UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
DI STRI CT OF CONNECTI CUT

COASTLI NE TERM NALS OF
CONNECTI CUT, | NC.

v. . CIV. NO. 3:00CV1698 (AHN)
USX CORPORATI ON :

Def endant/ Thi rd- Party

Pl aintiff

V.

NORTHEAST WASTE SYSTEMS, |NC. . :

ET AL
Third-Party Defendants

RULI NG ON PENDI NG MOTI ONS

Pending are Plaintiff and Third Party Defendants Northeast
Wast e Systems, Inc., Waste Managenment of Connecticut, Inc. and

Logi stec Connecticut Inc.< Mtion to Conpel Docunents [Doc. #183];
Plaintiff«< Mtion to Extend Certain Deadlines in the Form 26(f)
Report [Doc. #186]; Defendant USX<s Motion for Reconsideration [Doc.
#188]; and USX<ss Mbtion to Conpel Plaintiff and Third Party Defendant
New Haven Term nal to Provide Discovery [Doc. #190]. All of these

notions are related. Oral argunent was held on October 4, 2002.

The 59 Boxes of Docunents in Pittsburgh, PA

Havi ng heard the parties at length by cross-notion and at oral



argument the Court rules as follows.

USX shall ship all docunents |ess than 50 years old to a
| ocation in Connecticut for inspection. USX nay designate the nethod
of shipping with reasonable costs to be born by Coastline and the
Third Party Defendants. Wthin 10 days, and prior to shipping, USX
wi Il propose a date and a shipping nmethod with cost breakdown to the
Court.

USX will review the docunments and report back to the Court what
portion of the docunments are over 50 years old. The Court will
consider the | ocation and nethod of inspection for ol der docunents
after counsel have exam ned the docunents |ess than 50 years ol d.

Counsel will consult on the production of the Pittsburgh
docunments, to a Connecticut |ocation and propose a schedul e.

The parties shall submt a joint proposed scheduling order on
di scl osure of experts thirty days after document production is

conpl et ed.

Par agraph 3 "Materials Handling " Di spute

At oral argument the parties reported their agreenent on the
record as to requests contained in Attorney Daniels<letter dated
July 15, 2002. Qutstanding is the request nade in paragraph 3 of that
letter. The parties agree to provide "revised sworn interrogatory

answers by Coastline and NHT as to Interrogatory 1 of USSs second



set of discovery requests with respect to the date range during which
Updi ke, Kelly & Spellacy represented NHT and Coastline."” Coastline
and NHT will provide the rest of the information requested in
paragraph 3, to the extent it is known. |[If Coastline and NHT do not
have the information requested, they will state that in a sworn
response. The parties are "under a duty to supplenent or correct the
di scl osure or response to include information thereafter acquired.

." Fed. R Civ. P. 26(e)(1) & (2).

CONCLUSI ON

Accordingly, Plaintiff and Third Party Defendant Nort heast
Waste Systens, Inc., Waste Managenent of Connecticut, Inc. and
Logi stec Connecticut Inc.< Mtion to Conpel Docunents [Doc. #183]
and USX<s Motion to Conpel Plaintiff and Third Party Defendant New
Haven Term nal to Provide Discovery [Doc. #190] are GRANTED in part
and DENIED in part in accordance with this ruling.

Plaintiff«< Mtion to Extend Certain Deadlines in the Form 26(f)
Report [Doc. #186] is GRANTED. The parties shall submt a joint
proposed scheduling order on disclosure of experts thirty (30) days
af ter docunment production is conpleted.

Def endant USX<ss Motion for Reconsideration [Doc. #188] is DEN ED
on the current record.

This is not a recommended ruling. This is a discovery ruling
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and order which is reviewable pursuant to the "clearly erroneous"”
statutory standard of review. 28 U S.C. 8 636 (b)(1)(A); Fed. R
Civ. P. 6(a), 6(e) and 72(a); and Rule 2 of the Local Rules for
United States Magi strate Judges. As such, it is an order of the
Court unless reversed or nodified by the district judge upon notion

timely made.

SO ORDERED at Bridgeport this __ day of January 2003.

HOLLY B. FI TZSI MVONS
UNI TED STATES MAGI STRATE JUDGE



