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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF INDIANA

ORLESTER JOHNSON, )

Plaintiff, ))

V. g CauseNo.: 3:14-CV-2042-WCL-PRC
THE RIDGE COMPANY ))

Defendant. ))

OPINION AND ORDER ADOPTING THE MAGISTRATE
JUDGE'SREPORT AND RECOMMENDATION

This matter is before the Court for @rder on the Magistrate Judge’s Report and
Recommendation (“R & R”) relating to the dispgas of Defendant’s Motion for Sanctions [DE
38], filed on August 5, 2015. The Motioelated to a series discovery violation®y the Plaintiff,
who is proceedingro se, and sought not only monetary damages for fees incurred by the
violations but to have the Plaintiff's claim dissed. Subsequent to the Motion’s filing and other
attempts by the Magistrate Judgeesolve the dispute, the umsigned entered an Order [DE 48]
on October 6, 2015, referring this matter to Magistdage Cherry for an R & R on this motion
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 8636(b)(1)(B).

The following day, Magistrate Judge Cheertered his R & R wherein he recommended
that the undersigned grant DefendaiMotion for Sanctions [DE 38provide the Plaintiff a final,
28-day extension in which to file responseshe outstanding discovery requests, and award
Defendant reasonable costs (inchglattorney fees) caused by Ptdfis failure to comply with
discovery. [DE 48]. The partiesdhéourteen days after being served with a copy of the R & R to
file written objections thereto Wi the Clerk of Court. The Plaintiff filed no objections to the

R&R.
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The undersigned has reviewed the Magistraludge's R & R and finds it
thoughtful, reasonable, and well-taken. The R & R isPAROVED. [DE50]. The Mdion for
Sanctions iIGRANTED [DE 3] with reasonableosts (including attorney feegjanted to the
Defendant aset out in the R & R. The Defendant shall hddedays to submit a statement of
reasonable cos@nd fees to the Court. Theaklitiff is FURTHER ADVISED that hénas 28
days to file responsés the outstanding discovery requests set forthenRh& R. No further
extensions will be granteahd Plaintiff's failure tarespond to the discovery requestshn the
28 day time frame may resuhl additional sanctions INCLUDING DISMISSALof his

Complaint pursuant to Fed.R.Civ.B7(b).

Entered: This'9 day of November, 2015

s/ William C. Lee
United States District Court



