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UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
M DDLE DI STRI CT OF TENNESSEE
NASHVI LLE DI VI SI ON

BOND SAFEGUARD | NSURANCE COVPANY)
Plaintiff

No. 3:11-1129

V. Judge Ni xon/ Br own

GERALD R ROY, et al.

Def endant s
ORDER

A case managenent conference was held in this matter on
February 6, 2012. M. G Illum advised that service of process had
been obtai ned against all of the Defendants with the exception of
M. Roy. He advised that they had i ssued an alias summons for M.
Roy and hoped to have it served in the near future. He further
advi sed that his conpany had provided a bond for a project which
was not finished. H s conpany has paid the anount of the bond and
is now seeking indemmity fromthe various Defendants. It was his
expectation, based on the fact that the served Defendants had
failed to respond, that no response was |likely to be forthcom ng
and that he would proceed to seek a default and then a default
j udgnment against all of the Defendants.

Al though the time to respond has run as to four of the
Def endants, he advised that he would prefer to wait until he had
obt ai ned service of process and the tinme had run for a response

fromM. Roy before filing his initial notion for default.
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This case is set for a further conference to be conducted
by tel ephone on March 14, 2012, at 11:00 a.m To participate in
the conference call, parties shall call 615-695-2851 at the
schedul ed ti ne.

In the event that a default is issued as to all
Def endants, the telephone <conference wll be automatically
cancel ed.

It is so ORDERED

[s/ Joe B. Brown

JCE B. BROMWN
United States Magistrate Judge




