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RULING

The Court has carefully reviewed the Defendant’s Motion for Protective Order re:
Discovery-Deposition as well as the Response and Reply thereto. The Court has also benefited
from the oral arguments of counsel. The Court has also considered the relevant case law, statutes
and rules of court. Lastly the Court considered the legal file in this matter.

Given that Defense counsel, for purposes of a pending motion for summary judgment,
assumes the truth of the facts as set forth in Plaintiff’s complaint, the Court agrees that it would
be an unnecessary cost for Plaintiff to conduct the three depositions of Defendant’s principal and
two employees. Given that the pending motion for summary judgment concedes the operative
facts and argues that Plaintiff’s suit cannot prevail based on the contract between the parties or
under Arizona law, Plaintiff does not need to conduct additional discovery to respond to the
motion.

IT IS ORDERED GRANTING the Defendant’s Motion for Protective Order re
Discovery — Depositions.
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