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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS e B,

MONICA SANTIAGO,

Plaintiff, —

im

CIVIL ACTION NO.
87=2799=-T

[ L L

v.

¥

SHERWIN-WILLIAMS COMPANY,

NL INDUSTRIES, INC., EAGLE-PICHER
INDUSTRIES, INC., INTERNATIONAL
SMELTING & REFINING COMPANY,

5CM CORPORATION, successor to
GLIDDEN COMPANY, and LEAD
INDUSTRIES ASSOCIATION,

Defendants.
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PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO STRIKE IMPERTINENT AND
SCAN 8 TTER

Plaintiff, by her attorneys, hereby moves this Court
pursuant to Rule 12(f) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure to
strike as impertinent and scandalous the characterization of her
factual submission as "dreck" on page 11 of Defendant's Rule 56.1

Supplemental Statement of Disputed Facts (a copy of which is

S

attached hereto as Exhibit A). As grounds therefor, plaintiff
states:
1. For almost four years now, plaintiff and her attorneys

have been subjected te the constant kvetching by defendants'
counsel, who have made a big tsimmes about the quantity and
guality of plaintiff's responses to discovery requests. This has
been the source of much tseouris among plaintiff's counsel and a
big megillah for the Court.

2. Now that plaintiff's counsel has, after much time and

effort, provided defendants with a specific and comprehensive
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defendants' counsel have the chutzpah to call it “"dreek" and to

urge the Court to ignore it.

3. plaintiff moves that this language be stricken for

saveral reasons.

First, we think it is as impertinent to refer

. to the work of a fellow member of tiT bar of this Court with the

yiddish term "dreck” as it would be to use "the sibilant four-

letter English word for excrement." Rosten, The Jovs of Yiddish

(Simon & Schuster, New York, N.Y.,

1968) p. 103. Second,

defendants are in no position to deprecate plaintiff's counsel in

view of the chozzerali which they have filed over the course of

this litigatien.

Finally, since not all of plaintiff's lawyers

are yeshiva buchers, defendants should not have assumed that they

would all be conversant in Yiddish.

WHEREFORE, plaintiff prays that the Court put an end to this

migshegoss and strike "dreck."
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12.  Response to Paragraph 260: . L
BRI SV

Plainiff’s statement in this paragraph is taken out of context and without more, it is

misieading and inaccurate. Leaded zinc oxide is produced by a process which begins with

lead-zinc ores. Lead sulfate and finally, leaded zinc oxide are derived from these ores.

Defendants dispuie plaintiff’s implication that all basic lead sulfate was produced by the

defendants in this action. (See Burrows Supplementai Af£., 19 1-3.)

It is unfortunate that this Court must wade through the dreck of plaintiff’s original
and supplementai statement of undisputed facts. Defendants urge that this Court remain
focused on the merits of their motions for summary judgment and ignore plaintiff’s

deliberate attempts to muddle and confuse issues which are factually and legally clear.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS

MONICA SANTIAGO, *
Plaintiff, *
*
V. * CA No. 87=279%-T
-
THE SHERWIN-WILLIAMS COMPANY,  *
e_t al. *
-
ORDER
December 7 , 1991
TAURO, D.J.

Plaintiff's Motion to 8trike Impertinent and Scandalous Matter
is ALLOWED. Any further use of inappropriate language in any

proceeding before this court will result in the imposition of

/L To

United [states District Judge

\J

sanctions.
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR FILED

WESTERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA -
Wy 2:9 92

DBENNS
atmcun COUET
-4 OF OKLARIUAL
: W LMY (

4810 PARTNERSHIP, an Illinois
limited partmership,

Plaintiff,

v. , Na. CIV-91l~1l196~A

NATIONAL PROPFRTIES, INC.,
an Oklahoma corporation,

Tt Tl g” Tt N Nt Nl Wt St sl N

Defegndant.

SRDER

In tha seven years I have sat as district judge, only twe or
three time< hava I baen ptesentad- a response to plaintiff's report
of settlement discussions, a5 waz filed in this caze. The instant
response is consistent with prior pleadings in the case; it
contains mutterings about bad taitt; and personal disputes batween
counsel.

I suppose counsel Have a penumbral Constitutiocnal right to
regard each other as schmucks, but I knew of no principle that
justifies litigation pollution on account of their .personal -
opinions. This case makes me lament the demise of duelling.

T cannot order a duel, and thus achieva a salubriocus reduction
in the number of counsal to put up with. However, a summary jury
trial ig.erdersd. Setting will -ba. announced.

It is so ordered this _&9 T day of May, 1992.

(A g et CP.JL.J_/._'
WAYNE E. ‘ALLEY )
United States District Judge




