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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI
EASTERN DIVISION
DANNY D. HESTDALEN,

Plaintiff,

VS. ) Case N02:18-cv-00039JAR

CORIZON CORRECTIONS
HEALTHCARE, et al,

Defendants.

N N N N N N

MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

This matter is before the Court on Plaintiff Danny D. Hestdalen’s Moti@upplement.
(Doc. 18.) He asserts that Corizon Defendants delayed their responses to his discovety reques
and that some othe responses were based on policy documents from institutions other than
Moberly Correction Center, where he is incarceratdd.) (In response, Corizon Defendants
provide supplemental responses to the requests for production Plaintiff cites. (Doc. 212.)

Having reviewed the supplemental responses, the Court concludes that Plaintitfts moti
to supplement is moot because he has received the discovery responses he sought.

Accordingly,

IT ISHEREBY ORDERED thatPlaintiff Danny D. Hestdalen’s Motion to Supplement
(Doc. 183, isDENIED as moot.

Dated this3rd day of August, 2020. é : ﬁ g:

JOHN X. ROSS
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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