UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE
NASHVILLE DIVISION

BRIDGEPORT MUSIC, INC., et al.,
Plaintiffs,

Jury Demand

11C MUSIC, et al., Judge Campbell/Brown

)
)
)
)
V. ) NO. 3:01-0412
)
)
)
Defendants. )

ORDER

The defendants, Sony, et al., and the AOL defendants have
filed requests for clarification (Docket Entry Nos. 259 and 260).

These motions are DENIED. As an initial matter, the
Magistrate Judge does not understand why these defendants felt the
necegsity for filing two separate motions. They could easily have
been combined into one motion since the text is identical. The
Magistrate Judge trusts this is not so extra billing can be
generated.

There is no showing in this request for clarification
that the defendants have requested the plaintiffs to serve such
documents by facsimile or hand delivery and been refused. If the
defendants have requested service by either facsimile or hand
delivery and have been denied they may refile. The Magistrate
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with each other before burdening the Court with additional motions
which should be resolved in the first case by the lawyers talking
to each other. If the lawyers are unable to communicate with each
other effectively, the Magistrate Judge can always set the matter
for hearings in Court.

The Clerk is directed to serve this Order on (1) the
parties that are bringing or opposing the subject motion ruled
upon; and (2) as provided in the Order (Docket Entry No. 2) entered
May 8, 2001.

It is so ORDERED.




