IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE WESTERN DI STRI CT OF TENNESSEE
WESTERN DI VI SI ON

Pl CKERI NG, | NC. ,
Pl aintiff,
VS. No. 03-2913-DV

JOE L. JOHNSCN,

N N N N N N N N N

Def endant .

ORDER DENYI NG PLAI NTI FF'S MOTI ON FOR ADDI TI ONAL TI ME
TO RESPOND

Before the court is plaintiff’s Mtion for Additional Tine to
Respond to Joe L. Johnson’s First Set of Interrogatories and Request
for Production of Docunents filed May 3, 2004.

Plaintiff failed to file a certificate of consultation wth
counsel for the opposing party as required by Local Rule
7.2(a)(1)(B). Al non-dispositive notions nust be acconpani ed by a
certificate of counsel affirmng that “after consultation between
the parties to the controversy, they are unable to reach an accord
as to all issues or that all other parties are in agreenent with the
action requested by the notion.” | d. Local Rule 7.2(a)(1)(B)
further provides that failure to file the certificate "may be deened
good grounds for denying the notion." The disputes presented here
in these notions are particularly suitable for resolution through

the consultation process before seeking court-ordered relief.



Additionally, plaintiff failed to submt a proposed order with
the notion as required by Local Rule 7.2(a)(1)(A), which states “all
noti ons, except notions pursuant to Fed. R Cv.P. 12, 56, 59 and 60,
shal | be acconpani ed by a proposed order.”

Therefore, plaintiff’s notion for additional tine to respond to
defendant’s first set of interrogatories and request for production
of docunents is denied, wthout prejudice, for failure to file a
certificate of consultation as required Local Rule 7.2(a)(1)(B) and
for failure to submt a proposed order as required by Local Rule
7.2(a)(1) (A

T 1S SO ORDERED this 19th day of My, 2004.

DI ANE K. VESCOVO
UNI TED STATES MAG STRATE JUDGE



