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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF NEVADA

JOHN OLIVER SNOW

Plaintiff,
3:14cv-00290RCJIVPC

VS.

DAVID A. MAR et al, ORDER

Defendans.

N N N N e e e e e e e

The Quurt recently dismissed DefendaDorrectional Medical Services, Inwithout
prejudice under Rule 4(mPlaintiff has asked the Court to reconsjdaguing that he never
received théNovember 3, 2018lotice of Intent to Dismis@he“Notice’) (ECF No. 66).As
evidence, Platiff attachesa copy of his December 8, 2015 request to prison officials lfet af
all of his legal maisinceNovember 3, 2015Sge Inmate Request Form, ECF No. 68, at ).
that requestRlaintiff claimed that he never received angil from the Courtn November 2013,
but onlyfrom theAttorneyGeneral ad Attorney Pottefwho has never represented Plaintiff in
the present case(Seeid.). Prison officials responded on the form tR&intiff had also
received mail from the Federal Pubbefender on November 9, 2015 (the FPD does not
represent Plaintiff in tisicasg (Seeid.). Thelog Plaintiff received in response is also attache
and itindicates that thkegal mail receivedince November 3, 2015 was from the Attorney

General, Attorney Potter, atidis Court. (See Log, ECF No. 68, at 5)Theonly piece of legal
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mail from this @urt wasreceived on December 7, 201Se€id.). That pieceof mail was
almost certainly th®ecember 4, 2016rder of DismissalECF No. 67), not the November 3,
2015Notice Moreover, he electronic docket entry for the Notdees not contain theandard
languagé'(Copies have been distributed pursuant to the NEHgtappears othe orders amh
minute orders issued in the cadehe Qurt findsthat it is more likely than not that Plaintiff wal
never sent a copy of the Notice, and he has therefore demongtvatithusefor the Court to
reconsider.
CONCLUSION

IT IS HEREBY ORDERELDhat the Motion to Reconsider (ECF Ng8) is GRANTED

IT IS HEREBY ORDEREDhat Plaintiff shall have an additional thirty (30) defysm
the date thi©rder is entered into the electronic docleserveCorrectional Medical Services,
Inc.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

DATED this 25" day of January, 2016.
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