
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA

Norfolk Division

COLONNA'S SHIPYARD, INC.,

Plaintiff,

V.

COASTAL CEMENT CORPORATION,

Defendant.

Civil No. 2:22cv395

MEMORANDUM ORDER

This matter is before the Court on a motion for a Temporary

Restraining Order C'TRO") filed on October 14, 2022, by Defendant,

Coastal Cement Corporation ("Coastal"). ECF No. 7. Though styled

as a TRO, a review of the motion revealed that while this matter

was plainly time sensitive, it did not warrant an immediate ruling.

Furthermore, because the facts and legal questions are adequately

presented in the motion and subsequent briefs, and oral argument

would not aid in the decisional process, the Court finds that a

hearing is imnecessary.^ For the reasons set forth below, the

Court DENIES Defendant's motion seeking a TRO.

A.

In February 2022, Coastal hired Plaintiff, Colonna's

Shipyard, Inc. ("Colonna's"), to perform repairs on a vessel owned

by Coastal (the "Vessel"). ECF No. 1, at 2. Prior to the

^ Defendant did not request an emergency hearing after filing its motion,
and instead contacted the Court to request a ruling, with or without a
hearing, after the matter was fully briefed.
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where the Vessel will be "while the rem] action is pending."^

Fed. R. Civ. P., Supp. Admiralty R. C.

D.

In addition to Coastal's motion seeking a TRO, the Court

recently received Dragon's motion for leave to intervene in

Coastal's request for injunctive relief. ECF No. 17. In light of

this Court's ruling denying the motion seeking a TRO, Dragon's

motion to intervene in Coastal's motion for a TRO is DENIED as

moot. ECF No. 17.

E.

For the foregoing reasons, the Court DENIES Coastal's motion

for a temporary restraining order and DENIES as moot Dragon's

motion to intervene in the TRO.

The Clerk is REQUESTED to send a copy of this Memorandum Order

to all counsel of record.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

/s/
Mark S. Davis

CHIEF UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Norfolk, Virginia
November ^ , 2022

Presumably, should counsel for Colonna's bring an ^ rem action in
Massachusetts, counsel, as an officer of the court, would be required to
inform the assigned district judge of the pendency of this action and the
bond offered by Coastal outside the arrest process.
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