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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERNDISTRICT OF MICHIGAN
SOUTHERNDIVISION

THOMAS LEROY FULLER (#237590),

Plaintiff,
CASENO. 2:13-CV-13171
JUDGE MATTHEW F. LEITMAN
MAGISTRATE JUDGE ANTHONY P. PATTI
V.
DAVID KERR,
GARY DAVIS,

JANET COCHRAN and
JOHN HAWLEY,

Defendants.
/

ORDER SETTING DEADLINE FOR PL AINTIFF'S AMENDED RESPONSE
TO DEFENDANTS’ MOTION FOR _SUMMARY JUDGMENT (DE 48)

At this time, the only motion pending this case is Defendants’ December
31, 2014 motion to dismiss and for summary judgment (DE 48). Plaintiff has filed
a response (DE 55), and Defendamave filed a reply (DE 57).

Just a few days before Defendanitsdf their dispositive motion, Plaintiff
filed a motion to compel compliance with a subpoena served upon Colonel Kriste
Kibbey Etue, Director of th#ichigan State Police. DE7. On April 1, 2015, |
entered an order (DE 59) whicin part, granted Plaintiff's motion. Then, on April

8, 2015, | entered an ord@®E 60) order granting ipart and denying in part
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Defendants’ motion to compel discoveryE[R0) and granting in part and denying
in part Plaintiff’'s motion for a protective order (DE 38).

By way of a letter dated April 22015 and filed on April 27, 2015 (DE 61),
Plaintiff informed the Court that the M3fad yet to comply. However, by way of a
letter dated April 29, 2015 and filed Mdy 2015 (DE 62), Plaintiff acknowledged
receipt of correspondence from the MSRtaghed to this filing are authorization
forms for St. Mary’s of Michigan and MDOC'’s MBP. DE 62 at 2-5.

Upon consideration, Plaintiff may filen amended or supplemental response,
if he so chooses, no latdran Monday, June 8, 2015.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated: s/ Anthony P. Patti

Anthony P. Patti
UNITEDSTATESMAGISTRATE JUDGE

| certify that a copy of this document was senparties of reaa on Friday, May 11, 2015,
electronically and/or by U.S. Mail.

s/Michael. Williams

Case Manager to the

HonorabléAnthonyP. Patti

! The Court notes that Plaintiff has netdacted his social security number
from one of these attachmentssee, i.e,, DE 62 at 2, 4 & 5. For Plaintiff's
information, as acknowtiged in this Court’$rocedures Governing the Electronic
Availability and Redaction of Transcripts, “amendments to the Federal Civil and
Criminal Rules of Procedure that tooKeet on December 1, 2007, require that
personal identification information be mxted from documents filed with the court
- individuals’ Social Security numbers,mas of minor children, financial account
numbers, dates of birth, and, innsmal cases, hoe addresses.”



