~ Adelman et al v. de Scouts of America et al

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. 10-22236-CIV-GOLD/MCALILEY
HOWARD ADELMAN and JUDITH
SCLAWY, as co-personal representatives
of the ESTATE OF MICHAEL
SCLAWY-ADELMAN,
Plaintiffs,
V.

BOY SCOUTS OF AMERICA, et al.,

Defendants.
/

ORDER GRANTING IN PART PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO COMPEL
DISCOVERY FROM DEFENDANT SCHMIDT

Pending before the Court is Plaintiffs’ Motion to Compel Discovery from Defendant
Andrew Schmidt. [DE 142]. The Court has considered Plaintiffs’ Motion, the Response [DE
156] and the record in this action, and ORDERS that:

Plaintiffs’ Motion to Compel Discovery from Defendant Andrew Schmidt [DE 142]
is GRANTED IN PART as follows:

1. The motion to compel Interrogatory Nos. 1, 6, 9 and 20 is granted. However,

Defendant is not required to provide his social security number in response to
Interrogatory No. 1, and his response to No. 1 shall be limited in the manner
proposed by Plaintiffs in their Motion. [see DE 142, p. 1-2].

2. The motion to compel Interrogatory Nos. 2 and 22 are denied as moot.
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3. The motion to compel Interrogatory Nos. 23 and 27 are denied.

4, The motion to compel a better response to Request for Production 2 is denied
as moot.
5. The motion to compel better responses to Requests for Production 9, 13, 14,

and 15 is denied.
6. Defendant Schmidt shall have the discovery required by this Order in
Plaintiffs’ counsel’s hands no later than March 7, 2011.

DONE and ORDERED in chambers in Miami, Florida this 1st day of March, 2011.
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CTHRIS McALILEY
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE

cC:
The Honorable Alan S. Gold
Counsel of record



