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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF NEVADA
* * %
DANIEL SMALL, etal., Case No. 2:13-cv-00298-APG-PAL

Plaintiffs, ORDER
V.

UNIVERSITY MEDICAL CENTER OF
SOUTHERN NEVADA,

Defendants

There are two pending discovery motioms the court’s docket relating to ESI an
discovery disputes, Plaintiffs’ Motion for Betions (Dkt. #150) and Plaintiffs’ Emergency
Motion and Request for a Stat@onference (Dkt. #180). Bfiag on the first motion is
completed. The defendants’ response is not yet due on the second motion.

On March 3, 2014, the court entered atwwn Order (Dkt. #149) appointing Danie
Garrie as a Special Master for electronic discpvi@ this case. The Special Master hg
conducted fourteen days of hearings betw&pnil 4, 2014, and July 25, 2014, with counsel, tH
parties’ representatives, and coltants. In an OrdgDkt. #183) filed Jly 31, 2014, the Special
Master required the Plaintiffs and Defendantgptovide detailed information described in th
order, set a briefing schedule for supplemebtadfs extending the deadline to August 6, 201
and indicated that he would file his repondarecommendation during the week of August 1
2014.

The two pending motions are inextricably intertwined with the work that the Spq
Master has been doing and continues to do. WndeéSpecial Master hasdicated that there arg
issues that this court must resolve that areideithe scope of his appoment, the court will not

rule on these motions before the special master's report and recommendation is sub

1

84

\S

e

rcial

mitte

Dockets.Justia.com


http://dockets.justia.com/docket/nevada/nvdce/2:2013cv00298/92919/
http://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/nevada/nvdce/2:2013cv00298/92919/184/
http://dockets.justia.com/

© 00 N oo o b~ w N P

N RN N RN N N N NN R P R R R R R R R
0w N o g A~ W N B O © 0 N O 0o M W N B O

Without the Special Master’s report the court Rthe detailed information about the partie
ESI discovery issues which resulted in 8pecial Master’s appointment. Accordingly,

IT ISORDERED that:

1. Plaintiffs’ motions (Dkt. ##150, 180) ab&ENIED without prejudice.

2. When the Special Master’s report aadommendation is received, the court wi
enter an appropriate order opogt and recommendation, and gpaopriate, give the parties ar

opportunity to address any remainia§l or other discovery disputes.

DATED this 4th day of August, 2014.

PEGGYAAEEN
UNITEDSTATESMAGISTRATE JUDGE




