
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

ORLANDO DIVISION 
 
 
WYNDHAM VACATION 
OWNERSHIP, INC., WYNDHAM 
VACATION RESORTS, INC., 
WYNDHAM RESORT 
DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION, 
SHELL VACATIONS, LLC, SVC-
WEST, LLC, SVC-AMERICANA, LLC 
and SVC-HAWAII, LLC,  
 
 Plaintiffs, 
 
v. Case No:  6:20-cv-643-Orl-37EJK 
 
SQUARE ONE DEVELOPMENT 
GROUP, INC., 
 
 Defendant. 
 / 
 

ORDER 

 This cause comes before the Court on the Motion to Compel Plaintiffs’ Compliance with 

Rule 26 Disclosure Requirements (Doc. 16), filed on May 7, 2020, by Defendant Square One 

Development Group, Inc. Plaintiffs responded in opposition (Doc. 22), to which Defendant replied 

(Doc. 25).  

In this timeshare exit case, Defendant has moved to compel better responses to three 

separate items set forth in Plaintiffs’ Rule 26 Disclosures and Supplemental Rule 26 Disclosures. 

They are as follows:  

A. The names of every individual Wyndham official or employee 
who is likely to have discoverable information, along with the 
subject of that information, that Wyndham may use to support 
its claims or defenses; 

B. The names of every Wyndham Owner who allegedly caused 
Wyndham injury due to an action by Square One; and  
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C. Wyndham’s method of computation of its claimed damages and 
the documents and other evidentiary material on which such 
computation is based. 

(Doc. 16 at 3.)  

As to Issue A, Defendant has requested that Plaintiffs identify all of the individuals within 

Plaintiffs’ various organizations who are likely to have discoverable information that they may use 

to support their claims or defenses. (Doc. 16 at 3.) Plaintiffs respond that they have adequately 

complied with this request by naming their corporate representative, Romana Harrington. (Doc. 

22 at 1–2.) Defendant asserts that it is “hard to imagine” that there are no other people within the 

various Wyndham organizations besides Ms. Harrington who might have discoverable 

information. (Doc. 25 at 2.)  

The Court cannot compel Plaintiffs to identify additional witnesses if, presently, there are 

none. If Plaintiffs identify additional Wyndham officials or employees during the course of this 

case who are likely to have discoverable information, they are under a duty to supplement their 

disclosures, if applicable, under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 26(e). But Defendant’s 

imagination does not provide a sufficient basis for a motion to compel.  

In its Reply to the Motion, Defendant indicates Issue B is moot based on information 

provided in Plaintiffs’ Supplemental Disclosures. (Doc. 25 at 3.)  

Lastly, as to Issue C, Defendant requests “Wyndham’s method of computation of its 

claimed damages and the documents and other evidentiary material on which such computation is 

based.” (Doc. 16 at 3.) Plaintiffs’ Supplemental Rule 26 Disclosures claimed “actual damages” of 

$318,326.33, as the “[a]ggregation of unpaid loan balances” outstanding on Wyndham timeshare 

owners’ mortgages, punitive damages in the amount of approximately $10,000,000, and an 

unknown amount of disgorgement damages, corrective advertising damages, and attorneys’ fees. 

(Doc. 16 at 42–44.) Defendant contends that, to date, Plaintiffs have provided it with information 
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on only nine of the sixteen timeshare owners disclosed by Plaintiffs in this case. (Doc. 25 at 4.) 

Moreover, Defendant contends that Plaintiffs still have not provided it with the “the actual 

documentation underlying its claimed damages and calculations, such as the mortgage instruments, 

correspondence regarding the Owners’ payments status, or documentation of any default or 

breach.” (Doc. 25 at 4.) The Court finds that Defendant is entitled to this information under Federal 

Rule of Civil Procedure 26(a)(1)(A)(iii). To the extent Plaintiffs have not already provided 

Defendant with documents that support its damages calculation, it is required to do so now. 

Accordingly, it is ORDERED that Defendant Square One Development Group, Inc.’s 

Motion to Compel Plaintiffs’ Compliance with Rule 26 Disclosure Requirements (Doc. 16) is 

GRANTED IN PART and DENIED IN PART as follows:  

1. The Motion is DENIED as Defendant’s request for “names of every individual Wyndham 

official or employee who is likely to have discoverable information, along with the subject 

of that information, that Wyndham may use to support its claims or defenses.” 

2. The Motion is DENIED AS MOOT as to Defendant’s request for “[t]he names of every 

Wyndham Owner who allegedly caused Wyndham injury due to an action by Square One.”   

3. The Motion is GRANTED as to Defendant’s request for “Wyndham’s method of 

computation of its claimed damages and the documents and other evidentiary material on 

which such computation is based.” Plaintiffs SHALL provide to Defendant the documents 

that support its damages calculation on or before August 6, 2020.  
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DONE and ORDERED in Orlando, Florida on July 22, 2020. 

                                                                                                 

 
 

Copies furnished to: 
 
Counsel of Record 
Unrepresented Parties 
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