IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN THE MATTER OF THE PROPOSED ADKT 0511
AMENDMENTS TO NRCP 16.1,
16.1(b)(1), AND 16.1(e)(1) AND (2).
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On December 17, 2015, the Honorable James W. Har
and the Honorable Mark Gibbons filed a petition in this court requesting
that Nevada Rule of Civil Procedure (NRCP) 16.1 be amended. A copy of
the petition with the proposed amendments is attached. |

The Nevada Supreme Court will conduct a public hearing on
the petition on Monday, January 25, 2016, at 1:30 p.m. in the ‘Nevada}
Supreme Court Courtroom, 200 Lewis Avenﬁe, 17th Floor (Regional Justicé
Center), Las Vegas,-Nevada. The hearing will be Videoconferehced to thé
Nevada Supreme Court Courtroom, 201 South Carson Street, CarSonCity,
Nevada. |

Further, this court invites written comment from the bench,
bar and public regarding the proposed amendments. An origirn"al and 8
copies of written comments are to be submitted to: Tracie K. Lindeman,
Clerk of the Supreme Court, 201 South Carson Street, Carson City,
Nevada 89701 by 5:00 p.m., January 22, 2016. Comments must besz
submitted in hard-copy format. Comments submitted electronically Wili
not be docketed. Persons interested in participating in the hearing must

notify the Clerk no later than January 22, 2016.
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Hearing date: January 25, 2016, at 1:30 p.m.
Supreme Court Courtroom
200 Lewis Avenue, 17th Floor
Regional Justice Center
Las Vegas, Nevada

Comment deadline: January 22, 2016, at 5:00 p.m.
Supreme Court Clerk’s Office
201 South Carson Street
Carson City, Nevada 89701

DATED this (,™ day of January, 2016.

C.d.

cc:  All District Court Judges
Laurence P. Digesti, President, State Bar of Nevada
Kimberly Farmer, Executive Director, State Bar of Nevada
Clark County Bar Association
Washoe County Bar Association
First Judicial District Bar Association
Administrative Office of the Courts
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN THE MATTER OF THE PROPOSED' - ADKT No ELED
AMENDMENTS TO NRCP 16.1, o
161G and161@Mend @ | D '
| PETITION B s

| COMES NOW the unders1gned who petltlons thls court
follows: S A,

1. The Supreme Court has: prewously adopted mandatory' L
pretmal discovery requirements pursuant to NRCP 16.1, entltled .
| MANDATORY PRETRIAL DISCOVERY REQUIREMENTS [Apphcable
to all civil cases except proceedmgs in the Famﬂy Division of the Second
~ and Elghth Judicial District Courts and domestm relatlons cases in thie _
judicial districts without a famﬂy d1V1S1on] " o | _‘,

2.  NRCP 16.1 presently - sets forth a Drafters Note .
Amendment Effective September 30, 2012. ‘ "

3. Thls Drafter’s Note should’ be amended to mclude
additional language set forth in Exhibit “A” attached hereto and-
‘mcorporated herein by reference. | o | _'

4, NRCP 16. l(b)(l), Whlch dlscusses “Meet and Confer_, N
Requlrements ” and 16.1(e)(1) and (2) which discuss “Fallure or Refusal to |
Participate in Pretrial Discovery; Sanctmns, ‘should be amended as set‘
forth in Exhibit “A” attached hereto and mcorporated here_m by referen_ce..j

Wherefore, petitioner requests that »this-"c'ouft, through publlc

hearings, if it deems appropriate, receive additional -input froxﬁ_,.district_ g
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judges, attorneys and other 1nterested pdrtles regardmg the proposed
' amendments to: NRCP 16.1, 16. 1(b)(1) and 16 1(e)(1) and (2)

 Dated this 17% day of December, -20115. v

ReSpectfully subm‘jt..ted,. ‘

e

JAMES W. HARDESTY Chlef Just1ce

MARKGIﬁBONS Just1ce T



’ Exhibit “A” -

. Proposed Supplement to Drafter 'S Note and Amendments to NRCP ,
: 16.1: SR

: and is’ seasonably made after the non- retamed experts oplmons become e

known to the dlsclosmg party.

Proposed Amendments to NRCP 16. l(b)(l) and NRCP 16 l(e)(l), (2)
(b) Meet and Confer Requlrements

(1) Attendance at Early Case Conference. Unless the case is in the

court annexed arbitration program or short trial program, within 30 days- o

~ after filing of an answer by the first answering defendant, and thereafter, if -
requested by a subsequent appearing party, the parties shall meet in person =
to confer and consider the nature and basis of their claims and defenses.and .~
the possibilities for a prompt settlement or resolution of the case, to make or
-arrange for the. disclosures required by subdivision (a)(1) of this rule andto -
develop a discovery plan pursuant to subdivision (b)(2). The attorney for the

- plaintiff shall designate the time and place of each meeting- which must be

held in the county where the action was filed, unless the parties agree upona . .
different location. The attorneys may agree to continue the time for the case -

conference for an additional period of not more than 90 days.. The court, in its
discretion_and for good cause shown, may also continue the time' for the

_ conference. Absent compelling and extraordinary circumstances, neither the .- E
court nor the part1es may extend the time to a day more than 180 days frog; IR

Unless otherwise ordered by the court or the discovery commissioner, = .
parties to any case wherein a timely trial de novo request has been filed =
subsequent to an arbitration, need not hold a further in. person: conference, e
but must file a. Jomt case conference report pursuant to. subd;vmwn (c) of th1s N



rule within 60 days from the date of the de novo ﬁhng, sald report to be» o
prepared by the party requestlng the trial de novo. - FAT

(e) Fallure or Refusal to Part1c1pate in’ Pretrlal Dlscovery, o

Sanctions. =

1) If the conference descmbed in Rule 16. l(b) 1s not held W1th1n 180 ’. -

a-ppe&r&nee—by—a-defeﬁdaat the case may be dismissed as to:that defendanttl.'-;:‘

upon motion or on the court's own initiative, without prejudice, unless there

~are compelling and extraordxnary c1rcumstances for a contmuance beyond?. S

this period. -
(2) If the plamtlﬁ' does not ﬁle a case conference report w1th1n 240 days : |

" &ppearaﬁee—by—a—defead&at the case may be dismissed as to that defendant " |

upon motlon or on the court's own initiative, Wlthout prejudlce




