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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF WISCONSIN

-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -

THOMAS W. REIMANN,  

ORDER 

Plaintiff,

v. 05-C-501-C

DAVID ROCK, ELIZABETH TEGELS,

CATHERINE FARREY, JOHN PAQUIN, 

and NANCY TIERNEY,

Defendants.

-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -

A judgment of dismissal was entered in this case on November 14, 2006, following

a jury verdict in defendants’ favor.  Now plaintiff has written a letter to the court which I

construe as a motion for an enlargement of time in which to file a notice of appeal.  

In support of his motion, plaintiff asserts that he has too little time to go to the law

library to be able to “file any pleadings until it is too late.”  He asserts also that his

“typewriter ribbon, photo album, glasses, prescription sunglasses, etc. are all missing.”  He

asks that he be given “an extension of time to respond until this egregious and intentional

abuse of process is resolved.”  

If plaintiff intends to file a notice of appeal from the judgment in this case, he has
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thirty days from the date judgment was entered, or until December 14, 2006, in which to

do so.  He does not need a library or a typewriter in order to prepare his notice.  I am

enclosing for his review Fed. R. App. P. 1-4, describing the steps he must take to file a notice.

As for his lack of a photo album, glasses and prescription sunglasses, these items appear not

to be a hindrance to his filing the current motion with the court, so it is difficult to imagine

why their availability is necessary to allow plaintiff to file a notice of appeal.  Indeed, it is

perplexing why plaintiff believes it easier to submit his all too familiar cry of foul play to the

court than to file a notice of appeal.  In any event, because plaintiff has suggested no good

reason to enlarge the time within which he may file a notice of appeal, his request will be

denied.

ORDER

IT IS ORDERED that plaintiff’s motion for an enlargement of time within which to

file a notice of appeal is DENIED.

Entered this 22d day of November, 2006.

BY THE COURT:

/s/

BARBARA B. CRABB

District Judge
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