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SINGLETON LAW GROUP

RE: Cobfins vs. Mock Brothers
USDC, Cantral District of Calfornla, #EDCV-02-1343 8GL

Dear Mr, Peters:
|mmmwmom1s.2ooammpomwume.

RmdeWammmbﬁﬁ.nmwmﬁmmon
Dd.ndaﬂ'spﬂ;eownel.m Wommmﬂeinzwouldmmmwwun
complete copy of the fle. She apparently not Please Q copy of the brtef
enciosed. lwouldappmduhﬁutyourecbmm:ndprwldaucopydbefendmt’s
brief.

m,mw-wmmrmmlm,mwbmmm
MMammmthdem.EMbmamm
pmpm(yofPldrmrhdornmdormHtmwumwhyhmauidnudnotba
produced. The obligation is to particioats and draft the Rint sfatemnean

lmmmam&mebanavouwmm,bmbom,l-mm
participate to dreft int stalement, promptly, the motion to compel will be
wgeﬁmwlﬂladodamonm:pmﬂgmhekofcoopemn. AR

The financial information requested by Plaintff ie relevant on
of prevalling party status. Cammabopmvuaﬂ'ntany
violation of Callfornia law, Aammmdnumbamum
m.mammmnummmwmw
bambliohﬂnrumdhﬁoncﬁemd(mmummwk)

I

i

!
i
z

]
g
;
g
7
;
4
g
§5§E§
i E
éaggg
L

1
;
5
-
g
g
i
3
g
i
g
3
:
il

memmmmdhmmmmb
In violstion of accees standarde. Thewundivetelefbsﬂlvorymchat
Monavor.uldunyuphimdvuunpmvidingur. Mincers report, the d
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recaived wes produced within & day or two of the inspection, and was rushed 80 as to
be avadable for the setiement conference. It was expressly stated It ikely contained
mandkMywmndbmnmmouanouqmdmttomitinmy
context in Defendant's case in chief. The report has since been amended.

The new reporit recommends removal of bariers not disclosed in the iniiai draft.
Perticularly, it Is a patent act of discrimination to require people with disabliities to enter
only through u resr entrance. People with disabiiities are entitied to enter an
mbbhmmtphﬂnmﬁnmnca]mmgmm. f and when ..

fs not readily schievable based upon the economic resources (or lack thersof) of
Defendant. In this manner Plaintif’s concemns ‘are addressad, and Defendent can
ﬂ maintain privacy over his financial data.

Finally, | have prepared a deposition notice fo take Mr. Mock’s deposition. It is after the
telephone settiement oconference. If this date is inconvenient, Plaintiff will gladly
reschedule 10 & now dute 88 soon as Defendant provides several candidate dates In
that seme time frame.

| have handled meny hundreds of access casss. In fact, | have taken no other matts
for aver four years. Very laige casinos in Nevadd, the stwté of Cailfornia, sevérel -
-courties..and cites, -8 well.as other very large. corporate cheins heve stiempted to
defense soms of my olients. Al have failed. Your client has seriously miscaicutatad in
choosing to Mtigate an acoess cass. | bellave he will be very disappointed with the
resuit. Maybe to the point of making a olaim against his own counsel. -
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| look forward to haaring from you.




