UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF
CALIFORNIA

Reaves v. Madden

Reaves - No. 23-cv-254-DMS-KSC - Decided March 4, 2025

SUMMARY

The court granted defendants’ motion to compel discovery responses from a self-represented state
prisoner who refused to identify witnesses during his deposition. The court ordered plaintiff to
provide, within ten days, a declaration identifying each known witness and providing available
identifying and contact information. The court warned that failure to disclose the information could

result in exclusion of witness testimony.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendants moved to compel a pro se state-prisoner plaintiff to answer

questions he refused to answer during a deposition.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished district court order
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether defendants were entitled to an order compelling plaintiff to answer deposition questions and
disclose information concerning witnesses to the incident.



2. Whether plaintiff's pro se status or desire to obtain counsel justified refusing to provide the requested

discovery.

HOLDINGS

1. A party may move for an order compelling a witness to answer a question posed during a deposition, and
defendants were entitled to seek such relief under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 37(a)(3)(B)(i).

2. The names, nicknames, locations, and contact information of witnesses known to plaintiff concerning
the incident were discoverable, including witnesses plaintiff might call to provide unfavorable as well as

favorable testimony.
3. A party's self-represented status is not grounds for refusing to produce discovery.

4. Failure to adequately disclose the ordered witness information may result in exclusion of the witnesses'
testimony if plaintiff later attempts to introduce it.
KEY QUOTATIONS

“Being self-represented is not grounds for refusing to produce discovery.” (2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff, a state prisoner proceeding pro se, alleged that defendants violated his civil rights by using excessive
force. During his deposition, plaintiff testified that he knew of multiple witnesses to the events underlying the
lawsuit, intended to call at least some of them at trial, and could identify their names or nicknames and locations.
Plaintiff refused to provide the requested discovery, apparently suggesting that he wanted to obtain counsel

before doing so.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed a civil-rights action alleging that defendants used excessive force against him. After defendants
obtained leave to depose plaintiff, they conducted the deposition on December 18, 2024, and moved to compel
answers concerning witnesses to the incident. Plaintiff did not timely oppose the motion. The court granted the

motion and ordered plaintiff to provide witness information within ten days.
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