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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
WESTERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

DR. RACHEL TUDOR,
Plaintiff,

V. Case No. CIV-15-324-C

SOUTHEASTERN OKLAHOMA

STATE UNIVERSITY and

THE REGIONAL UNIVERSITY

SYSTEM OF OKLAHOMA,

Defendants.

N N N N N N N N N N N N

ORDER

Plaintiff brought the present action asserting that Defendants violated Title VII
during the course of her employment as an associate professor at Southeastern Oklahoma
State University (“Southeastern”). The matter was tried to a jury, which found in favor of
Plaintiff. Defendants have filed a Motion for Judgment as a Matter of Law and/or New
Trial. Believing that Defendant’s Motion is untimely, Plaintiff filed a Motion to Strike and
a Motion for Extension of Time. The Motion for Extension of Time requests that Plaintiff’s
Response to the Motion for Judgment as a Matter of Law and/or New Trial be extended to
14 days after a ruling on the Motion to Strike. In the request for extension, Plaintiff noted
that Defendants objected to the requested extension. Prior to the time for Defendants to
respond to the Motion for Extension, Plaintiff filed a “Preliminary Response” to the Motion
for Judgment as a Matter of Law and/or New Trial. Defendants have now responded to
Plaintiff’s request for extension. That Response offers no reasoned basis for denying

Plaintiff’s request. Indeed, the sole reason for the present Order is the continuing inability
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of counsel for either party to conduct themselves in a manner even remotely approaching
professionalism to opposing counsel. The Court grows weary of pleading after pleading
consisting of more personal attacks on opposing counsel than substantive legal or factual
argument. Future pleadings containing similar problems will be stricken.

Plaintiff’s Motion for Extension of Time (Dkt. No. 322) is GRANTED. Plaintiff’s
Preliminary Response to the Motion for Judgment as a Matter of Law and/or New Trial
(Dkt. No. 324) and Defendants’ Reply (Dkt. No. 327) are STRICKEN to be refiled in
compliance with extension of time. Plaintiff shall file her response to the Motion for
Judgment as a Matter of Law and/or New Trial within 14 days of the Court’s ruling on the
Motion to Strike.

IT IS SO ORDERED this 8th day of August, 2018.

/%/W

‘ROBIN J. CAUTHRON
United States District Judge




