IN THE STATE OF M SSCUR
JACKSON COUNTY DI STRI CT COURT
AT | NDEPENDENCE
M SSOURI

SAMUEL K. LI PAR

(Assi gnee of Dissol ved

Medi cal Supply Chain, Inc.)
Plaintiff MOTI ON TO COVPEL PRODUCTI ON
OF DI SCOVERY REQUESTS

VS.

CGENERAL ELECTRI C COVPANY, Case No. 0616-cv07421
CGENERAL ELECTRI C CAPI TAL

BUSI NESS ASSET FUNDI NG CORP.
GE TRANSPORTATI ON SYSTEMS
GLOBAL SIGNALING L.L.C

Def endant s
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TH RD MOTI ON TO COVPEL PRODUCTI ON OF DI SCOVERY REQUESTS

Cones now the petitioner, Samuel K. Lipari (“plaintiff”)
appearing pro se and respectfully subnmits the following third notion to
compel production of the plaintiff’s discovery requests and to grant a
continuance of the jury trial until at least thirty days after the
def endants have produced di scovery.

1. Plaintiff served notice of requests for production on the defendants
on January 19, 2007

2. On February 24th, 2007 the plaintiff received a |late response from

t he defendants to his request for production of documents.

3. The response was a bl anket objection to all three-production
requests.

4. No docunents were identified as be protected by privilege.

5. On April 7'" the plaintiff sent the followi ng Golden Rule letter to

t he def endants:



“April 7, 2007

John K. Power

Re: Golden Rule Letter
Dear John,

| have received none of the requested discovery documents from you. Furthermore
| have received no documents relevant to my complaint from you and no
documents from which any defense could be asserted. Instead | have received from
you afrivolous blanket denial of discovery that obstructs justice in this matter and
the related private and government proceedings.

Please understand that if any part of the State of Missouri court systems or any
officers of the court mistakenly believe discovery no longer is permitted in acivil
proceeding | will have to devote time and resources to disabuse them of that belief.

| will expect the evidence | have requested in the discovery served upon you to be
delivered to me at 297 NE Bayview, Lee’s Summit, MO 64064 by Friday April 13,
2007 at 3.00 pm.

Sincerely,

Samuel K. Lipari”

6. No docunents have yet been produced by the defendants.
SUGGESTI ON | N SUPPORT OF SECOND MOTI ON TO COMPEL
The court nmay order any party to produce docunments or papers,
whi ch contain evidence relevant to the subject matter involved in the

pendi ng action. Rule 56.01

CONCLUSI ON
Wer eas because the defendants have produced no di scovery and
have not identified specific records protected from di scovery by
privilege, the plaintiff respectfully requests that the court order the
def endants to produce all requested records or specifically identify
records sought to be excluded so they may be examined in camera.

Additionally the plaintiff respectfully requests that the jury trial be



post poned until at |east 30 days after the defendants have produced the
requested di scovery.

Respectively subnitted,

S/ Sanuel K. Lipari

Samuel K. Lipari
Pro se

CERTI FI CATE OF SERVI CE

The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and accurate copy of the
foregoing instrument was forwarded this 2nd day of GCctober 2007, by
first class mail postage prepaid to:

Leonard L. Wagner and John K. Power, Esq., Husch & Eppenberger, LLC
1700 One Kansas City Place 1200 Main Street Kansas Cty, MO 64105-2122

S/ Sanuel K. Lipari

Sanuel K. Lipari

297 NE Bayvi ew

Lee's Summit, MO 64064

816- 365- 1306

sam @redi cal suppl ychai n. com
Pro se




