1201 W. Lake Mead Blvd., Ste 210

[.as Vegas, Nevada 89128

(702) 4056700 Telephone

(702) 685-4184 Facsimile

ot

JACOBHAFTER

T daar it

ASSOCIATES

i0

11

iz2

13

14

15

16

1

1B

ig

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

JACOB L. BAFTER, ESQ.
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Las Vegas, Nevada 89128
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Fax: (702) 685-4184

Attorneys for Plaintiff
JAMES S. TATE, M.D.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF NEVADA

Case No.: 2:09-cv-01748-LDG-RII
JAMES S. TATE, IR., M.D.,

Plaintiff,

V8.

UNIVERSITY MEDICAL CENTER OF
SOUTHERN NEVADA, a county hospital
pursuant to NRS 450, et. seq.; STEVE
SISOLAK, TOM COLLINS, LARRY
BROWN, LAWRENCE WEEKLY, CHRIS
GIUNCHIGLIANI, SUSAN BRAGER, and
RORY REID, in their ex officio capacity as
the Board of Trustees of UNIVERSITY
MEDICAL CENTER OF SOUTHERN
NEVADA; THE MEDICAL AND DENTAL
STAFF of UMC; JOHN ELLERTON, MD,
an individual; DALE CARRISON, MD, an
individual; DOE Defendants 1 through X,
inclusive; and ROE CORPORATIONS A
through Z, inclusive,

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE
SUPPLEMENT TO PLAINTIFF’S
OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS’

MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Defendants.

Plaintiff JAMES S. TATE, M.D., by and through his attorney, Michael K. Naethe, sq.,
of the law firm Law Office of Jacob Hafter & Associates, hereby requests that the Court grant
leave to file a supplement to Plaintiff’s Opposition to Defendants’ Motion for Summary

Judgment. See Document 91. Local Rule 7-4 requires a table of authorities when a brief is

PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE A SUPPLEMENT -1

Dockets.Ju

stia.con


http://dockets.justia.com/docket/nevada/nvdce/2:2009cv01748/68757/
http://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/nevada/nvdce/2:2009cv01748/68757/96/
http://dockets.justia.com/

7201 W. Lake Mead Blvd,, Ste 210

Las Vegas, Nevadn 89128

{702) 405-6700 Telephone

(702) 6834184 Facsimile

o

JACOH HAFTER

ASSOCTATES

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

18

158

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

filed with excess pages. Local Rule 7-2 does not allow for additional filings without leave of
the court. Plaintiff sought leave to file a brief with excess pages. See Document 92. Plamtiff
has attached a table of authorities as Exhibit “A.” Plaintiff offers no substantive argument with
this Motion. Plaintiff requests this Court grant Plaintiff’s Motion to Supplement his Opposition
with a Table of Authorities.
Dated this 1 day of October, 2012.
LAW OFFICE OF JACOB HAFTER & ASSOCIATES

sy LS T

Jacob L. Hafter, Esq.

Nevada Bar Number 9303

Michael Naethe, Esq.

Nevada Bar Number 11222

7201 W. Lake Mead Blvd., Ste 210
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128
Attorneys for Plaintiff

ORDER

IT IS SO ORDERED.

DATED this al day of October, 2012.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

1 hereby certify that on the 1% day of October, 2012, 1, personally, did electronically
transmit the attached document to the Clerk’s Office using the CM/ECF System for filing and

transmittal of a Notice of Electronic Filing on the following CM/ECF registrants:
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THOMAS RYAN, ESQ.

LISA WONG-LACKLAND, ESQ.

Lewis and Roca, LLP

3993 Howard Hughes Parkway

Suite 600

Las Vegas, Nevada 89169

Attorneys for Defendants University Medical
Center of Southern Nevada, Steve Sisolak, Tom
Collins, Larry Brown, Lawrence Weekly, Chris
Giunchigliani, Susan Brager and Rory Reid in their
ex officio capacity as the Board of Trustees of
University Medical Center of Southern Nevada, the
Medical and Dental Staff of UMC, Kathleen Silver,
and John Ellerton.

AND ANY OTHER ATTORNEY WHO MAY
STILL RECEIVE FILINGS VIA THE CM/ECF IN THIS CASE

I A

Michael K. Naethe, Esq
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