UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
CALIFORNIA

Hamzeh v. Pharmavite LL.C

Hamzeh - No. 24-cv-00472-HSG - Decided July 8, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Northern District of California denied Pharmavite LL.C and
Nature Made Nutritional Products’ motion to stay the proceedings and discovery pending resolution of
an appeal in Bowler v. Nestlé Health Science, U.S., LL.C. Applying the Landis factors, the court
concluded that the early and uncertain stage of the appeal and the risk of further prolonging the case

weighed against a stay.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendants moved to stay the proceedings and to obtain a protective

order staying discovery pending resolution of an appeal in Bowler v.
Nestlé Health Science, U.S., LLC. The district court denied the

motion.
STANDARD OF REVIEW A Landis stay is committed to the district court's discretion.
PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unpublished district court order; precedential status is not stated.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the court should exercise its inherent authority under Landis to stay the proceedings and

discovery pending resolution of the Bowler appeal.

HOLDINGS

1. The court denied the requested stay because the uncertain timing and possible limited precedential effect

of the Bowler appeal, together with the risk of further prolonging the case, weighed against a stay.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A district court’s “power to stay proceedings is incidental to the power inherent in every court to control the
disposition of the causes on its docket with economy of time and effort for itself, for counsel, and for
litigants.”” (at 1)

€<

[1]f there is even a fair possibility that the stay for which [the requesting party] prays will work damage to
[someone] else,” then the party seeking a stay “must make out a clear case of hardship or inequity in being

required to go forward.”” (at 1)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Defendants sought to halt the proceedings and discovery until the Ninth Circuit resolved the Bowler appeal. The
Bowler appeal was in its early stages: briefing was set, but oral argument had not been scheduled and the timing
or substance of a decision was uncertain. The court determined that waiting for Bowler could further protract

this matter and that the parties could assess the effect of any later decision when it issued.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The action was pending in the Northern District of California when Defendants Pharmavite LL.C and Nature
Made Nutritional Products sought a stay pending the Ninth Circuit's resolution of the Bowler appeal. The court

concluded that the possibility of prolonging the matter counseled against a stay and denied the motion.
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