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Opinion

ORDER

CRABB, J.

*1 Plaintiff’s motion for reconsideration of this court’s
order of August 26, 2003, denying as premature his
motion for witnesses at trial is DENIED. If the case
survives a motion for summary judgment, plaintiff is free
at that time to renew his motion. Contrary to plaintiff’s
belief that he will have to refile his list of witnesses, he
may simply refer the court to the earlier filed motion
(Dkt.# 49) for the names of the persons he wishes present
at trial.

In the past, I have tolerated abusive language in plaintiff’s
filings. However, plaintiff’s latest submission reveals a
highly disrespectful tone and a significant escalation in
plaintiff’s use of wvulgar language. Although I can
understand that plaintiff is disappointed and frustrated by
some of the rulings in his case, this court nevertheless
expects the parties to comport themselves with dignity
and to be respectful in their communications with the
opposing parties and the court. In the future, 1 will
disregard any communication plaintiff files with the court
in which he uses belligerent vulgarities to describe actions
taken by the court or opposing counsel.



