety for failure to comply with Local Rule 37.1. See Blodgett v. Semens Industry, Inc., 2016
WL 4203490, at *1 (E.D.N.Y ., 2016) (denying motion without prejudice for failure to comply
with Local Rule 37.1 (which isthe same rule in the Eastern District of New Y ork)).

1. MOTION TO COMPEL RESPONSESTO INTERROGATORIESSHOULD BE
DENIED

A. Interrogatory No. 5
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Interrogatory No. 6
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Interrogatory No. 7
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Interrogatory No. 8
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Interrogatory No. 13
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Interrogatory No. 14



Case 1:15-cv-07433-LAP Document 378 Filed 08/17/16 Page 27 of 50

21



Case 1:15-cv-07433-LAP Document 378 Filed 08/17/16 Page 28 of 50

N
N



Case 1:15-cv-07433-LAP Document 378 Filed 08/17/16 Page 29 of 50

23



Case 1:15-cv-07433-LAP Document 378 Filed 08/17/16 Page 30 of 50

N
N



Case 1:15-cv-07433-LAP Document 378 Filed 08/17/16 Page 31 of 50

25



Case 1:15-cv-07433-LAP Document 378 Filed 08/17/16 Page 32 of 50

V. PLAINTIFFF'SANSWERSTO DEFENDANT’'SREQUESTSFOR ADMISSIONS
ARE NOT DEFICIENT AND DEFENDANT'SMOTION SHOULD BE DENIED

>

Requestsfor Admission Nos. 1-8 and 13
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Requestsfor Admission Nos. 12




Case 1:15-cv-07433-LAP Document 378 Filed 08/17/16 Page 35 of 50

29



Case 1:15-cv-07433-LAP Document 378 Filed 08/17/16 Page 36 of 50

<

PLAINTIFF'SRESPONSESTO DEFENDANT’SOVERLY BROAD REQUESTS
FOR PRODUCTOIN ARE COMPLIANT WITH HER DISCOVERY
OBLIGATIONSUNDER THE APPLICABLE RULESAND DFEENDANT’S
MOTION SHOULD BE DENIED

>

Request for Production No. 1

w
o
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Request for Production No. 4

O

Request for Production No. 9
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Request for Production No. 10
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Requestsfor Production No. 11 and No. 12
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VI. CONCLUSION

Defendant’ s brief is bereft of case law, lacking the authority upon which this Court can
grant her overly-broad requests, many of which have already been fully satisfied. Similarly,
Defendant’ s motion for sanctions is completely baseless, and should be denied. For the foregoing
reasons, Ms. Giuffre respectfully requests Defendant’s Motion to Compel and for Sanctions be
denied inits entirety.

DATED: August 17, 2016.
Respectfully Submitted,
BOIES, SCHILLER & FLEXNERLLP
By: /9 Meredith Schultz

Sigrid McCawley (Pro Hac Vice)
Meredith Schultz (Pro Hac Vice)
Boies Schiller & Fexner LLP
401 E. Las Olas Blvd., Suite 1200

Ft. Lauderdale, FL 33301
(954) 356-0011

David Boies

Boies Schiller & Flexner LLP
333 Main Street

Armonk, NY 10504
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Bradley J. Edwards (Pro Hac Vice)
FARMER, JAFFE, WEISSING,
EDWARDS, FISTOS & LEHRMAN, P.L.
425 North Andrews Avenue, Suite 2

Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301

(954) 524-2820

Paul G. Cassell (Pro Hac Vice)
S.J. Quinney College of Law
University of Utah

383 University St.

Salt Lake City, UT 84112
(801) 585-5202'%

18 This daytime business address is provided for identification and correspondence purposes only
and is not intended to imply institutional endorsement by the University of Utah for this private
representation.
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