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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

LEE TURNER,
Plaintiff,
V.

C.A. No. 16-667 (MN)

CONNECTION CSP, et al.,

N N N N N N N N N

Defendants.

MEMORANDUM ORDER

At Wilmington this19thday of December2019,having considered Plaintiff's motion to
compel (D.l. 97) and motion for discovery (D.l. 100);

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that (1)the motion to compel (D.I. 97) is DENIELR) the
motion for discovery (D.l. 100) is GRANTED; and (3) the parties are given up to and mgludi
June 1, 2020, to conduct additional discovery, for the reasons that follow:

1. Introduction. Plaintiff Lee Turner (“Turner”), an inmate at the James T. Vaughn
Correctional Center (“*JTVCC”) in Smyrna, Delaware, filed this lawsuisyamt to 42 U.S.C.

§ 1983 and the Americans with Disabilities Act, 42 U.$Q2131. (D.l. 2). Plaintiff appears
pro se and was granted permission to procaeébrma pauperis pursuant to 28 U.S.& 1915.
(D.I. 8). On September 11, 2018, the Court dismistedAmericans with Disability Act and
Section 504 Rehabilitation Act claims raised against Medical Defenota@isunt Four and the
due process claims raised in Count Fagainstll Defendants. (See D.I. 35).

2. Background. Plaintiff servedhis first set of interrogatories and requedior
production of documents upon Defendant Connections(@3fnections”) ordanuary 16, 2019,
anda secondset ofinterrogatories and request for production of documents upon Connections

March 21, 2019 (D.l.56, 7§. The discovery requests do not separate the interrogatories from
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the requests for production of documents. Rathediftevery sought is by numbered paragraph
with the interrogatories appearing to begin with the word “state” or phraseguaston, and the
requests for production of documents beginning with the word “produce” or “provide.”

3. Connections was granted a-88y extension to respond the first set of
interrogatories and requests and filed its responses and objections on M20dR 8(D.l. 67,
68). On April 19, 2019, Connections filed supplemental responses to Plaintiff' sdtrsif
interrogatories and requests for production@fuimentson April 25, 2019it provided Plaintiff
a copy of his medical records, and on MayZ1,9,it filed responses and objections to Ridi’s
second set of interrogatories and requests for ptimstuof documents. (D.l. 88, 897). On
June 12, 209, Plaintiff filed a motion to compeConnectiongo fully answerthe first set of
interrogabries and requests for productidios. 4, 5, 6, 11 and 14 andhe second set of
interrogatories and requests for productdos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 9, 10, and 11. (D97). On
July 19,2019, the Court entered an oral order that: (1) extendedehdlinefor summary
judgment motions, opening briefs, and affidavits, if any, until 30 days aft€dbe s ruling on
discovery motiongound at Docket Item87 and100,or until 30 days after the completion of fact
discovery, whichever is lategnd (2) extended the deadlines for filirmnswering briefs and
affidavits, if any, within 21 days of the opening briefs &ndiling reply briefs within 14 days of
the answering briefs.(See D.I. 105).

4, Discovery. Pursuant t&Rule 26 of the Federal Rulesf Civil Procedure (“Fed. R.
Civ. P."), “[p]arties may obtain discovery regarding any nonprivileged matter thdeiane to
any partys claim or defensand proportional to the needs of the case, considering the importance
of the issues at stake in thetion, the amount in controversy, the pattiefative access to relevant

information, the partiesresources, the importance of the discovery in resolving the issues, and



whether the burden or expense of the proposed discovery outweighs its likdiy bdoemation
within this scope of discovery need not be admissible in evidence to be discoVergbte.R.
Civ. P. 26(b)(1).

5. Interrogatories and Requests for Production of Documents. Pursuant to Fed.

R. Civ. P. 37(a)(3)(B), a party seeking discovery may move for an order comaellargsweor
productionif a party fails to answer an interrogatory submitted urieed. R. Civ. P. 33
(interrogatories to partie®y a party fails to produce documents as requested under Fed. R. Civ.
P. 34 producingdocuments, electronically stored information, and tangible things, or entering
onto land, for inspection and other purpgseé party moving to compel another party to respond

to a discovery request must direct the court to the particular discoverytratjisssie and inform

the court of how the response received to that request, if any, is defi@emParks, LLC v.

Tyson Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 5:15ev-00946, 2015 WL 5042918 (E.D. Pa. Aug. 26, 2015).

6. Plaintiff moves to compel answets responses tthe first set of interrogatories
and requests for production Nos. 4, 5, 6, did 14 and the second set of interrogatories and
requests for production Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 9, 10, anohlthe grounds th&onnectios “refused
to completely answer any interrogatories or produce any production of docuntehtsSrda him
redacted documents in an untimely manner. Connections objected to the discovety eeglies
in most instances answered thermhe Court hagonsiderd Plaintiff’'s arguments in support of
his motion, thoroughlyeviewedthe discovery produced lyonnectionsand itsobjections to the
requestsand sustainshe objections as they are wiken. TheCourt will deny Plaintiff's
motion to compel. (D.l. 97)

7. Motion for Discovery. Plaintiff seeks leave to propound a third set of

interrogatories and requests for production of documents upefiendants. (D.l. 100).



Defendants oppose. (D.l. 103). Plaintiff explains he has had a difficelotataining discovery
from Connections and he was awaiting responses to his prior discovery requestsutatéorm
additional discovery requests. The Court recognizes that Plaintiff piopee se and is
incarcerated. Therefore, the Court affords him some latitudbe discovery process. His
motion will be granted. The parties are given up to and includimgl1, 2020, to conduct

additional discovery.

The Honorable Maryellen Noreika
Unite ates District Judge



