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INTHE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF M1SSI SSIPPI
NORTHERN DIVISION

JOHN DOE PLAINTIFF

VS CIVIL ACTION NO. 3:18-cv-63-DPJ-FKB

THE UNIVERSITY OF MISSISSIPPI,

ET AL DEFENDANTS
ORDER

This cause is before the Court on Plaintiff’'s emergency motion for disc[8@ry

Pursuant to L.U.Civ.R. 16(b)(3)(B), all discovery is presently stayed pending abdemisi
Defendants’ Motiond Dismiss Plaintiff's First Amended Complaint [43h his motion,Plaintiff
seeksrelief from the discovery stayontending that theequested discoveng related tohis
preliminary injunction motion [7], as well #ise qualified immunity defenses raised by Defendants
Honey Ussery and Tracy Murry Defendantsmotion to dismiss [45}.

After considering the parties’ filingsheé Court held aelephonichearing onPlaintiff's
motion on June 29, 2018he hearing was on the recavith a court reporter, and the undersigned
issued an oral ruling on the motion at the heafTitngs Order is being entered to memorialize the
undersigned’s ruling at the June 29, 2018, hearing.

For the reasons stated on the record at the June 29, 2018, hearing, the Court orders that the

parties may conduthe following limiteddiscovery:

! Defendants’ mation to dismiss has been fully briefad is pending before the District Jud§ee Defendants’
motion to dismiss [45] and supporting memorandum [46], Plaintiff's resp&B$@iid supporting memorandum
[54], and Defendants’ rebuttal [55].
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1. Plaintiff and The University of Mississip@hancellodeffrey S. Vitter(in his official
capacityonly)? may eachpropound a total ofifteen (15) interrogatories and fifteen
(15) requets for production;

2. Plaintiff may propound discovergnly to The University of MississipfChancellor
Vitter (in his official capacity only)

3. The scope of idcovery shall be limited to informaticand documentselated to the
investigation of the subject incident involving John Doe and Jane &uak,any
administrativeprocessproce@lings, hearings, or appeals that resulted in John Doe’s
expulsion from the university;

4. Plaintiff may request reasonably accessibide IX statistical informatiorfrom the
university;

5. For the limited discovery allowed under this Order, the party to whom a discovery
request is directed muserve a response, and if a request for documents, produce
documentswithin fifteen (15) daysfter being servedith the discovery request;

6. If any discovery disputes arisspunsel must first confer in good faith as required by
F.R.Civ.P. 37(a)(3)prior to filing a discovery motion. If the attorney conference does
not resolve the dispute, counsel must contacttigersigned’shambers to request a
telephonic conference to discuss the issue as contemplated by F.R.Civ.P. 16(b)(3)(v).
Only if the telephonic conference with the judge is unsuccessful in resolvimgstiee

may a party file a discovemotionon the disputed issue(s).

2 For all purposes under this Order, The University of MississippiCirahcellodeffrey S. Vitter, in his official
capacity, shall be treated as one party.
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Plaintiffs emergency motion for discovery [60] is otherwise deniexcept for the
discovery permitted by this Ordehet discovery stay remains in effegttil the Court issues a
ruling on Defendants’ motion to dismiss [45] and the stay under L.U.Civ.R. 16(b)(3){#Bgds

SO ORDERED, this thendday ofJuy, 2018.

/s/ E. Keith Ball
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE




