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U.S. District Court
Eastern District of Arkansas

Notice of Electronic Filing

The following transaction was entered on 7/3/2023 at 10:34 AM CDT and filed on 7/3/2023

Case Name: Hammett v. Portfolio Recovery Associates LLC et al
Case Number: 421-¢v-00189-LPR
Filer:

WARNING: CASE CLOSED on 06/15/2023
Document Number: 243(No document attached)

Docket Text:

(This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no pdf document associated with this entry.) ORDER denying [222] Motion for Sanctions
For the reasons set forth in paragraphs 15 and 16 of [239] PRA’'s Response, Ms. Hammett's Motion is denied. Moreover, even if
the Court concluded that some sanction was appropriate for the conduct Ms. Hammett identified in her Motion for Sanctions, tt
Court would at most issue an admonishment to PRA’s counsel. This case, and the rhetoric in it, has become heated and sharp
on both sides. While PRA's counsel have thrown their share of sharp elbows, the record reveals that Ms. Hammett has engage:!
in conduct that comes perilously close to harassment of opposing counsel and abuse of the litigation process. In these
conditions, even if PRA’'s counsel put a pinky toe over the appropriate line, any sanction over an admonishment would be mor:
than what is necessary to deter repetition of the conduct or comparable conduct. See Fed. R. Civ. Pro. 11(c)(4). Signed by Judg
Lee P. Rudofsky on 7/3/23. (cmr)
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