
 UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT 
 EASTERN DISTRI CT OF MISSOURI  
 SOUTHEASTERN DI VISI ON 
 
 
UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA, )  

)  
               Plaint iff,  )  

)  
          vs. )  Case No. 1: 14-CV-111 (CEJ)  

)  
JAMES L. SHANDY, )  

)  
               Defendant . )  
 

MEMORANDUM AND ORDER 

 On July 9, 2015, the court  entered an order compelling defendant  to “make 

the required Fed.R.Civ.P. 26(a) (1)  disclosures, provides answers to the 

government ’s interrogatories and request  for adm ission, and produce all documents 

responsive to the government ’s requests for product ion.”  The deadline for 

compliance was July 20, 2015. Defendant  was warned that  “h is fa ilure to com ply 

w ill be const rued as w illfu lness and bad fa ith and w ill result  in  the 

im posit ion of sanct ions as author ized by Rule 3 7 ( b) ( 2 ) ( A) , w hich m ay 

include st r ik ing h is answ er  and enter ing default  j u dgm ent  against  h im .”  

[ Doc. # 26]  (emphasis in or iginal) .  

 On July 27, 2015, the government  received a package of documents from 

defendant , which included a document  ent it led “Response to United States First  Set  

of Request  for Admissions and First  Set  of I nterrogatories with Request  to St r ike 

Plaint iff’s Requests for Sanct ions under Rule 37(d) .”  See Gov’t  Ex. 1 [ Doc. # 91] . 

This document  merely reiterates defendant ’s previous object ions to the 

government ’s claims against  him . I t  does not  include the required Rule 26(a) (1)  

disclosures or answers to the government ’s interrogatories and requests for 
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adm ission. The government  represents to the court  that  the addit ional documents 

included in defendant ’s mailing do not  appear to be responsive to its requests for 

product ion. 

 The court  finds that  defendant  has willfully and in bad faith failed to comply 

with the orders of this court  and the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, and that  his 

conduct  warrants the imposit ion of sanct ions under Rule 37(b) (2) (A) . The court  

accordingly will st r ike defendant ’s answer and direct  the ent ry of default  against  

him .  

 Accordingly, 

 I T I S HEREBY ORDERED  that  the government ’s mot ion for sanct ions [ Doc. 

# 23]  is granted . 

 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED  that  defendant ’s answer [ Doc. # 9]  is st r icken , 

pursuant  to Fed.R.Civ.P. 37(b) (2) (A)( iii) .  

 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED  that  the Clerk of Court  shall enter default  

against  defendant . Fed.R.Civ.P. 55(a) . 

 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED  that  the government  shall, not  later than 

Septem ber  1 7 , 2 0 1 5 , f ile a mot ion for default  j udgment , supported by all 

necessary affidavits and documentat ion. 

 

 
 
 
 

        
CAROL E. JACKSON 
UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT JUDGE 

 
Dated this 21st  day of August , 2015. 


