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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA
ORLANDO DIVISION

THEODORE STONER and
PLAYCYCLE, LLC,

Plaintiffs,
V. CaseNo: 6:16-cv-552-0Orl-40KRS
DRINK BLOCKS, LLC and TOM WEISS,

Defendants.

ORDER
This cause came on for considtion without oral argumeén the following motion filed

herein:

MOTION:  PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO COMPEL ANSWERS TO
INTERROGATORIES AND RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR
PRODUCTION (Doc. No. 46)

FILED: December 28, 2016

THEREON it is ORDERED that the motion iISRANTED.

In this motion, Plaintiff PlayCyel, LLC (“PlayCycle”)states that it seed interrogatories
on Defendant Drink Blocks, LLC (“Drink Blocks”) on August 1, 2016, #mat as of the writing of
the motion to compel Drink Blocks had not respahttethe interrogatories. Plaintiffs PlayCydle
and Theodore Stoner also state that theyeskerequests for production of documents on Diink
Blocks on August 1, 2016, and that as of the wrihthe motion to compel Drink Blocks had npt

responded to those requests.
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As of the writing of this Order, Drink Blocksas not responded to the motion to compel
the time for filing a response hasgpired. Accordingly, it  ©RDERED that the motion to compg
iIsGRANTED as unopposed. Itis furth@RDERED that Drink Blocks sall serve sworn answer
to PlayCycle’s interrogatories and produce all wents in its possession, custody or con
responsive to Plaintiffs’ requests for productiordotuments on or before February 6, 2017.
objections to these discovery requests have beeravly failing to assert them in timely serv
responses to the discovery requests.

Plaintiffs also seek an award of the readna expenses, includirgftorneys’ fees, they
incurred in filing the motion. Doc. No. 46, at 9. Federal Ruté Civil Procedure 37(a)(5)(A
provides that when, as here, a mnotto compel is granted, theo@t shall require the party whos
conduct necessitated the motion to pay the movaetisonable expenses incurred in making
motion, including attorney’s fees, unless the motwas filed before attempting in good faith

resolve the issue, the failure to respond to diegpovequests was substantially justified, or ot

circumstances make an awardexjpenses unjust. Plaintiffsoansel certified that a good faith

conference was conducted. DrinkoBks has not presented any immation to establish that it
failure to respond to the discovemyquests was substantially justd or that other circumstancg
make an award of expenses unjust. Accordingly, it is fu@RDERED that, on or before
February 10, 2017, Drink Blocks shall tenderctmunsel for Plaintiffs the sum of $500.00

compensate Plaintiffs, in part, for the reasoea@xpenses incurred in filing the motion.

DONE andORDERED in Orlando, Florida on January 25, 2017.

Karla R. Spaulding

KARLA R.SPAULDING
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE
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