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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS
TEXARKANA DIVISION

MARQUIS JERMANE GODBOLD PLAINTIFF
V. Civil No. 4:16-cv-04069
KRAIG REYNOLDS DEFENDANT
ORDER

Plaintiff Marquis Jermane @lbold proceeds in this actigno se andin forma pauperis
pursuantto 42 U.S.C. § 1983. Currently betbeeCourt is Defendant’s Motion to Compel. ECF
No. 12.

In his Motion, Defendant states he firstv&sl Interrogatoriesral Requests for Production
on Plaintiff on January 11, 2017. feadant indicates the responsesre due by February 13,
2017, and to date Plaintiff has n@sponded. Included at thedeof Defendant’s Motion to
Compel is a Certificate of Comfence which states: “This is tertify, that counsel attempted to
confer with Pro Se Plaintiff Marquis JermanedBbold, in an attempt to confer in good faith to
obtain the discovery without Court action. Hawe counsel was unable to because Pro Se
Plaintiff Marquis Jermane Godboid an inmate at the Bi-Stat@etention Center and must,
therefore, assume Pro Se Plaintiff Marquis dsrenGodbold does not agreith this motion.”
ECF No. 12.

Defendant has not attempted to confer withirRiff in an effort to obtain the discovery
responses without court action @xjuired by Federal Rule of @i Procedure 37. Plaintiff's
incarceration does not excuse Defendant fronmgatiag to resolve the discovery dispute in good

faith without court interventin by contacting him through weth correspondence notifying him
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of his failure to timely respond and giving hardeadline to respond prior to filing a motion to
compel.
Accordingly, Defendants’ Motioto Compel (ECF No. 12) iSENIED.

IT ISSO ORDERED this27th day of February 2017.

K ~F oMarschewste

HON. JAMES R. MARSCHEWSKI
UNITEDSTATESMAGISTRATE JUDGE




