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CIVIL DOCKET FOR CASE #: 9:11−cv−80755−DMM

Hammond v. The Weitz Company
Assigned to: Judge Donald M. Middlebrooks
Referred to: Magistrate Judge Dave Lee Brannon
Cause: 42:1983 Civil Rights (Employment Discrimination)

Date Filed: 06/30/2011
Jury Demand: Plaintiff
Nature of Suit: 442 Civil Rights: Jobs
Jurisdiction: Federal Question

Plaintiff

Bruce Hammond represented byBruce Hammond
974 N.W. 3 Street
Florida City, FL 33034
305−498−4529
PRO SE

V.

Defendant

The Weitz Company represented byKathryn L. McHale
Adams Coogler Watson Merkel Barry
&Kellner
1555 Palm Beach Lakes Boulevard
Suite 1600
West Palm Beach, FL 33402−2069
561−478−4500X109
Fax: 561−684−7346
Email: kmchale@acwmlaw.com
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Date Filed # Docket Text

06/30/2011 1 COMPLAINT against The Weitz Company. Filing fee $ 350.00, filed by Bruce
Hammond. (Attachments: # 1 Civil Cover Sheet)(jua) (Entered: 06/30/2011)

06/30/2011 2 Judge Assignment to Judge Donald M. Middlebrooks (jua) (Entered: 06/30/2011)

06/30/2011 3 Clerks Notice of Receipt of Filing Fee received on 6/30/2011 in the amount of $
350.00, receipt number FLS100021266 (yha) (Entered: 06/30/2011)

06/30/2011 4 Summons Issued as to The Weitz Company. (yha) (Entered: 06/30/2011)

08/08/2011 5 SCHEDULING ORDER: ( Jury Trial set for 3/26/2012 09:00 AM in West Palm
Beach Division before Judge Donald M. Middlebrooks., Calendar Call set for
3/21/2012 01:15 PM in West Palm Beach Division before Judge Donald M.
Middlebrooks.), ORDER REFERRING CASE to Magistrate Judge Linnea R
Johnson for Pre−Trial. Signed by Judge Donald M. Middlebrooks on 8/8/2011.
(ots) (Entered: 08/09/2011)

08/12/2011 6 MOTION for Leave to File Amended Complaint and/or Motion for Extension by
Bruce Hammond. (jua) (Entered: 08/12/2011)

08/16/2011 7 ORDER AND NOTICE OF ( Telephonic Scheduling Conference set for 8/30/2011
at 11:30 AM in West Palm Beach Division before Magistrate Judge Linnea R.
Johnson.) Signed by Magistrate Judge Linnea R. Johnson on 8/16/2011. (sa)
(Entered: 08/16/2011)

08/25/2011 8 ORDER granting 6 Motion for Leave to File. Clerks Notice: Filer must separately
re−file the amended pleading pursuant to Local Rule 15.1, unless otherwise
ordered by the Judge. Signed by Judge Donald M. Middlebrooks on 8/25/2011.
(ots) (Entered: 08/30/2011)
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08/30/2011 9 Minute Entry for proceedings held before Magistrate Judge Linnea R. Johnson:
Telephonic Scheduling Conference held on 8/30/2011. (sa) (Entered: 08/30/2011)

08/30/2011 10 ORDER OF INSTRUCTIONS TO PRO SE LITIGANT. Signed by Magistrate
Judge Linnea R. Johnson on 8/30/2011. (sa) (Entered: 08/30/2011)

08/30/2011 11 PRETRIAL SCHEDULING ORDER: Amended Pleadings due by 10/11/2011.
Discovery due by 1/3/2012. Joinder of Parties due by 10/11/2011. Motions due by
1/17/2012. Pretrial Stipulation due by 2/27/2012. Signed by Magistrate Judge
Linnea R. Johnson on 8/30/2011. (sa) (Entered: 08/30/2011)

11/07/2011 12 Defendant's MOTION to Quash Service of Process and Memorandum of Law by
The Weitz Company. (McHale, Kathryn). Added MOTION to Dismiss on
11/9/2011 (lk). (Entered: 11/07/2011)

11/07/2011 13 Clerks Notice to Filer re 12 Defendant's MOTION to Quash Service of Process
and/or Motion to Dismiss and Memorandum of Law. Motion with Multiple
Reliefs Filed as One Relief; ERROR − The Filer selected only one relief event
and failed to select the additional corresponding events for each relief requested in
the motion. The docket entry was corrected by the Clerk. It is not necessary to
refile this document but future filings must comply with the instructions in the
CM/ECF Attorney User's Manual. (lk) (Entered: 11/09/2011)

12/01/2011 14 NOTICE of Change of Address by Bruce Hammond (System updated) (jua)
(Entered: 12/01/2011)

12/15/2011 15 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE Show Cause Response due by 1/6/2011.. Signed by
Judge Donald M. Middlebrooks on 12/15/2011. (ots) (Entered: 12/16/2011)

01/06/2012 16 Alias Summons Issued as to The Weitz Company. (ar2) (Entered: 01/06/2012)

01/18/2012 17 SUMMONS (Affidavit) Returned Executed on 1 Complaint The Weitz Company
served on 1/9/2012, answer due 1/30/2012. (jua) (Entered: 01/18/2012)

01/18/2012 18 MOTION to Proceed With the Process of Law by Bruce Hammond. (See DE 17
for image)(jua) (Entered: 01/18/2012)

01/27/2012 19 Defendant's MOTION to Strike and Memorandum of Law by The Weitz Company.
Responses due by 2/13/2012 (McHale, Kathryn) (Entered: 01/27/2012)

01/27/2012 20 Defendant's MOTION to Dismiss 1 Complaint, 17 Summons Returned Executed
Memorandum of Law by The Weitz Company. Responses due by 2/13/2012
(McHale, Kathryn) (Entered: 01/27/2012)

01/27/2012 21 ORDER denying 12 Motion to Quash; denying 12 Motion to Dismiss. Signed by
Judge Donald M. Middlebrooks on 1/27/2012. (ots) (Entered: 01/27/2012)

02/22/2012 22 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE re DE 19 &20 Show Cause Response due by
3/5/2012.. Signed by Judge Donald M. Middlebrooks on 2/22/2012. (ots) (Entered:
02/23/2012)

03/06/2012 23 RESPONSE to Motion re 20 Defendant's MOTION to Dismiss 1 Complaint, 17
Summons Returned Executed Memorandum of Law with attachments filed by
Bruce Hammond. Replies due by 3/16/2012. (cqs) (Entered: 03/06/2012)

03/12/2012 24 ORDER denying as moot 19 Motion to Strike ; granting 20 Motion to Dismiss.
Signed by Judge Donald M. Middlebrooks on 3/12/2012. (ots) (Entered:
03/12/2012)

03/22/2012 25 ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF SERVICE Executed (cbr) (Entered: 03/22/2012)

03/30/2012 26 SUMMONS (Affidavit) Returned Executed on 1 Complaint The Weitz Company
served on 3/30/2012, answer due 4/20/2012. (cbr) (Entered: 03/30/2012)

04/02/2012 27 AMENDED COMPLAINT against The Weitz Company, filed by Bruce
Hammond.(cbr) (Entered: 04/03/2012)

04/10/2012 28 ORDER REFERRING CASE to Magistrate Judge Dave Lee Brannon for Pretrial
Proceedings, SCHEDULING ORDER: ( Jury Trial set for 11/19/2012 09:00 AM
before Judge Donald M. Middlebrooks., Calendar Call set for 11/14/2012 01:15
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PM before Judge Donald M. Middlebrooks.). Signed by Judge Donald M.
Middlebrooks on 4/10/2012. (ots) (Entered: 04/10/2012)

04/19/2012 29 Defendant's MOTION to Dismiss 27 Amended Complaint by The Weitz Company.
Responses due by 5/7/2012 (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit Exhibit A, # 2 Exhibit
Exhibit B)(McHale, Kathryn) (Entered: 04/19/2012)

04/26/2012 30 PRETRIAL SCHEDULING ORDER: Amended Pleadings due by 6/4/2012.
Discovery due by 8/27/2012. Joinder of Parties due by 6/4/2012. Motions due by
9/10/2012. Joint Pretrial Stipulation due by 10/22/2012. Signed by Magistrate
Judge Dave Lee Brannon on 4/26/2012. (kza) (Entered: 04/26/2012)

04/26/2012 31 ORDER OF REFERRAL TO MEDIATION. Signed by Magistrate Judge Dave
Lee Brannon on 4/26/2012. (kza) (Entered: 04/26/2012)

05/11/2012 32 MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response as to 29 Defendant's MOTION
to Dismiss 27 Amended Complaint by Bruce Hammond. (cbr) (Entered:
05/11/2012)

05/17/2012 33 MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response as to 29 Defendant's MOTION
to Dismiss 27 Amended Complaint by Bruce Hammond. (cbr) (Entered:
05/17/2012)

05/22/2012 34 ORDER REOPENING CASE. Signed by Judge Donald M. Middlebrooks on
5/22/2012. (lk) (Entered: 05/23/2012)

05/23/2012 35 ORDER granting 32 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply re 29
Defendant's MOTION to Dismiss 27 Amended Complaint ; Denying as moot 33
Motion for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply re 29 Defendant's MOTION
to Dismiss 27 Amended Complaint. Responses due by 6/8/2012. Signed by Judge
Donald M. Middlebrooks on 5/22/2012. (lk) (Entered: 05/23/2012)

06/04/2012 36 Notice of Mediation Hearing before Mediator, Karen Evans of Litigation
Resolution, Inc. filed by Litigation Resolution, Inc.. Mediation Hearing set for
8/21/2012 10:00 AM (Evans, Karen) (Entered: 06/04/2012)
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. 11-80755-CIV-M lDDLEBROOKS/JOHNSON

BRUCE HAM M OND,

Plaintiff,

THE W EITZ COM PANY, a

Florida corporation,

Defendant.

ORDER TO SHOW  CAUSE

THIS CAUSE comes before the Court sua sponte. Defendant filed a Motion to Quash Service

of Process and Motion to Dismiss (sçMotion'') (DE 12) on November 7, 201 1. Plaintiff was required to

file a response to the motion, but has not yet done so. Southern District of Florida Local Rule 7.1(c)

states:
Each party opposing a motion shall serve an opposing memorandum of

law not later than fourteen (14) days after service of the motion as
computed in the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. Failure to do so may

be deemed suy cient causefor granting the motion by default.

S.D. Fla. L.R. 7.l(c) (emphasis added). Accordingly, it is hereby

ORDEQED AND ADJUDGED that Plaintiff shall, by January 6 , 2011, file a Response to

Defendant's Motion (DE 12). Failure to do so may result in this Court gra ' the Motion by default.

DONE Ae  ORDERED at Chambers in W est Palm B , lori ay of

December, 201 1.

ALD M . M IDDLEBROOKS

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

CC : Counsel of Record;

Bnlce Hammondyprtp se

974 N.W . 3 Street

Florida City, FL 33034
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. 11-80755-CIV-M IDDLEBROOKS/JOHNSON

BRUCE HAM M OND,

Plaintiff,

THE W EITZ COM PANY, a

Florida comoration,

Defendant.
/

ORDER DENYING AS M OOT DEFENDANT'S M OTION TO

QUASH SERVICE OF PROCESS AND/OR M OTION TO DISMISS

THIS CAUSE comes before the Court upon Defendant's Motion to Quash Service of

Process and/or Motion to Dismiss (çiMotion'') (DE 12) filed on November 7, 2011. The record

reflects that the summons was served and executed by Defendant on January 9, 2012. (DE 17).

Accordingly, it is hereby

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that Defendant's Motion (DE l2) is DENIED AS

MOOT.

January,

CC*

DONE AND ORDERED at Chambers in West Palm Beach ori , this W.Z  day of

2012.

DONALD M . M IDDLEBROOKS

UNITED STATES DISTRJCT JUDGE

Cotmsel of Record;
Bruce Hammond,pr/ se

974 N.W . 3 Street

Florida City, FL 33034
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. 11-80755-C1V-M m DLEBROOK S/JO> SON

BRUCE HAM M OND,

Plaintiff,

THE W EITZ COM PANY, a

Florida corporation,

Defendant.
/
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ORDER TO SHOW  CAUSE

THIS CAUSE comes before the Court sua sponte. Defendant filed a Motion to Strike (DE 19)

and a Motion to Dismiss (DE 20) on January 27, 2012. Plaintiff was required to file a response to each

of these motions by February 13, 2012, but has not yet done so. Southern District of Florida Local Rule

7.l(c) states:
Each party opposing a motion shall serve an opposing memorandum of

law not later than fourteen (14) days after service of the motion as
computed in the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. Failure to do so may

be deemed sufhcient cauefor granting the motion by default.

S.D. Fla. L.R. 7. 1(c) (emphasis added). Accordingly, it is hereby

ORDERED AM l ADJUDGED that Plaintiff shall, by M arch 5, 2012 file a Response to each of

Defendant's Motions (DE 19 and 20). Failure to do so may result in this Court granting the Motions by

default.

DONE AND ORDERED at Chambers inW est Palm Be , Flor' , y of b 1 ,

' >

D ALD M . M IDDLEBROOKS

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

2012.

CC * Counsel of Record;
Bruce Hammond,pr/ se

974 N.W . 3 Street

Florida City, FL 33034

Case 9:11-cv-80755-DMM   Document 22   Entered on FLSD Docket 02/23/2012   Page 1 of 1



March 2, 2012

To: Attn: Kathryn t. M cHale

Adam: I Coogler Attorneys At uw
Regions Financial Tower

1555 Palm o ach lkes O ulevad

Sixteenth Floor
West Palm M ach, Fhrlda 33* 1

T 561.478.45* l F 561.478.7M 7
- -adam- gler.O m

FILED W D.C.

M#2 2 5 2212

STEVEN M. G RIMORECLER
: t; s DISI cms

.n. op- Ftâ. - w.na.

From: Bruce Hammond
rd Street974 N.W . 3

Florida CIW, FI 33034 (Phone-305-49> 529)

Re: Hammond, Brece v. R e Weio O mpan# LLC - Se: 9:11* -K 75F5M 3 and your lw Firms

File No. : 2057* 2œ

ln œxN n- t/ the motbn sled on Januae 27. 2012. 1, Bruee Hammond-plaintifreceked the followlng.

The U.S. Distrid Court - O uthern nlstrld of Fhrlda * n: IetteM d:ted Februal 23e and 24G 2012 via tbe

Unlted States Post Omce. ln the Ietters the motion dated lanuary 27, 2012 I wzs to resN nd W Februal
13, 2012. I have not received a motion e m the defendant wlth the Iisted dates.The motions 1 recelœ

from the defendant aœ dated Novem- r 2011and fw eme r 2011. ln which I responded in Janual

2012 and sled on Januafy 18* 2012
.#

l am again m aching a copy of my summons seaed Januae 6* and 9* 2012. AIK, the verle d se-ite

filed with the U.S. Distrid COQ/ - Southern Distrlct of Florlda on Januae 18G, 2012. To date # a

response Is œquired aAer reeeklng notlscatlon W the U.S. Dlstru Court - Outhern Dixrlct of Florlda on
dates zfter tbe fad. Please send the x tion that requlres my response. PleaO be sure D  * nd to the

followlng address: 974 NW 3* street, Florida Citw Florlda 330M .

Respetfully,

Bruce Hammond

ce: Unlted States Dlstrld Court
R uthern Dixrld of Floe a
7olclematls Street

W est Palm Beach, Florlda 33401
Donald M. M iddlebrooks
United States Distrid Judge

Case 9:11-cv-80755-DMM   Document 23   Entered on FLSD Docket 03/06/2012   Page 1 of 7



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOITTHERN DB TRICT OF R ORD A

CASE NO. 11-8075FCW -O DLEBROOM /JO> SON

BRUCE HA*OWOND,

Plaintiff,

THE W EITZ COU m , a

Florida corporation,

Defendant.
/

t -n:r -
1 :7 ---t, .z) ko: % m .H rq' ul m  @i 
rn f'q c71 
. 
w x < rk 1
! ra m rg'l = j.::4t -.. 'm v..- 4
1 -!n X *''* -* i. . o.# rwq-ak 
t-  ..= j> '> t:?A ') .- . . m p .0. j
5 1 c,y > .
;- ' c'--- zr.) e , G

. .J 1
GJ = Jv..a :<
. -.4 <' . , wo
m . . vv.o
. r) C)
Q) ' ,=a (:7. --4. m .O

ORDER TO SHOW  CAUSE

TI'HS CAUSE comes before the Court sua sponte. Defendant filed a Motion to Strike (DE 19)

and a Motion to Dismiss (DE 20) on January 27, 2012. Plaintifwas required to 5le a response to each

of these motions by February 13, 2012, but has not yet done so. Southern Dise ct of Florida Local Rule

7.1(c) states:
Each party opposing a motion shall serve an ojposing memorandum of
1aw not later than fourteen (14) days aRer servlce of the motion as
computed ill the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. Failtlre to do so ma.v

be deemedsus dent causefor grca/izlg the motion by default.

S.D. Fla. L.R. 7.1(c) (emphmsis added). Accordingly, it is hereby

ORBERED AND ADJIJDGED that Plainti/ shall, by M arch 5. :012 Gle a Response to each of

Defendant's Motions (DE 19 and 20). Failure to do so may result in +is Court granting the Motions by

default.

DONE m  ORDERED at Chambers inW es't Palm Be , Flo ' y of ,

*

D M D M . O DLEBROOKS

UNITED STATES DISN CT JUDGE

2012.

çC' Counsel of Record;

Bruce Hnmmoni pro se
974 N.W . 3 Skeet
Florida City, FL 33034

Case 9:11-cv-80755-DMM   Document 23   Entered on FLSD Docket 03/06/2012   Page 2 of 7



mate of Florida bo-lrv
Case Number: f I-CV-M DMM

F7l1h irl tiff:
Bruce Hammond

vs.

Defendant:
Tbe Weih Compan#

For:
Bruce Hammond
974 NW  3rd Street
Florida City, FL 33034
Receivod by Above Par Courier Service, Inc. on the 6th day of Januafy. 2012 at 2:19 pm to be served on The Weltz
Company Adams l Coogler, Attorney at Law, 1655 Palm Beach Lakes Blvd, Slxteenth Floor, West Palm

Beach, FL 33401.

1, Kenny Nail, do hereby affirm that on the 9th da# of January, 2012at 11:55 am, 1:

Unlted m ates District Court - CourtC
otlnty of

FILED by D.C.

JAN 1 s 2012

SIEVEN v LARIMORE
CLERK t/ s OIST CT.
s, p of FLA. - MùMI

served a CORPOMTION q delivering a true copy of thesummons ln a Clvll Aotion and Complalnt and
Letter from Plaintiff regardlng Motion to Proceed with the Process of Law and Plalntlfs Motlon to
Proceed wlth the Process of Law with the date and hour of service endorsed thereon by m ,e to:Rlta Weishaar
Receptionist for The Weitz Company, at the address of: 1555 Palm Beach Lakes Blvd, Slxteenth Floor,

asWest Palm Beach, FL 33401, and informed said person of the contents therein, in compliance with state statutes.

Addltlonal lnformatlon pedaining to thls Sewlce:1/9/201 1 1 1:55 am Originally told only one person can accept semice. On Gecond attempt, the secretary stated

she had permission to accept.1/6/2012 4:05 pm Attempted Service. Advised by company only one person can accept or grant authority to

accept process and she was unavailable.

1 cedify that l am over the age of 18 have no interest in the above action, and am a Cedlfied Process Serverj in

:good standing, in the judicial circuit In which the process was served. Under penalty of gejury, l delcare l have read

the föregoing verified return of service and that the facts stated in it are true.

Kenny 11
Proces Serv

Abo e Pa ourler Sew lce, Inc.
27 W antlc Blvd

Ite IQ
ompano Beach, FL 33969

(954) 916-8727
Our Job Serial Number: ABV-2012000Q2B

CepFiyl * 1 992-291 1 Dalbax SeNces. jnc. - RIpcess aœers Toolbex :6,4m

Case 9:11-cv-80755-DMM   Document 23   Entered on FLSD Docket 03/06/2012   Page 3 of 7



January 6, 2012

Attn: Kathryn L. M cHale

Adams j Coogler Attorneys At Law
qegions Financlal Tower
1555 Palm 8each Lakes Boelevard

Sixteenth Floor
W est Palm Beach, Florida 33401

T 561.478.45*  I F 561.478.7847
www-adamscoogler.com

From : Bruce Ham mond
974 N.W . 3fU Street

Florida City, Fl 33034 (9h0n:-305..498-4529)

Re; Hammond, Bruce v. The Weitz Company LLC - Case: 9:11-W-K 755-9MM #3 and your Law Flrms

File No. : 2057-09208

Enclosed please find a copy of the Plaintifrs Motlon to proceed w1th the Process of Law.

should you have any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Respedfully,

A

Bruce Hammond

Case 9:11-cv-80755-DMM   Document 23   Entered on FLSD Docket 03/06/2012   Page 4 of 7



Bruce Ham mond,

Plaintiffs,

The W eitz Company,

Defendant

1

PlalntlFs M- lon tp Proeeed wltb the Protess of kaw

Comes Now, the Plalntiff, Bruce Hammond, by and through the underslgned files this Motion to

continue with the Process of Law and in suppod thereof states as follows:

1. Plaintiff filed a complaint with the Mlami US Distrlct Courts on June 30, 2011.

2, Plaintis was given an extension by the Dlstrict Courts on August 12, 2011.

3. Plaintiff was harassed whfle employed at the Weitz Company.

4. Pjalntiff Summons was served on January 06, 2012.
5. Plaintiff presented no prejudices stated In the Defendant's response dated 12/08/2011 per the

service the defendant demands.

6. Pfaintiff has Iost hIs home.
7. Plaintiff has been unable to obtain sufflcient employment since July 2009.

8, Plaintifs unemployed to date.

Wherefore, the Court should grant the foregoing of the original Process of taw in this Motion.

l hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing has been furnished by a legal process sewer on 6* day of

Januaw, 2012, to the following: Adams I Coogler Attorneys at Law 1555 Palm Beach takes Blvd., Suite

1600 West Palm Beach, FI 33401.

Respectfully,

Bruce Hammond

Case 9:11-cv-80755-DMM   Document 23   Entered on FLSD Docket 03/06/2012   Page 5 of 7



United States Dlstrid Court

Southern Dlstrlct of Florida

January 6, 2012

Bruce Hammond - Plaintiff

The Weitz Company-Defendant

Case No. ll-8o7ss-cw-MiddleBrooks/lohnson

None ofscial Copy-official copy completed in June 2011

1, Bruce Hammond plaintis in the above styled cause, was har3ssed by my former Boss Kevin Mcclafn

Safety Director verbally and Jon Tori Vice Presldent of operations and others on several occasions thro

out my employment at The Weitz Company.

:rvce Hammon

Case 9:11-cv-80755-DMM   Document 23   Entered on FLSD Docket 03/06/2012   Page 6 of 7
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. II-8O7SS-CIV-M IDDLEBROO KS/JOH NSON

BRUCE HAM M OND,

Plaintiff,

V.

THE W EITZ COM PANY , a

Florida corporation,

Defendant.

/

! .>.k f

e ,.- t ) J, #
zv ; '- :. ..../ .? rf.
- J71 FR *'.c, -. < >  t.i' ' J

.. ($( -,' ..z. >J f:r
- t 7 vr
'
-/ I t --. *
. . q j
.i .. .. ):z.. t..;f:h jgqx.o

r'-) ''!;J.' k >Q
:.. .. ...t pva

4:* G'rt e/ .
< . 4
. 

'% m otm
'D. C) PN >C

)CD 
-f 7U c' . 
m sO

ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANT'S M OTION TO DISM ISS

THIS CAUSE comes before the Court upon Defendant's M otion to Dismiss and/or

Motion for More Deûnite Statement CtMotion to Dismiss'') (DE 20) and Defendant's Motion to

Strike CdMotion to Strike'') (DE lglfiled on January 27, 2012.Plaintiff s Responses to these

M otions were due on February 13, 2012. Plaintiff did not respond, so this Court issued an Order

to Show Cause requiring Plaintiff to respond by M arch 5, 2012. Plaintiff responded on M arch 6,

2012 and stated that he did not receive either of the Motions f'rom Defendant. (DE 23 at 1). 1

have reviewed the matter and am advised in the premises.

Plaintiff initiated this action by filing a Complaint with this Court on Jtme 30, 201 1. (DE

1). The one-sentence complaint alleges that Plaintiff itwas harassed on several occasions by

different employees/supervisors during my employment at the W eitz Company. Also, I was

mistreated as well and laid off. To date l have been unable maintain (sic) a decent living

standard without substantial employment for 2 years.'' (DE 1 at 2).1 After filing his Complaint,

Plaintiff s case was previously dismissed by the U.S. Equal Employment Opportunity

Commission on March 31, 201 1. (DE 19 at 1).

Case 9:11-cv-80755-DMM   Document 24   Entered on FLSD Docket 03/12/2012   Page 1 of 4



Plaintiff moved to file an Amended Complaint on August 16, 201 1. (DE 6). This Court granted

Plaintiff s request and required him to file an nmended Complaint by September 12, 201 1.

However, Plaintiff took no further action in this case until January 6, 2012 when Defendant was

finally served with Plaintiff s Amended Complaint. (DE 17). ln the Amended Complaintz

Plaintiff states that he was harassed by his former bosses Kevin Mcclain and Jon Tori and others

on several occasions while employed at the W eitz Company, that he has lost his home, and he

has been tmable to obtain employment since July 2009. (DE 17 at 3-4). ln its Motions,

Defendant asks this Court to dismiss Plaintifps Complaint for two reasons: (1) failttre to state a

claim and (2) failure to serve the Complaint within 120 days after it is filed in accordance with

Fed. R. Civ. P. 4(m).

lt is a well-settled principle that in ruling on a motion to dismiss, a federal court must

view the complaint in the light most favorable to the plaintiff and assume $ta11 the allegations in

the complaint are true.'' Bell Atl. Corp. v. Twombly, 550 U.S. 544, 555-56, 127 S. Ct. 1955,

1964-65 (2007) (citation omitted); Hishon v. King & Spalding, 467 U.S. 69, 73, 104 S. Ct. 2229,

2232 (1984)) Watts v. Fla. Int'l Univ., 495 F.3d 1289, 1295 (1 1th Cir. 2007); Hoffman-pugh v.

Ramsey, 312 F.3d 1222, 1225 (1 1th Cir. 2002). In considering a motion to dismiss, it is

necessary to assess the suffkiency of the complaint against the legal standard set forth in Federal

Rule of Civil Procedure 8: 1ça short and plain statement of the claim showing that the pleader is

entitled to relief,'' but one must also keep in mind that such a short and plain statement ççrequires

more than labels and conclusions, and a formulaic recitation of the elements of a cause of action

The document that was served on Defendant is labeled Gçplaintiffs M otion to

Proceed W ith the Process of Lam '' although this Court liberally constmes it as an Amended

Complaint in accordance with Tannepbaum v. United States, 148 F.3d 1262, 1263 (1 1th Cir.

1998).

Case 9:11-cv-80755-DMM   Document 24   Entered on FLSD Docket 03/12/2012   Page 2 of 4



will not do.'' Twombly, 550 U.S. at 555 (internal citations omitted); Watts, 495 F.3d at 1295.

Under the Twombly standard, factual allegations in a complaint need not be overly

detailed, but tsmust be enough to raise a right to relief above the speculative level . . . on the

assumption that a11 the allegations in the complaint are true (even if doubtful in factl.'' Twombly,

550 U.S. at 555 (internal citations omitted). ts-f'he Supreme Court's most recent formulation of

the pleading specitkity standard is that dstating such a claim requires a complaint with enough

factual matter (taken as tnle) to suggest' the required element.'' Watts, 495 F.3d at 1295 (quoting

Twombly, 550 U.S. at 556). This does not mean to say that a plaintiff must establish a

probability of prevailing on a particular claim, but rather, the standard tçsimply calls for enough

fact to raise a reasonable expectation that discovery will reveal evidence'' of a required element.

f#. at 1296 (quoting Twombly, 550 U.S. at 556). dtlt is suffcient if the complaint succeeds in

Sidentifying facts that are suggestive enough to render (an elementj plausible.''' Id (quoting

Twombly, 550 U.S. at 556). A claim has facial plausibility when a plaintiff pleads factual content

that allows the court to draw the reasonable inference that the defendant is liable for the

misconduct alleged. Ashcro.ft v. Iqbal, 129 S. Ct. 1937, 1949 (2009) (quoting Twombly 550 U.S.

at 556).

l tsrst find that Plaintiff s Complaint fails to state a cause of action for which relief may

be sought. Although Plaintifps Complaint states that he was harassed by Kevin Mcclain and Jon

Tori, it does not provide any specific allegations concerning the harassment. Accordingly,

Plaintiff s Complaint merely cites conclusory allegations with providing any facts that raise his

right to relief above the speculative level.

Plaintiffs Complaint, filed on June 30, 201 1, was not served on Defendant in the requisite time

as required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 4(m). Defendant was served with the Complaint on January 9,

Second, upon a review of this case it is apparent that
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U U

2012, over 180 days after it was filed with this Court. Furthermore, Plaintiff failed to comply

with this Court's Order requiring him to fqle an Amended Complaint by September 12, 201 1.

This matter is set for trial on M arch 26, 2012, but Plaintiff s failure to comply with this Court's

Order to Pro Se Litigant (DE 10) issued on August 30, 2011 has resulted in practically no

progress taking place in this action. Accordingly, it is hereby

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that Defendant's Motion to Dismiss (DE 20) is

GM NTED. Plaintiff s Complaint is DISMISSED W ITHOUT PREJUDICE. The Clerk is

instructed to CLOSE THIS CASE. If Plaintiff desires to file an Amended Complaint, he must do

so within twenty (20) days of the issuance of this Order. Defendant's Motion to Strike (DE 19)

and a11 other pending motions are DENIED AS M OOT.3

DONE AND ORDERED at Chambersin West Palm B ch, Flo 'tda, this Yc day of

ALD M . MIDDLEBROOKS
UNITED STATES DISTY CT JUDGE

M arch, 2012.

CC* Counsel of Record;

Bruce Hnmmond,pro se

974 N.W . 3 Street
Florida City, FL 33034

3 DE 18 and 19.
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Bruce Hammond,

Plaintiff,

Vs.

The W eitz Company
z

gefendant

Amended Complalnt

jIl-smsx (c. 3%î4*12/:
jjkf'J$. *

-j3'
*kJ'

PlaintlFs Motion to Prceed wio the Protess 
of taw

Plaintiff, Bruce Hammond
, the undersigned hereby files this amended compl

aint against the W eitzCompany and th
ereof stâtes as follows:

* This adlon is brought pursuant to Title VII of th
e Civil Rights Acts of 1964

, as amended, 42 U.S.C.Sedion 2000(e)
, et seq. The jurisdictlon of this Court is invoked to secure the 

protection of andto redress the deprivation 
of rights, secured by 42 U

.S.C. Section 2000(e), et seq. against racialdisc
rimination in the workplace

.

* Plaintiffalso brlngs this case under the anti
-retaliation provision Title VII of The Civil Ri

ghts Adof 1964
, as amended, 42 U.S.C. Section 2000(-e)-3(a)

, which forbids employers from retallating
,or from taking adverse personnel action igainst empl

oyees, who exercise their lawful andp
rolected rights UnderTitle VlI

.

@ Plaintiff also brings this case to Harassme
nt of The Civil Rights Act of 1964 which forbid

semployers from provoking employees to n
one discretionae acts

.

* Plaintiff further brlngs this case pursuant to th
e Equal Pay Act (EPA). I believe every SafetyP

rofesslonal whom was employed by W eitz with th
e title Regional M anager during my tenure of

employment were paid signiscantly more
.

Plaintiff filed an EEOC Complaint July 16
, 2009, stating that tbe defendant Agency disc

riminaledagainst hlm on the basis of 
race. Amended this case with harassment per Title VII 

of The Civil RightsAct of 1964
. My case was release March 31

, zollgiving me the right to private suit in fed
eral orstate eourt

.

* Plaintiff has tomplied to the adminlstratlve prerequisit
es, which are necesory to file a lawsuit inf

ederal court purstlant Tltle VII of the Civll Rights Acts of 1964
, as amended 42 U.S.C. Section2000(e)

, et seq-, in tbat he filed the appropriate charge of discrimin
ation, within the applltable timef

rames; the adion were filed witbin 'the ninety (90) days of the issuance of decision by the Equal
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Employment Opportunity Commission
, Office of Federal Operations; and therefore

, this action has
been timely filed.

* At aIl times herein, Plaintiff, Bruce Hammond is a African American Male
, he was Forty two (42)

years old; he was formerly employed by the Defendant
, herein, The W eitz Company.

* At aII times herein, Defendant, Kevin Mcclain-was the head of department forThe Weitz

CompanytWeitz Golt Hy-vee Weitz, Weitz Industrial, Watts Construction
, etc./safety Diredor/vke

President he was sesponsible forthe administration of personnel policies and pradices
, applicable

to jurisdidion of the Safety Depadment.

FAW S

* Hammond was pseviously employed by Jacobs Construdors in Chicago Illinois
, recruited by Weitz

prior to being hired by former Safety Diredor/Matthew Frandsen
.

During my tenure at The W eitz Company
, I received the following commendations:

4 STEP (Safety Training and Evaluation Process) awards from Msociated Builders Contradors
, lnc.

Two President's Safety awards - for project excellence 2001 Minto Las Olas Water Garden project 
and2005 D

wyer High School project

SIx Charles H. W eitz awards for Excellence from The Weitz Company -  In which no safety manager has
never received that number of Charles H. W eitz Awards. Two for W eitz Golf and Four for the Florida
Business Unit

6 traffic safety and 6 worker safety awards from the Palm Beach Safety Cou
ncil a Total of 12

24 awards in Florida from 2001 to 2009

l was the only manager in four years and nine months with 1
.9 million man hours worked without a Iost

tlme incident.

PLEASE NOTE: I was the ONLY employee who had ever received SIX Charl
es H. W eitz awards!

l rannot imagine an employee not working to their ''full perfosmance'' despit
e being able to achieve

what l did while not having strong support and enduring hostile and demea
ning situations.

On 5-20-04, Dave Swiercinsky the senior superintendent for the W eitz Compan
y told me that I was going

to be fired. This was very disconcerting coming from someone who carried a Iot 
of clout in the

company. THIS WM  VERY THREATENING.

0n 10-31-06, I submitted the safety preconstrudion portion of a report to Miehael Ha
rstad,

Preconstruction Director (Caucasian). He threw my submission in the garbage and told me he would not

be including lt in the report. l informed my boss Kevin Mcclain (Caucasian) of this incident
. He was not
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forthcoming with a solution or plan of adion. I was left hanging and on my own as to how to deal with

Mr. Harstad. M# SUPERVISOR WM  NOT FORTHCOMING W ITH A PG N TO CORREW  THIS TREM M ENT

I SUFFERED AT THE HANDS OF M r. HARSTAD.

ON 2-22-07 I had a conversation with my boss Kevin Mctain (Caucasian) regarding training needs and
challenges I was facing which included burn out. His response was that I needed to get my oId enefgy
level back before any assistance could be given. l explained to him that I could not continue to work 60
hour work weeks AND weekends as well. He was not forthcoming with assistance. THIS W AS A
BLATENT ABUSE OF W ORK HOURS W ITH NO ASSISTAMCE FORTHCOM ING DESPITE REPORTING SAM E

.

On 3-20-07 Aftet the meeting to discuss the new drug policy changes
, my boss Kevin Mcclain, Safety

Direttor (Caucasian) told me that I ''could not continue to sleep with my Safety & Claims Coordinator''
,

Joyce Bashner (Caucasian). I was stunned and told him I did not appreciate the accusation. No further
conversation occurred. THIS W M  HARRASSM ENT. IT WM  THREATENING AND INFG MATORY

.

On 3-23-07 I had Iunch with Depnis Gallagher, Florida Buslness Unit President (Caucasian) who said he
did not understand how I took care of aII the things I did including being on call seven days a week

. I
asked him for his help to which he said he would not tell the COO

, Len Martling (Caucasian) of my need
and would deny that we even had the conversation. THIS WAS A BLATENT LAEK OF SUPPORT DESPITE
RECnNNIZING A PROBLEM .

In July/August 2007 l was scheduled to 'ake a class on Fearless Presentation in Miami
, FL which was

recommended by the company's trainer Jeff Trimble (Caucaxian). This class would cover being clear and
concise, designing your speech, impromptu speaking etc. Even though my attendance was scheduled

,

Kevin Mcclain, safety diredor (Caucasian) cancelled it. THIS WA$ A DELIBERATE AR EMPT T0 MAKE
SURE I COULD NOT W ORK ON AND IM PROVE MY W ORK REG TED SKILLS

.

On 10-23-07 while following up with Kevin Brindley
, company superintendent (Caucasian) regarding a

project incident and the fact that I had not received proper support for safety in Florida
. he informed

me that the reason l did not and would not was because of my skin color
. He stated that I was referred

to as a 'nigge/ by the other superintendents (John Rodeman, Larry Thompson
, Jack Doran, Dave

Swiercinsky, Bob Emmett - all Caucasian). This was disheartening but I continued to press on
. THIS

W AS DISCRIM INATQRY.

On 8-22-07 I met with Kevin M cclain and Dennis Gallagher who stated that I had communication issues;

that my emails were not clear. They were unable to give specifics
.

They stated l had poor management skills. At this point Kevin Mcclain stated that if I wanted to be a

coordinator, he would give me a reference. He then Iaughed. Chris Brew (Caucasian), Weitz Golf Safety
M anager witnessed this exchange. After lunch, Kevin Mcclain continued his sarcastic behavior by aiming

his pen at my eyes (within inches) as if he was going to stick me in the eyes. Also, he hit me for no

reason as if he dared me to'hit him back. We haö a conferehce call in my office @ 2pm with all the

other safety managers across the country. The Denver safety manager and lowa safety manager

ridiculed my ''How 1t Happened'' report on an electrical generator. Chris Brew the new W eitz Golf Safety
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Manager Iasted about two weeks after being hired. He resigned from the W eltz Company. I FEW

DIK RIM INATED AGAINST AND AW ACKED. THIS W M  A HOSTILE ENVIRONMENT.

On 9-13-07 - l received a call from Dan Vasilash (Caucasianl, Safety Diredor for Watts Constructors
which is owned by The W eitz Company. The call came in approximately4 PM EST to my cell phone. Dan

is located in Hawaii and he stated to me that he was warned about talking to me and that my phone

calls were being tracked. Dan stated that he was tired of M cclain's crap and wanted to do something

about that. He asked what my thoughts were. l stated as a Christian, I could not pursue any violent

behavior towards anyone and that things would work out. Dan asked me how I could remain calm

knowing that Mcclain was creating a hostile work environment for me. l stated
, I know but l must do it

Gods way. THIS W AS AGAIN HOSTILIW  DIRECTED TOW ARDS M E ON THE PART OF W EIR .

b 8'b 9th 101b in 2007 I went to a meeting in Des M oines
, Iowa for Safety Managers.On Octo er- , ,

l was the only one in the safety dept. who had a record of 3 years with no LOSTTIM E incidents in the

company. During the meeting Kevin Mcclain (Caucasian) Safety Director talked about position changes
with the other safety managers. On the Iast day of the meeting (10-10m7) Dan Vasilash (Caucasian),
W atts Safety Diredor and l walked back to the Marriot Hotel where we were staying. Dan stated to me
that if I needed to file a claim regarding working in a hostile environment and he would support me

.

THIS SPEAM  FOR ITSELF.

On 12-19-07 l met with JeffTrimble (Caucasian), Corporate Trainer out of the Des Moines Iowa office.
W e discussed my development plan - adult Iearning courses to take or possibly getting another Master's

degree to improve the safety training and development programs. 1 asked him if he had my profile

(education) to which he said yes and that he knew I was a risk taker. I asked what he meant. He then

asked me why I went to Marshall Universih and worked alI over the United States for several different
employers. I replied that I wanted real experience to put on my resume. He asked me whether I felt I
tould go further in this company or if I felt stagnated. I replied that l felt stagnated but believed I could

go further. He asked if I would accept doing what I was currently doing for the next 20 or 30 years
. I said

no. He asked whether l was going to make a change sooneror later. I replied that I was going to make

some changes, but did not know when. He stated he did not trust me at times. I asked why and he did
not explain and proceeded to call me a bonebead. The evening ended. HOA ILE ENCOUNTER

On 12-27-07 Florida President Dennls Gallagher (Caucasian) came to my office and shook my hand and
stated that I was working hard. IN YOQR LEU ER YOU STATED THAT MY REVIEW  DATED 12-27*7

STATED THAT IF M# PERFORMANCE DID N0T IM PROVE I W OMLD BE FIRED. BM ED ON THIS

COM MENT BY THE FLORIDA PRESIDENT, M Y PERFORAM NCE M UST HAVE BEEN SATISAW ORY
.

On 2-22-08 l met with Kevin Mcclain Safety Directorvia telephone and Mark Green (Caucasian),
Regional Safety Manager in person for my 2007 annual review. W e discussed the following: my

individual performance highllghts in 2007, my 2007 performance Iow polnts, my personal strengths
, my

personal weaknesses, my assessment of overall skills, my Ievel of enjoyment and satisfaction attributed

to my role, moving forward in 2008 (how do we maximize my strengths), shore up minimize my
weaknesses, development plan needs and requiremenu, and what can the Safety Director do to auist
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me Le. how could Kevin be a better Safety Diredor. M ark and Kevin's feedback is as listed: l need to

improve in 3 areas: Management skills yDecision making (keep pushing the dimcult iuues); Verbal &

Written Communication (clear & concise) and Leadership (1 talk down to Superintendents & olhers).
This review via phone Iasted for 3 % hours. I was also tasked with sitting down with each manager in the

Florida Busihess Unit and discussing the pros & cons of my communication. I was also asked to add Keith

Harkins (Caucasian), new Weitz Golf Safety Managerto my development plan and meet with him weekly
to bring him up to speed in Florida and W eitz Golf. THIS W AS W BEN l RECEIVED MY REVIEW  F0R 2* 7,

NOT IN DECEM BER AND NOT IN PERSON. THIS W AS DONE VIA A PHONE CONVERSATION.

The following is a Iist of the vafious meetings I held as instruded with each manager to dlscuss the pros

and cons of my performance. This is important to establish with resped to my review.

On 2-26-08 I met with David Teets (Caucasian), Diredor of Finance about my pros & cons of my
communicatlon-Teets stated the Iisted cons: He believed the management team felt I brought the gory

trtlth with negatlve energy. He suggee-d I chad orgoph handouts. Get management more involved.

The pros Iisted: Teets stated he did not have a problem with my communication.

Other items discussed: Teets stated not being able to trust your Business Unit President Dennis

Gallagher.

0n 2-27-08 l met with Dennis Gallagher the Florida Business Unit President about my pros & cons of my

communication. The Iunch appointment was scheduled for 11:30AM and Mr. Gallagher arrived at 12:10

PM. Mr. Gallagher stated the cons: I needed to have someone read my emails before sending them and l

needed to communicate with instructions added. Example, I needed the following things done by ''Date''

and I needed you/he/she to be specific in your response. He also recommended Dale Carnegie school
and to be more enthusiastic about boring subjects. He also asked If l wanted to have this meeling or I
was told to do so. I replied that I wanted to have this meeting and Gallaghes replied that he hoped he

could help me. The pros: Mr. Gallagher ented that I appeared comfortable in front of a cwwd and l

command attention. The meeting ended.

On 3-6-08 I metlon Tori (Caucasian), Vice President to discuss the pros & cons of my communication.
Cons: He stated that l talked too fast sometimes and l went offon tangents sometimes when having a

discussion. Pros: he did not have a problem with my communication.

On 3-7-08 I met with Clayton Garrison Construction Manager for Iunch on the pros & cons of my

communication. Cons: He stated that l needed to be more passionate about my presentations if l

wanted people to believe what l am said. He also stated that I was not emotional enough when doing

presentations and should never read slides. Pros: he stated 1 was technically sound, knew my stuffand

my OSHA 10 hour class was very good

On 3-10-08 I met with 1im Wells lcaucasian), Preconstroction Director fos Iunch to discuss the pros &
cons of my communication. Eonstlim stated that I should be more aggressive in pushing construction
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Managers and Projed Managers to enforce consistency among them. He also suggested I work on my
written communication.

Pros: He stated that my overall communication skills were good
.

On 3-17-08 I met with Doug Thigpen (Caucasian) Construction Manager for lunch to discuss the pros &
cons of my communication. Pros: stated that l was a positive communicator

. Cons: He had no negative
feedback.

Other items we discussed: Doug really Iiked the safety outreach program and the p
rocess I implemented

in Florida.

On 7-2-09 I was told myjob has been eliminated after nine years and 3 months of service with the m
ost

outstanding accomplishments in the company for safety in my division
.

*Green statêd that my Iay offwas not due to performance
.

*Green and Mcclain both gave me their personal phone #'s to call them 
and talk tbe following week.

* I was immediately given boxes by M cclain and Green to pack my things
. I was then driven home by

Green.

* As a result, Plaintiff has incurred Ioss due to the unjust layoff.

* Wherefore, Plaintiff, Bruce Hammond
, respedfully request this case to be amended and this Court

enter judgment against the Defendant, The Weitz Company and Kevin Mcclain/safety Director/vice
President, and find the Defendant indeed violated Title VII of the Civil Rights Artq 

of 1964, as
amended, 42 U-S.C. Sedion 2000e-3(a) and order the following relief:

* *payment of 8,246 accumulated hours worked over a period of nin
e years without pay:

*W ages lost from July 2
, 2009 to date

*tost retirement investment since July 2
, 2009 to date.

*cost of Insurance (he:Ith, dental, vision, Iife) to date:
*Expense in conduuingjob search from July 2009 to date:
*personal savings lost due to Iayoff:

*compensation for working out of my home and truck for the first eight month
s of employment

*compensation for the pain and mental anguish experienced from the derogato
ry comments

endured as stated in my claim:

*compensation for the humiliation and embarrassment endured from harassme
nt, threats and

False accusations made by my former supervisor:

*compensation for being on call 24/7 during my planned/approved vacations:
*compensation for having to start my career over as a 45 year oId man:
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*

1. Plaintifffiled a complaint with the Miami US Di
strid Courts on June 30

, 2011.2
- Plaintiffwas given an extension by the District Co

urts on August 12, 2011.3. Plaintiffwas harassed while employed at th
e W eitz Company

.4. Plaintiff Summons was served on lanuary 06
, 2012.

5. Plaintiff presented no prejudices stated in the Defe
ndant's response dated 12/08/2011 per thesewi

ce the defendant demands
.

ffsummons was served on M arch 5* 2012 
and courier affidavit not signed and submitt

ed

6. Plainti 
,

timely.

7. Plaintiff has lost

8.

9. Plaintiffs unemployed to date
.

10. Plaintiff has no health insurance
.

his home.

unable to obtainPlainliff has been sufficient 
employment since July 2009

.

Follow up information)

11. Plaintiff credit is in jeopardy
.

12. Plaintiffattends school to change career t
o obtain employment

.13 Plaintiff requested information on March 21 2012 f
rom the defendant as Iisted:* #

o Plaintiff request copies of alI employees th
at were laid oH from July 2009 to

present.

o Plaintiff request copies of alI jobs eliminated during th
e process of reduction atthe W

eitz Company.

Plaintiff request copies of present positions a
nd pay scales.

W herefore, tbe Court should grant the fore
going of this amendment to original Process 

of Law and thelisted relief
.

* Award Plaintiff, adual damages
, including appropriate amounts of back pay 

and front pay.* Enjojn the Defendant f
rom continuing its discriminatory practices; and

* Grant any and a11 appropriate reliet wbich the Court dee
ms to be just, proper and equitable

.

Demand forlu-  Trial

Plaintiff demands trial byjury of aI1 issues so triable
.

I hereby certiN that a copy of the foregoing has been furnlshed by a I
egal process sewer on 30o day ofM

arch, 2012, to the following: Adams I Coogler Attorneys at Law 1555 P
alm Beach Lakes Blvd

.. Suite1600 West Palm Beach
, Fl 33401.

Respectfully,

' 

ce Ham4o

tx: UnR.d States Dlstfid Court
Seuthern Distrid ef Flerida
701 Clematls street

west Palm beach, Florlda 33401
Donalu M.Midd6tibrpœ
tlnited states nlnstrict Judge
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Brucc Hammond
EBOC Charge No.: 510-2009-05284 (Amended)

February 15, 201 1
With Ospect to yoqr allegation ûf harassment, it is the employer's positio: that the amended charge

of discrimination was n0t filed with the EEOC in a timely manner and that tho aljeged incidents are
not sumcitnt to cxatt an cbjectively hostile work environment. Tbe employer statos that Mr. Tori
denied ht yelled At you, asserted that you yelled at him, and that you were never discipiined formally

as lesult of the scaffold collapsing in December 200:. The emqloyer maintains an anti-harassment
policy, which it states is accessible to all employees, and there ls no evidence that you rtgistered a

complaint of racial harassment or racial discrimination during your employment.

0ur teview of the evidence currently in your file indicates that it is insufficient to conclude that an
EEOC statuz waa violaed. The employer provided legitimate, non-disoriminatory reasons for

termingting your employment, and the informition you have provided thus far is insufficient to

suppod your claim .
Yoa are invited to provide in writing any addition.l infommtion you may have in sopport of your

charye. Please set the attacàed Request for lnformation. lf we do not hear from you or receive any
additional information on or before M srcll #, 2:11. we will decide your case based on the evidence

corrently in your file,
Please br advisvd that if ycu receive a dismissal notice, you will have 90 davs from the date of

receipt tc file a private suit against tlw employtr in federal or state conrt-

Sinterely,
4

tc a Allen
Invtstigator

, (305) 808-1 8 13

Enclosute
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

Case No. 12-80755-CV- M IDDLEBROOKS/BM NNON

BRUCE HAMM OND,

Plaintiffts)

VS.

THE W EITZ COM PANY,

Defendantts).

ORDER REFERRING CASE AND SETTING TRIAL DATE

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the above-entitled cause is hereby set for Trial before the

Honorable Donald M . M iddlebrooks, United States District Judge, at United States District Court

at 701 Clematis Street, Second Floor, Courtroom 7, W est Palm Beach, Florida, during the two-

week trial period commencing November 19, 2012 at 9:00 a.m ., or as soon thereafter as the case

maybe called. PLEASE TAKE FURTHERNOTICEtIAata Status Conference/calendar Callwill

be held on W ednesday, November 14, 2012 at 1:15 p.m. ALL COUNSEL M UST BE

PRESENT. The Court notes that this is an extended trial schedule.

1. JURY TRIALS

On or before the date of the Status Conference, counsel shall submit proposed jury

instructions with the substantive charges and defenses, verdict forms, and motions in limine, if any.

Jury instructions shall be tiled with the Clerk and a copy shall be submitted in W ord or

W ordperfect format directlyto middlebrooks@fsd.uscouhs.gov. To the extentthese instructions

are based upon the Eleventh Circuit Pattem Jury lnstructions, counsel shall indicate the appropriate

Eleventh Circuit Pattern Jury lnstnzction upon which their instruction is modeled. A11 other
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instructions shall include citations to relevant supporting case law.

2. BENCH TRIALS

ln cases tried before the Court, each party shall file at least ONE W EEK prior to the

beginning of the trial calendar, the proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law. An

additional copy shall be sent in W ordperfect fonnat to the chambers e-mail account listed above.

Prior to any trial, cotmsel shall submit to the Court a typed list of proposed witnesses and/or

exhibits. A11 exhibits shall be pre-labeled in accordance with the proposed exhibit list. Exhibit

labels must include the case number. lt is further

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED PURSUANT to 28 U.S.C. j 636 (b)(1)(A) and the

M agistrate Judge Rules of the Local Rules of the Southern District of Florida, the above-captioned

cause is hereby refen'ed to United States M agistrate Dave Lee Brannon to conduct a Scheduling

Conference, pursuant to Local Rule 16.1.B, for the purpose of setting pre-trial deadline dates, and

for determining possible consent to the jurisdiction of the Magistrate Judge for trial. All counsel

of record will be required to attend this conference which will be noticed by M agistrate Judge

Brnnnon. Copies of any and a11 filings related to such scheduling conference, including proposed

orders, must be sent directly to Judge Brannon at brannon@flsd.uscourts.gov.

Further. any reguest to m odify the above-set trial date must be m ade prior to the

Scheduling Conference. The foregoing doe: not preclude con:ideration of a prompt motion

to modify the trial date for good cause shown by a party joined in the litigation after the

Scheduling Conference has occurred.

The parties are directed , in accordance with CM/ECF procedures, as follows:

COURTESY COPIES: Notwithstanding the implementation of CM /ECF, a11 parties

shall deliver a courtesy copy to the lntake Section of the Clerk's Office all motions exceeding

Case 9:11-cv-80755-DMM   Document 28   Entered on FLSD Docket 04/10/2012   Page 2 of 3



twenty-five pages. This copy shall be bound and any attachments and/or appendices must be

indexed with tabs.

PROPOSED ORDERS: Pursuant to the CM /ECF Administrative Procedures, counsel

shall send proposed orders in W ord or W ordperfect format for ALL motions directly to

middlebrooks@isd.uscouhs.gov.l

DONE AND ORDERED, in Chambers, at W est Palm Beach, Florida, this 10th day of

April, 2012.

DONALD M . M IDDLEBROOKS

UNITED STATES DISTIUCT JUDGE

cc: Honorable Dave Lee Brnnnon

Al1 Counsel of Record

l This does not apply to orders relating to Judge Brannon's scheduling conference discussed

above.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

Case No. 1 l-8o7ss-civ-M iddlebrooks/BraM on

BRUCE HAMM OND,

Plaintiffts),

VS.

THE W EITZ COM PANY ,

Defendantts).
/

FILED by D.C.

AFq 2 s 2212

SJI/II (llà LAJC.C OR Es.o. o, ,u$. - w.Jl

PRETRIAL SCHEDULING ORDER

THIS CAUSE is before the Court following a Scheduling Conference that took place

before the undersigned U.S. M agistrate Judge. ln accordance with this Scheduling Conference

and plzrsuant to S.D. Fla. L. R. 16.1(b), the Court ORDERS the following:

1. Trial: This case is presently set for trial before U.S. District Judge M iddlebrooks

during the two-week trial period commencing November 19, 2012. This Court has advised the

parties of the opportunity to consent to a specially set trial before a U.S. M agistrate Judge

pursuant to 28 U.S.C. j 636(c). A fully executed consent form should be filed within 30 days
from this Order's date if the parties wish to consent to trial before a U.S. M agistrate Judge.

2. Pretrial Discovery and Conference: Pretrial discovery shall be conducted in

accordance with S.D. Fla. L.R. 16.1 and 26. 1, and the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. No

pretrial conference shall be held in this action, unless the parties so request or the Court

determines, sua sponte, that a pretrial conference is necessary. Should a pretrial conference be

set, the deadlines set forth in this Order shall remain unaltered.

Pretrial Stipulation: Counsel must meet at least 45 days prior to the begilm ing of the

trial calendar to confer on the preparation of a Joint Pretrial Stipulation. The Joint Pretrial

Stipulation shall be filed by the date set forth below and shall confonn to S.D. Fla. L.R. 16. 1(e).
The Court will not accept unilateral pretrial stipulations, and will strike sua sponte any such

submissions. Should any of the parties fail to cooperate in preparing the Joint Pretrial

Stipulation, a1l other parties shall file a certification with the Court stating the circumstances.

Upon receipt of such certification, the Court will issue an order requiring the non-cooperating
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party or parties to show cause why such party or parties (and their respective attorneys) should
not be held in contempt for failure to comply with the Court's order. The pretrial disclosures and

objections required under Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(a)(3) should be served, but not filed with the Clerk's
Oftice, as the sam e inform ation is required to be attached to the parties' Joint Pretrial Stipulation.

4. Cases Tried Before A Jury: In cases tried before ajury, at least ONE WEEK prior
to the beginning of the trial calendar, the parties shall submit A SINGLE JOINT SET of

proposed jury instructions and verdict fonn, though the parties need not agree on the proposed
language of each instruction or question on the verdict fonn. W here the parties do agree on a

proposed instruction or question, that instruction or question shall be set forth in Times New

Roman 14 point typeface. lnstructions and questions proposed only by the plaintiffts) to which

the defendantts) object shall be italicized. Instructions and questions proposed only by
defendantts) to which plaintiffts) object shall be bold-faced. Each jury instnzction shall be typed
on a separate page and, except for Eleventh Circuit Pattern instnzctions clearly identified as such,

must be supported by citations to authority. ln preparing the requested jury instructions, the
parties shall use as a guide the Pattern Jury lnstnzctions for civil cases approved by the Eleventh

Circuit, including the directions to cotmsel contained therein. A copy of the proposed jury
instructions and verdict form shall be sent in W ord or W ordperfect format to:

Middlebrooks@fsd.uscouds.gov.

5. Cases Tried Before The Court: ln cases tried before the Court, at least ONE W EEK

prior to the beginning of the trial calendar, a copy of the proposed Findings of Fact and

Conclusions of Law shall be sent in W ord or W ordperfect fonnat to:

Middlebrooks@isd.uscouhs.gov. Proposed Conclusions of Law must be supported by citations
to authority.

6. Exhibits: All exhibits must be pre-marked. A typem itten exhibit list setting forth

the number, or letter, and description of each exhibit must be submitted at the time of trial. The

parties shall submit said exhibit list on Form AO 187, which is available from the Clerk's office.

7. M otions to Continue Trial: A M otion to Continue Trial shall not stay the

requirement for the filing of a Pretrial Stipulation and, unless an emergency situation arises, such

Motion will not be considered tmless it is filed at least 20 days before the date on which the trial

calendar is scheduled to com mence.

8. Pretrial M otions: Any party filing a pretrial m otion shall subm it a proposed order

granting the motion.

9. Non-com pliance W ith This Order: N on-compliance with any provision of this

Order may subject the offending party to sanctions or dismissal. lt is the duty of a1l counsel to
enforce the timetable set forth herein in order to ensure an expeditious resolution of this cause.

2
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10. Pretrial Schedule: The parties shall adhere to the following schedule, which shall

not be modified absent compelling circumstances. Any motions to modify this schedule shall be

directed to the attention of U.S. District Judge Donald M . M iddlebrooks.

June 4, 2012

July 2, 2012

Joinder of Additional Parties and Amend Pleadings.

Plaintiff shall provide opposing counsel with a written list with the

names and addresses of a1l expert witnesses intended to be called

at trial and only those expert witnesses listed shall be permitted to

testify. W ithin the 14 day period following this disclosure (on or

before July 16, 2012), Plaintiff shall make its experts available for
deposition by Defendant. The experts' depositions may be

conducted without further Court order.

Defendant shall provide opposing counsel with a m itten list with

the names and addresses of a11 expert witnesses intended to be

called at trial and only those expert witnesses listed shall be

permitted to testify. W ithin the 14 day period following this

disclostzre (on or before July 30, 2012), the defendant shall make
its experts available for deposition by the plaintiff. The experts'

depositions m ay be conducted without further Court order.

The above provisions pertaining to expert witnesses do not apply

to treating physicians, psychologists or other health providers.

July 16, 2012

Note:

July 30, 2012 Parties shall furnish opposing counsel with a written list containing

the names and addresses of a11 witnesses intended to be called at

trial and only those witnesses listed shall be permitted to testify.

Parties shall furnish opposing counsel with expert reports or

summ aries of their expert witnesses' anticipated testimony in

accordance with Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(a)(2).

All discovery shall be completed.

August 15, 2012

August 27, 2012

September 10, 2012 A11 Pretrial M otions and M emoranda of Law shall be filed.

October 22, 2012 Joint Pretrial Stipulation shall be filed. Designations of deposition

testimony shall be m ade.
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November 5, 2012 Objections to designations of deposition testimony shall be filed.
Late designations shall not be admissible absent exigent

circum stances.

November 13, 2012 Jury Instructions or Proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of

Law shall be filed.

November 14, 2012 Status Conference/calendar Call.

Settlement: If the case is settled, counsel shall promptly inform the Court by

calling the chambers of U.S. District Judge Donald M . Middlebrooks at (561) 514-3720 and,
within 10 days of notification of settlement to the Court, submit an appropriate Motion and

proposed order for dismissal, pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 41(a). The parties shall attend a11
hearings and abide by all time requirements unless and until an order of dismissal is filed.

DONE a d ORDERED in Cham bers at W est Palm Beach in the Southern District of

Florida, this lû day of April, 2012.

DAVE LEE BRANNON

UNITED STATES M AGISTM TE JUDGE

Copies to:

U.S. District Judge Donald M . M iddlebrooks

Bruce Hammond, pro se

Al1 counsel of record

Case 9:11-cv-80755-DMM   Document 30   Entered on FLSD Docket 04/26/2012   Page 4 of 7



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

NOTICE OF RIGHT TO CONSENT TO DISPOSITION OF A CIVIL CASE

BY A UNITED STATES MAGISTM TE JUDGE

A11 counsel are directed to review this notice with their clientts) before the execution of

any written consent to trial before a United States Magistrate Judge.

In accordance with the provisions of 28 U.S.C. j636(c), you are hereby notified that the

full-time United States M agiskate Judges of tllis District Cotut in addition to their other duties,

may, upon the consent of a11 the parties in a civil case, conduct any and a11 proceedings in a civil

case, including a jul'y or non jury trial, and order the entry of a final judgment. Moreover, upon

consent, the Magistrate Judge may rule on case dispositive motionts). Copies of appropriate

consent forms for these pumoses are attached and are also available from the Clerk of the Court.

You should be aware that yottr decision to consent or not to consent to the referral of

your case to a United States Magistrate Judge for disposition is yotlr decision and yours alone

after consulting with yotzr lawyer, that your lawyer cnnnot make this decision for you, that this

decision is entirely voluntary on yotlr part and should be communicated solely to the Clerk of the

District Court. You should be aware that you have a right to trial by a United States District

Judge. Only if a11 parties to the case consent to the reference to a Magistrate Judge will either a

District Judge or M agistrate Judge be informed of yotzr decision.

parties it cnnnot be withdrawn.

extraordinary circllmstances shown by a party, vacate a reference of a civil m atter to a M agistrate

Judge. You are free to withhold your consent without any adverse substantive consequences.

Once consent is given by the

Only the District Court m ay, sua sponte for good cause or under

Appeals in rulings from consent cases are decided by the Eleventh Circuit Court of

Appeals.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

Case No. g J-civ-Middlebrooks/Brnnnon

1,

Plaintiffts),

M.

Defendantts).
/

NOTICE AND CONSENT TO
EXERCISE OF JIJRISDICTION BY A UNITED STATES M AGISTRATE JUDGE

In accordance with the provisions of 28 U.S.C. j636(c), and Federal Rule of Civil

Procedlzre 73, you are notified that a United States M agistrate Judge of this District Court is

available to conduct any or al1 proceedings in this case including a jury or nonjury trial, and to

order the entry of a final judgment. Exercise of this jurisdiction by a Magistrate Judge is,

however, permitted only if a11 parties voltmtarily consent.

You may, without adverse substantive consequences, withhold your consent, but this will

prevent the Court's jurisdiction from being exercised by a Magistrate Judge. If any party

withholds consent, the identity of the parties consenting or withholding consent will not be

commllnicated to any M agiskate Judge or to the District Judge to whom the case has been

assigned.

An appeal 9om a judgment entered by a Magistrate Judge shall be taken directly to the

United States Court of Appeals for this judicial circuit in the snme mnnner as a appeal from any

other judgment of this Distrid Court.
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Consent to the Exercise of Jurisdiction by

a United States M agistrate Judge

In accordance with provisions of 28 U.S.C. j636(c) and Federal Rule of Civil Procedure

73, the parties in this case consent to have a United States M agistrate Judge conduct any and a11

proceedings in this case, including the trial, order the entry of a final judgment and conduct a11

post-judgment proceedings.

Party Represented Signatures Date

Order of Reference

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that this case be referred

to , United States M agistrate Judge, to conduct a11

proceedings and order the entry of judgment in accordance with 28 U.S.C. j636(c), Federal Rule

of Civil Procedure 73, and the foregoing consent of the yarties.

Date

NOTE: SEN D ORIGFNAL FORM  TO THE CLERK OF

DISTRICT JUDGE.

United States District Judge

COURT AND A COPY TO THE
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

Case No. 1 l-8o7ss-civ-M iddlebrooks/Brannon

BRUCE HAMM OND,

Plaintiffts),

VS.

THE W EITZ COMPANY,

Defendantts).
/

FILED Ly D,C.

AFq 2 s 2212

STEVEN M. LARIMORE
CLERK U S Dlsl CTL
s.o. o!r FJt

.k. - w.RB.

ORDER OF REFERM L TO M EDIATION

THIS CAUSE is before the Court for the purpose of setting pre-trial deadline dates. Trial

having been set in this matter, pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 16 and Local Rule

16.2, it is ORDERED AND ADJUDGED as follows:

1. Al1 parties are required to participate in mediation. The mediation shall be completed

no later than 60 days before the scheduled trial date.

2. Plaintiff s counsel, or another attorney agreed upon by a11 counsel of record and any

unrepresented parties, shall be responsible for scheduling the mediation conference.

The parties are encouraged to avail themselves of the services of any mediator on the

List of Certified M ediators, maintained in the office of the Clerk of the Court, but

may select any other mediator. The parties shall agree upon a m ediator within 14 days

from the date hereof. If there is no agreement, lead counsel shall promptly notify the

Clerk of the Court in writing and the Clerk of the Court shall designate a mediator
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from the List of Certified M ediators, which designation shall be made on a blind

rotation basis.

A place, date, and time for mediation convenient to the m ediator, counsel of record,

and unrepresented parties shall be established.If the parties cnnnot agree to a place,

date, and time for the m ediation, they m ay file a motion asking the Court for an order

dictating the place, date, and time.

4. The appearance of counsel and each party or representatives of each party with full

authority to enter into a full and complete compromise and settlement is mandatory. If

insurance is involved, an adjuster with authority up to the policy limits or the most

recent demand, whichever is lower, shall attend.

All proceedings of the mediation shall be confidential and privileged.

6. At least 14 days prior to the mediation date, each party shall present to the mediator a

confidential brief written summary of the case identifying issues to be resolved.

The Court may impose sanctions against parties and/or counsel who do not comply

with the attendance or settlement authority requirements herein who otherwise violate

the terms of this Order. The mediator shall report non-attendance and may

recommend imposition of sanctions by the Court for non-attendance.

8. The mediator shall be compensated in accordance with the standing order of the

Court entered pursuant to Local Rule 16.2(b)(6), or on such basis as may be agreed to

in writing by the parties and the mediator selected by the parties. The cost of

mediation shall be shared equally by the parties unless otherwise ordered by the

Court. All paym ents shall be rem itted to the m ediator within 45 days of the date of

the bill. N otice to the mediator of cancellation or settlement prior to the scheduled
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mediation conference must be given at least 3 full business days in advance. Failure

to do so will result in imposition of a fee for 2 hours.

If a full or partial settlement is reached in this case, counsel shall promptly notify the

Court of the settlement in accordance with Local Rule 16. 2(9, by fling a notice of

settlement signed by counsel of record within 14 days of the mediation conference.

Thereafter the parties shall forthwith submit an appropriate pleading concluding the

Case.

10. W ithin 7 days following the mediation conference, the mediator shall file a M ediation

Report indicating whether al1 required parties were present. The report shall also

indicate whether the case settled (in full or in partl, was adjoumed, or whether the

case did not settle.

1 1. lf mediation is not conducted, the case may be stricken from the trial calendar, and

other sanctions m ay be imposed.

7-( day of April, 2012.DONE AND ORDERED this

NDAVE LEE BM NNON

U.S. M AGISTRATE JUDGE

Copies furnished:

U.S. District Judge Donald M . M iddlebrooks

Bruce Hammond, pro se

A11 counsel of record
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UM TED STATES DISTRICT COURT

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. 11-80755-CW -M IDDLEBROOKS/JO> SON

BRUCE HAM M OND,

Plaintiff,

THE W EITZ COM PANY, a

Florida corporation,

Defendant.
/

ORDER INSTRUCTING THE CLERK TO REOPEN THIS CASE

THIS CAUSE comes before the Court sua sponte. 0n M arch 12, 2012 l dismissed this case

without prejudice and instructed the Clerk to close this case, but allowed Plaintiff to file an Amended

Complaint within twenty days. (DE 24 at 4). Plaintiff filed an Amended Complaint on April 2, 2012.

Accordingly, it is hereby

ORDERED Ae  ADJUDGED that the Clerk shall administrativel EN THIS CASE.

DONE Ae  ORDERED at Chambers in West Palm Beac lorida, PW-Hay of May,
k

'

2012.

ALD M . M IDDLEBROOKS

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

CC* Counsel of Record;
Bruce Hammond,rro se
974 N.W . 3 Street

Florida City, FL 33034
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. II-8O7SS-CIV-M IDDLEBROOKS/JOHNSON

BRUCE HAM M OND,

Plaintiff,

THE W EITZ COM PANY, a

Florida corporation,

Defendant.

/

ORDER GM NTING IN PART PLAINTIFF'S M OTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIM E

THIS CAUSE comes before the Court upon Plaintiff s Motion for Extension of Time to

File Response as to Defendant's Motion to Dismiss (DE 32) tsled on May 1 1, 2012. Having

considered the matter, it is hereby

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that Plaintiff s Motion (DE 32) is GRANTED IN

PART. Plaintiff shall have until June 8, 2012 in which to ;le his response to Defendant's

Motion to Dismiss. lt is further

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that Plaintiff s Motion (DE 33) is DENIED AS MOOT.

)DONE AND ORDERED at Chambers in W est Palm Beac 
, or a, this y of

M ay 2012.

ALD M . M IDDLEBROOKS

U NITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

CC* Counsel of Record;

Bruce Hammond,pr/ se

974 N.W . 3 Street

Florida City, FL 33034
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

 
CASE NO: 11-80755-CIV-MIDDLEBROOKS/JOHNSON 

 
BRUCE HAMMOND, 
 
 Plaintiff, 
 
v.   
 
THE WEITZ COMPANY, 
 

Defendant. 
_________________/ 
 
 

NOTICE OF MEDIATION CONFERENCE 
 

 In accordance with the Order of Referral to Mediation signed 

April 26, 2012 (D.E.#31), Mediator KAREN EVANS hereby notifies the 

Court that the mediation of this case will be held Tuesday, August 

21, 2012 at 10:00 a.m. Litigation Resolution, Inc., Suite 1229 at 

the Alfred I. DuPont Building, 169 East Flagler Street, Miami, 

Florida 33131. 

Dated June 4, 2012.  Respectfully submitted, 

s/Karen Evans    

 Florida Bar No: 376736 
 KarenEvans@LitigationResolution.com 

 LITIGATION RESOLUTION, INC. 
 SUITE 1229-The Alfred I. DuPont Building 
 169 EAST FLAGLER STREET 
 MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131 
 Tel: 305-371-3250 
 Fax: 305-371-3341 

 

 I hereby certify that on June 4, 2012 I electronically filed 

the NOTICE OF MEDIATION CONFERENCE with the Clerk of the Court 

using CM/ECF.  I also certify that the foregoing document is 

being served via electronic mail this day on all counsel of 

record or pro se parties identified on the attached Service List. 

 

s/Karen Evans 
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Service List 
 
 

BRUCE HAMMOND v. THE WEITZ COMPANY 
 
 

CASE NO: 11-80755-CIV-MIDDLEBROOKS/JOHNSON 
 
 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT, SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 
 

Bruce Hammond 
hammond1999@gmail.com 

974 Northwest Third Street 
Florida City, Florida 33034 

Tel:  305-498-4529 
 

Pro Se Plaintiff 
 
 

Kathryn L. McHale, Esquire 
kmchale@acwmlaw.com 

Adams Coogler 
Sixteenth Floor 

1555 Palm Beach Lakes Boulevard 
West Palm Beach, Florida 33401 

Tel:  561-478-4500 
Fax:  561-684-7346 

 
Attorney for the Defendant 
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