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In t“e Matter of th o U »:~'ﬁv2“ ~/
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3y stipula‘ted agreement among the partiles, a:d w Crder of *he Ccard
arswers to the first set of irterrcgatories were %0 ve served by iary 2C, lffl.
Tt 1s nv urderstarding that as of lav 22, B2, A;plica t's answers to Intervercr's
irterrogatories had not yet been served.

Cn av 19, 1021, vou called my office requesting an extensicr of two days
Sap she "‘mivarsity 40 arswer my client's interyomatories, Afser consultation
with mv alient, our approval was granted or cordliilcn that the int rregatories
we hardedelivered %o my client or lay 22, Tou asreed, stating that the
ed 40 mv client's representatlives
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A -~ - -a, .~“A ‘- narded " -~
Lerrogatory answWwers Wou ~e hard-delivered
inspect or

dupirz document ins Friday aftermo
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T am infarmed that a4 2100 p.m., 2t close of document inspection Friday,
“arlel 4imseh, represertasive of mv client, Committee %0 Zridze the Cap,
Has ‘-’avﬂed shat no irterregatory answers weuld e forthcening 2t znat tize,
Ve, Veill Csirarder, statirz 4ha®t ne was passing on word frem ou; sald -e
144 not Know 4re: shg arswers would be fortheoming, but thought "pernaps Tuesda’,”

3hould my client net be i zeceint of Applicant's answers 3y :CC p.7.
“uesda, ‘av 26, my olient will have 0 consider his ° ilure a tyeach of
sha Zeami's Cpder and *he stipulated agreenent regariing the dlscoverw s¢nedule,
ard will have %o serisusly sonsider requesting Zcard assistance in ottt ieing
Applicant's compliance, aAs Applicant's fallure %o comply places a sreal
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suwier an Intervenor, due %o %he rnearress of <he Jure 10 deadline for follow-up
intervozatoriaes, and as Applicant nas falled to co mply with previous Zocaxrd
rders regardinz discovery, Intervenor may “eel corpelled <o request sancticrs. ‘3
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3h ou..J Applicant be unatle to del‘ver to Intervenor by clese of tusiness
Tuesday, ‘ay 26, said Answers, but ave instead a proposal it :eques,s
erveror %o corsider regar“‘*z sald Answers, that proposal should de 1l
rade sy €100 p.m, lav 26, As I uill te in .ria. all day, contact sheuld
ve made directly with !z, laniel Hirsch of *h Committee %o Sridge the 3ap,
1637 3utler, #203, Los ingeles, CA 9002¢, (213) 478-0829,

cawise

Applican* should be on notice that 12 4+ wishes to reques® of In,ervercr
sorsiferation of time extansion ir any future matter, such request should Te
mads at least several davs “efore the deadline Iin questior,

Sincerely,
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