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ROUSH, MCCRACKEN, GUERRERO,
MILLER & ORTEGA

650 North Third Avenue
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Karl J. Sandstrom

PERKINS COIE, LLP

607 Fourteenth Street, N.W., Suite 800
Washington, D.C. 20005
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Attorneysfor Gonzalez Plaintiffs

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARIZONA

MariaM. Gorealez, et al.,
Plaintiffs,

VS.

State of Arizona, et al,

Defendants.

N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

No. CV-06-1268-PHX-ROS(L ead)
No. CV-06-1362-PCT-ROS
No. CV-06-1575-PCT-ROS

JOINT STATEMENT OF
DISCOVERY DISPUTE

(Assigned to the Honorable Roslyn O.
Silver)
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Pursuant to Local Rule of Civil Procedure 7.2(j) and the Court’s Rule 16 Order,
counsel hereby notify the Court of a discovery dispute. Counsel certify that they
conferred electronically and made all reasonable efforts to resolvethis discovery dispute
prior to contacting the Court.

County Defendants Statement

Within 3 weeks of the fact discovery deadline and without prior notice, Plaintiffs
sent 13 deposition notices, including 10 for County Defendants, scheduled to begin in
just 7 business days. These depositions will be disruptive and unduly burdensome to
County officials who are preparing for the upcoming Presidential Preference Election,
and must undertake a multitude of duties such as early voting, which begins on January
10, 2008. Two of the County officials, Karen Osborne and F. Ann Rodriguez, have
aready been deposed. In fact, Plaintiffs have conducted 8 depositions - 7 County
Defendants from 5 different Counties (Maricopa, Pima, Coconino, Apache and Navajo)
and the State Elections Director. In good faith, Defendants’ counsel has agreed to 3
additional depositions of election officials from Yavapai and Yuma Counties. For the
other depositions, Defendants seek a protective order because the information sought is
unreasonably cumul ative and duplicative of discovery responses already provided.

Gonzalez Plaintiffs Statement

Gonzalez Plaintiffs notified County Defendants on December 21, 2007 of
depositions they seek before the close of fact discovery. Pursuant to this Court’s
Scheduling Order (Dkt. No. 101), Gonzalez Plaintiffs will resume two depositions. In

addition, Gonzalez Plaintiffs have noticed depositions of a limited number of county
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officials in Yavapai, Yuma and Pinal Counties. At the request of County Defendants,
Gonzalez Plaintiffs have withdrawn two notices of deposition. Gonzalez Plaintiffs
noticed only one deposition of a county officia in the preliminary injunction phase of
the case and did not participate in previous ITCA depositions of Navajo, Coconino and
Apache counties because Gonzalez Plaintiffs have neither individual plaintiffs nor legal
claims specific to those counties. Anticipating that the plaintiffs in these three
consolidated cases will collectively exceed 10 depositions, Gonzalez Plaintiffs request

that the Court enlarge the presumptive ten deposition limit in Fed. R. Civ. P. 30

@(2)(A).

DATED this 7" day of January, 2008. Respectfully submitted,

By: s/Nina Perales
Nina Perales

Counsel for Plaintiffs
Gonzalez, et al.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that on the 7" day of January, 2008, | caused the foregoing
document to be electronically transmitted to the Clerk’ s Office using the CM/ECF
System for filing and transmittal of a Notice of Electronic Filing to CM/ECF registrants.

s/NinaPerales
Nina Perales




