On Demand Direct Response, LLC et al v. McCart-Pollak
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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF NEVADA
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gtl\(l;lIE)EMAND DIRECT RESPONSE, LLC, Case No.: 2:15-cv-015TMD -NIK
Plaintiff(s), Order
V. [Docket No. 348]
SHANA LEE MCCART-POLLAK,
Defendants).
On April 20, 2018, the Court granted Ms. McCart-Pollak’s motion to cofilpdlagainst
On Demand, andlsoawarded her costs. Docket No. 342. Now pending before the Court

McCartPollak’s motion to calculate those costs. Docket No. 348. The deadline to resp
expired,see Local Rule 72(b), and no response has been filed. Ms. MecBallbk seek to
recover $147.42 in costs associated with the filing of the underlying motiokgDido. 294) ang
reply thereto (Docket No. 304), as well as for attending the hearing on February 23,526
Docket No. 348 at 2. The Court finds the costs requested to be excessive. Most signiines
Court will not award costs for large purchases of printer ink claimed in assoaath the reply
brief, but the bulk of which will undoubtedly be used elsewhere. ddwrtinstead finds té
reasonable amount of costs incurred t&&& On Demand shall pays. McCartPollakthat $0

in costs within 30 days of the issuance of this order.
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1 Accordingly, the pending motion to calculate cosSRANTED in part andDENIED in
2| part.
3 IT IS SO ORDERED.
4 Dated:May 25, 2018
5 /‘:Zflt\\ el
Nancy J. Koppe
6 United States Magistrate Judge
.
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