Usenko v. SunEdison Semiconductor LLC et al Doc. 47

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI
EASTERNDIVISION

ALEXANDER Y USENKO, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
VS. ) No. 4:17-cv-02227-AGF
)
SUNEDISON SEMICONDUCTOR LLC, )
etal, )
)
Defendants. )

MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

This matter is before the Court on Defendants’ motion (Doc. No. 40) to stay
discovery pending the Court’s ruling onfBedants’ motion to dismiss the amended
complaint for failure tcstate a claim.

“In deciding whether to grant a motiongtay discovery, courts may consider
prejudice to the nonmoving party, hardship arejuity to the moving party, and judicial
resources that would be saved by the.5taln re: PRE-Filled Propane Tank Antitrust
Litig., No. 14-02567-MD-W-GAF, 206 WL 11111212, at *5 (W.DMo. Oct. 2, 2015).
Upon review of the record, Court finds tid¢fendants have presented valid reasons to
stay discovery for a relativebrief period of time. Further, a ruling on the motion to
dismiss could impact the scope of discover@onversely, Plaintiff has not made a
showing that a relatively brief stay of discovarguld result in any significant prejudice to
him.

Accordingly,
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ITISHEREBY ORDERED that Defendants’ motion to stay discovery pending
the Court’s ruling on Defendés’ motion to dismiss ISRANTED. (Doc. No. 40).

IT ISFURTHER ORDERED that if Defendants’ motion to dismiss is denied in
whole or in part, the parties shall submit with#hdays thereafter a joint proposed
scheduling plan for the contied litigation of this case.The Court will set a Rule 16

conference, if appropriate, at that time.

' ol Tl ' B il i U i
AUDREYG.FLEISSIG £ \
UNITED STATESDISTRICT JUDGE

Dated this 14th day of December, 2017.



