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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON
AT TACOMA

BURT BOBBY DANIELS, et al.,
Plaintiff,
V.
CATHI HARRIS, et al.,

Defendants.

This 42 U.S.C. 81983 civil rights matter hash referred to the undersigned Magistrate

Judge pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 88 636(b)(1)(A) @idand Local Magistrate Judge’s Rules MJR

1, MJR 3, and MJR 4.

Before the court are two motions for discovéled by plaintiffs Abdullah Mujahid and
Dennis Dumas (ECF No. 47 and 4®)laintiffs ask that they bgrovided with complete court

files for all the consolidated cases and middeediscovery demand of the court and defendants

(ECF No. 47 and 48),
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CASE NO. C09-5542RJB/JRC

ORDER DENYING PLAINTIFFS’
MOTIONS REGARDING DISCOVERY

Dockets.Justia.com


http://dockets.justia.com/docket/washington/wawdce/3:2009cv05542/162323/
http://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/washington/wawdce/3:2009cv05542/162323/51/
http://dockets.justia.com/

© 00 N o o b~ w N P

NN NN NN R R R R R R R R R R
o O KA W N B O © 0 N O O M W N BB O

Proceeding in forma pauperis does not religaitiffs of the costs associated with
litigation other than théling fee. Copies of court files aravailable through éclerk’s office
for a fee.

Discovery requests to the pagiare not filed with the coudinless necessary to support a
motion to compel or other pleawj. Discovery should properly Iserved on the party who is the
subject of the discovery. The court is not required to adtamd unless a dispute arises
regarding the proposed discovenyresponse to discovery.

Therefore, the motion for discovery is DENIED.

The Clerk of Court is directed to seadopy of this Order to plaintiffs.

DATED this 27th day of December, 2010.

T oy LTS

J. Richard Creatura
United States Magistrate Judge
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