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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANTIA

JOSEPH R. REISINGER, :
:CIVIL ACTION NO. 3:09-Cv-210
Plaintiff, :
: (JUDGE CONABOY)
V. :

THE CITY OF WILKES-BARRE,
THOMAS LEIGHTON, FRANCES KRATZ,

IGREGORY BARROUCK, MICHAEL KERMEC, FILED
and THE CADLE COMPANY II, INC., : SCRANTON
Defendants. : AUG 18 2010
PER T
DERUTY.-CLERK
ORDER

Because Plaintiff filed two motions to compel production of
documents on August 16, 2010 (Docs. 45, 47); and

Because these motions were not timely filed (see Doc. 36); and

Because the Court has denied Plaintiff’s motion for extension
of time to file motions to compel (Doc. 49); and

Because the Court'’s subsequent extension of the discovery
deadline was not intended to provide an additional opportunity to
accomplish things that could have and should have been accomplished
by the June 30, 2010, discovery deadline (see Docs. 49, 50); and

Because Plaintiff acknowledges that he knew that City
Defendants would not supply the requested documents on June 3, 2010
(Doc. 45 ¢ 8), and he knew that Cadle Defendants would not supply
the requested documents on June 8, 2010 (Doc. 47 9 9), and
therefore these motions to compel could have and should have been

filed by the June 30, 2010, discovery deadline,

Dockets.Justia.com


http://dockets.justia.com/docket/pennsylvania/pamdce/3:2009cv00210/74960/
http://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/pennsylvania/pamdce/3:2009cv00210/74960/51/
http://dockets.justia.com/

|17

THIS DAY OF AUGUST 2010, Plaintiff’s

motions to compel (Docs. 45, 47) are DENIED.
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CHARD P. CONABOQOY
United States District Judge




