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1 and/ or can obtain from ot her sources, including
2 docunents al ready produced.
3 To the extent this information has al ready been
4 produced, BANA further objects to Question No. 15 as the
5 | docunents speak for thensel ves.
6 BANA further objects to Question No. 15 to the
7 extent it seeks information protected from di scovery by
8 | the attorney-client privilege, the work product
9 doctrine, the joint defense or conmon interest
10 privilege, and the bank exam ner, supervisory,
11 I nvestigative, or other regulatory privil eges.
12 EDD joins in these objections to
13 Question No. 15.
14 Shaneel , you may respond.
15 THE WTNESS: As to the records EDD has, EDD
16 has records show ng the dates EDD began issuing paper
17 checks to EDD debit cardhol ders between Septenber 28th,
18 2020, and March 18th, 2021.
19 However, EDD s records do not distinguish
20 bet ween cl ai mants who were noved to paper checks due to
21 Bank-initiated freezes or clainmnts who were noved to
22 paper checks for reasons other than Bank-initiated
23 | freezes.
24 As to whether the EDD debit cardhol ders who
25 | were issued paper checks are identifiable through a Card
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1 Plaintiffs further object to
2 Cross- Question No. 23 as vague and anbi guous, i ncl uding
3 to the extent that Cross-Question No. 23 does not state
4 | whether it is referring to EDD paying any or all
5 | cardhol ders whose accounts were frozen via paper check.
6 Plaintiffs al so object to Cross-Question No. 23
7 as vague, anbi guous, burdensone, and well beyond the
8 perm ssi bl e scope of discovery insofar as it does not
9 | specify whether this cross-question is limted to EDD
10 | benefits recipients who received their benefits through
11 BANA- i ssued prepaid debit cards.
12 EDD joins in these objections to
13 Question No. 23.
14 Shaneel , you may respond.
15 THE WTNESS: Yes, if those EDD debit
16 cardhol ders were still eligible to receive benefit
17 paynment s.
18 BY Ms. COSTANTI NI
19 Q Cross-Question No. 24: \Wat was EDD s process
20 | for paying unenpl oynent insurance benefits recipients
21 | via paper checks?
22 M5. BRYS: Plaintiffs' objections to Question
23 No. 24 are as follows.
24 Plaintiffs incorporate by reference its genera
25 | objections as if fully set forth herein.
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Plaintiffs further object because
Cross-Question No. 24 is not [imted to any particul ar
time frame and therefore i s vague, anbi guous, overbroad,
undul y burdensone, and seeks information not relevant to
any issue, claim or defense in this litigation,

Plaintiffs further object to
Cross- Question No. 24 as beyond the scope of plaintiffs’
deposition of third party California Enpl oynment
Devel opnment Depart nent.

Plaintiffs also object to Cross-Question No. 24
as vague, anbi guous, burdensone, and well beyond the
per m ssi bl e scope of discovery insofar as it does not
specify whether this Cross-Question is limted to EDD
benefits recipients who received their benefits through
BANA- i ssued prepaid debit cards.

Plaintiffs further object to this
Cross-Question No. 24 because of the undefined terns
that are inpermssibly overbroad, vague and anbi guous,
and unduly burdensone, including “process.”

EDD joins in these objections to
Cross- Question No. 24.

Shaneel, you nmay respond.

THE WTNESS: The normal process for paying
claimants by paper check invol ved sending a daily

paynent file fromthe EDD nmainframe to EDD s O fice of
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Docunents, Publications, and Distributions (ODPD), who
I's responsible for printing and mailing checks daily
Monday t hrough Sat ur day.

The paynent file is generated based on an
aut hori zation for paynent derived fromclaimants' weekly
certifications. The paynent file sent to ODPD is based
on the paynent nethod of record stored wwthin EDD s
singl e-client database.

If the claimant indicated their preferred
paynment nethod is by debit card instead of paper check,
a separate paynent file was generated and sent to the
Bank to provide paynent to the claimant's EDD debit card
account .

BY MS. COSTANTI NI

Q Cross-Question No. 25: Did EDD execute a
contract with BANA on or around Cctober 13, 2015, that
specified that all cards would “contain no | ess than an
| SO 7811-conpliant high coercivity nmagnetic strip”?

M5. COSTANTINI: Plaintiffs' objections to
No. 25 are as follows.

Plaintiffs incorporate by reference its genera
objections as if fully set forth herein.

Plaintiffs object to Cross-Question No. 25 as
over broad, unduly burdensone, and harassing in that it

seeks information that the Bank has access to and/or can
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|, the undersigned, a Certified Shorthand
Reporter of the State of California do hereby certify:

That the foregoi ng proceedi ngs were taken
before ne at the tinme and place herein set forth; that
any wtnesses in the foregoing proceedings, prior to
testifying, were duly sworn; that a verbatimrecord of
t he proceedi ngs was nade by nme usi ng nmachi ne short hand
whi ch was thereafter transcribed under mny direction
that the foregoing transcript is an accurate
transcription thereof.

Further, that if the foregoing pertains to the
original transcript of a deposition in a federal case,
before conpl eti on of the proceedi ngs, review of the
transcript [X] was [ ] was not requested.

| further certify | amneither financially
interested in the action nor a relative or enpl oyee of
any attorney or any of the parti es.

| N WTNESS WHEREOF, | have this date subscri bed

ny nane.

Dated: 22nd of May, 2025

<
- """‘---..\_‘ |'ll |
Coo . RE
EM LY SAVELSON
CSR No. 14043
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