Entsminger v. Aranas et al.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF NEVADA
GREGORY WEST ENTSMINGER, Case No0.3:16-cv-00559VIMD -WGC
Plaintiff, ORDER
V. Re:ECF Nas. 266, 275

ROMEO ARANAS et al.,

Defendang.

Before the courarePlaintiff’ s“Motion for an Order toShow Cause Why Deferahts have

not Complied with (ECF No. 256) Coug Ordet (ECF No.266) and Plantiff’s “Motion to
Changethe Court’s Schedulingdrder in (ECF No256) for Summary Judgnent(sic) Responsg
and Reply (ECF No.275).Defendants haveesponded to Plaiift’s “show causé motion (ECF
No. 270)and Plaitiff has replied (ECF No. 273).

1. Plaintiff s Motion for an Order to Show CauseWhy Defendants have not Gomplied
with Court’s Order (ECF No. 266)

Plaintiff's mation claims*“the court ordered several specific documents to be turneq
to plaintiff. This act is overdu&.(ECF No. 266 at 2.) In Deferdants’ opposition to Plaintiffs
motion for order to showausethey state

“The Attorney Geneal' s Office coordinated with NDOC staff to compile
documents that were bottoluminous and difficult to locateSee Decl. of
Rost C. @sen.The AGO has produced thrast majority of those documents,
constituting approximately 925 pages, and arevstitking with NDOC staff
to locate the missing statistical reports from 20@8nd 2016which are the
only outstanding documents left to produce from the order.
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Accordingly, Defendants have substantially complied with the Court’s order,
andhave taken every reasonable step to comply fully.

Defendants have substantially complied with the Court’s order. Defendants
have povided every relevant document they could locate and are still
working to locate theelevant documents they have not found. Accordingly,
as Defendants have substantialbpmplied, the Court should deny
Entsminger’s Motion for an Order to Show Cause.”

(ECFNo. 270 at 4.)

In Plaintiff's redy memoandum,he claimsDefendants'did nothing to fulfill theOrder

for four weeks. Then, onlgfter thedealline passed, and | have to file a show cause motior, did

the defendants maila week late) two severely fil@ent documents thatid not meet the Orde
requirement$.(ECFNo. 273 at 1.)

The court concludes Defendaritave sufficieny and satisfactorilycomplied withthe
court’s order of Sefember30, 2020 (ECF No. 256) regarding guxing Plaintiffs requesteq
copies of discovery. Thefore,Plaintiff’s “Motion for an Order toShow Cause Why Deferahts
havenot Complied with (ECF No. 256) CowstOrdet (ECF No. 266)s DENIED.

2. Plaintiff's Motion to Changethe Court’s SchedulingOrder in ECF No. 256 for
Summary Judgement(sic) Response and ReplyECF No. 275)

At the courts hearing onSeptember30, 2020(ECF No. 256) the courtordered the

following:

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Plainti§ deadline to respond to the
Motion for Summary Judgment is due 60 days from today which is
November 30, 2020 DefendantsReply will be dueDecember 30, 2020

The parties are advised that as a consequendédaoftiff s motions for
extensions of time and the new deadlines the court has imposed that the
Defendantsmotion for summary judgment and attendant briefings may have
to beadministratively dismissed ané-filed in order to provide the court
sufficient time to rule othe summary judgment motion.”

(Id. at 11.)
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Plaintiff nowrequestghe court‘change tk current scheduling order to be cogéntthe
court “change in the schedule set forth in the ¢swtderdue to defendnts full compliance with
the court’s order for production.” (ECF No. 275 at 4.)

As the court informed thpartiesatits hearing on September 30, 2QETCFNo. 256) due
to the number oéxtensios given in thiscase, Degndants’ Mtion for Summary Jdgmentand
Errata (ECF Nos. 209and 211)will have to beadministraively dismisse and refiled as of thig
date.

IT IS THERFORE ORDERED that Plaintiffs “Motion for an Order to Show Cause
Why Defendints have not Gomplied with (ECF No. 256) Cousg Ordet (ECF No. 266) is
DENIED.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Plaintiffs“Motion to Changehe Courts Scheduling
Order in (ECF No. 256) for Summary Jeagent(sic) Response and ReplyECF No0.275)is

GRANTED in part. Plaintiff shall have to anthcluding Friday, January 22, 2021 to file his

responsand Defendants shall have to andluding Friday, February 12, 202, to file a reply
memorandumTHERE SHALL BE NO FURTHER EXTENSIONS GRANTED.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk of Court shaladministraively dismiss
DefendantsMotion for Summary Jugimentand Erraa (ECF Nos. 209, 211) ame-file them as
of this date.

Dated:November 23, 2020.
o &, Cotbb—

WILLIAM G. COBB
NITED STATESMAGISTRATE JUDGE




