Taylor v. Kidwell

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE
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MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

These cases are before tnedersigned pursuant to 28 UCS.8 636, the Rules of this

Court, and Standing Order 13-02.
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Now before the Court is a filing by PlaintiRonald Taylor, which, in substance, is a
request for discovery. The Court finds that altled matters in which Mr. Taylor has filed this
request for discovery have bedismissed. The Court furthdéinds that Mr.Taylor did not
obtain a judgment in any of these matters and has not shown good cause for permitting post-
judgment discovery pursuant to Rule 63l Federal Rules of Discovery.

Accordingly, the Court finds that the Plaffis request for discows, filed October 14,

2014, is not well-taken, and it BENIED.

IT 1SSO ORDERED.
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