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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Nevada denied Plaintiff Roderico LeCount Yates’s
motion to compel discovery. The court found that production responses had been provided, rendering
that portion moot, and concluded that interrogatories concerning prior complaints and disciplinary
actions and a request for admission about delayed medication were not relevant or discoverable.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff moved to compel discovery in a civil-rights action alleging
deliberate indifference to medical needs. The district court resolved the
motion without a hearing and denied it.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The district court has broad discretion to permit or deny discovery.
Under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 37(a), a party may move to
compel discovery, and the party seeking to avoid discovery bears the
burden of showing why the discovery should not be permitted.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unpublished district-court order; nonprecedential
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether Plaintiff's motion to compel responses to requests for production should be granted when
Defendant represented that the responses had been provided.

2. Whether information concerning Defendant's past complaints and disciplinary actions was relevant and
discoverable in this deliberate-indifference action.

3. Whether an admission concerning the frequency of late medication delivery at High Desert State Prison
was relevant and discoverable.

HOLDINGS

1. The requests for production portion of the motion to compel was denied as moot because Defendant
represented that responses had been provided.

2. Information concerning Defendant's past complaints and disciplinary actions was not relevant and
discoverable in this action alleging deliberate indifference to medical needs.

3. The request for an admission that medicine is frequently provided late at High Desert State Prison was
not relevant and discoverable in this case.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“[B]road discretion is vested in the trial court to permit or deny discovery.” (at 1)

“Defense counsel must be mindful in the future of the prohibition to citing unpublished Ninth Circuit authority
issued before 2007.” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The action alleges deliberate indifference to medical needs. Plaintiff sought production responses, interrogatory
answers concerning Defendant's past complaints and disciplinary actions, and an admission that medicine is
frequently provided late at High Desert State Prison. Defendant represented that responses to the production
requests had been provided belatedly.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed a motion to compel. Defendant responded, but Plaintiff filed no reply. Defendant represented that
responses to the requests for production had been provided belatedly. The court denied the requests for
production as moot and denied the remaining discovery requests as irrelevant and not discoverable.
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