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Plaintiff's Motion for Order Remedying Defendant's Litigation Abuse, for Return and Suppression of
Stolen Documents is ordered CONTINUED to March 4, 2022 at 8:30 a.m. (ROA 147.)
 
There are a number of issues with the papers submitted by both sides.  
 
Plaintiff's memorandum and notice of lodgment both refer to an email from Anna Laurel to Sally Luck
dated August 26, 2020. However, the relevant document, labeled Exhibit C, appears to be an email
exchange from April 6 and 9, 2020. Plaintiff is to lodge the August 26, 2020 email with the court on or
before Monday, February 27, 2022.
 
Defendant filed a notice of lodgment identifying Exhibits 1-8. However, the court did not receive this
lodgment. Defendant is to lodge the exhibits with the court on or before Monday, February 27, 2022.
 
The court does not have a clear picture of the scope of the emails in dispute. The court surmises all of
the disputed emails referenced in Sally Luck's declaration. In order to maintain the privileged nature of
any potentially privileged documents, the court has not reviewed any of the exhibits referenced in Sally
Luck's declaration. (See Evid. Code § 915(a) and Costco Wholesale Corp. v. Superior Court (2009) 47
Cal.4th 725, 736-37.) The court orders Plaintiff to lodge a privilege log for the court on or before
Monday, February 27, 2022, with the following information 1) a general description of each email in
dispute without compromising any potential privilege, 2) the date of each email, 3) the names and job
titles of all persons who sent and received each email, 4) the relationship(s) between the persons on
each email, and 5) the privilege(s) or other legal protection(s) which Plaintiff asserts apply to each email.
The log is to separately number each email.  
 
In addition, there is some confusion over how Defendant came into possession of each email.
Defendant's briefing mentions two different methods: 1) an anonymous priority mail package containing
copies of Ms. Laurel's emails, and 2) a search performed by Defendant's CFO, Steve Sadler, of Ms.
Laurel's personal email account. Accordingly, on or before Tuesday, February 28, 2022, Defendant is
to lodge with the court a response log 1) identifying each email as numbered in Plaintiff's log and 2) the
means by which Defendant came into possession of each email.  
 
No further briefing is permitted.
 
It appears Plaintiff filed two copies of her reply brief. (ROA 171, 174.) They appear to the court to be
identical and thus the second copy is duplicative. Accordingly, the court will consider the first-filed
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version at ROA 171. However, if the later-filed copy at ROA 174 is different and was intended to replace
the earlier-filed version, Plaintiff's counsel is to advise the court of this at hearing on February 25,
2022.
 
Lastly, the court would like to hear from all counsel regarding the status of the forensic analysis
referenced in Attorney Joshua Pang's February 17, 2022 declaration.  (ROA 172.)
 
Defendant's Motion to Disqualify Plaintiff's Counsel is also ordered CONTINUED to March 4, 2022 at
8:30 a.m.  
 
There are issues with the papers pertaining to this motion as well.  
 
Defendant initially filed a motion to disqualify on December 9, 2021 with supporting papers. (ROA
116-122.) Although the initially filed papers included a document labeled "Defendant's Notice of
Lodgment of Exhibits in Support of Motion to Disqualify Plaintiff's Counsel" (ROA 122), a duplicate of this
document was also filed the following day (ROA 123). Without explanation, an "amended" notice of
motion and "amended" memorandum of points and authorities, along with a different set of declarations,
was filed February 1, 2022. (ROA 153-160.) If the "amended" papers were intended to replace the
original set, that was not made clear from Defendant's papers. Moreover, the court did not authorize
Defendant to file additional briefing when it granted Defendant's ex parte application to advance hearing
on this motion on December 20, 2021.   (ROA 144.)
 
Accordingly, on or before February 28, 2022, Defendant is to file a notice with the court identifying, by
ROA number, each document it seeks to have the court consider for this motion. If any "amended"
papers were intended to replace any originally filed papers, that information is to be included in the
notice as well.  
 
No further briefing is permitted. 
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