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) DISTRICT OF NEVADA DEPUTY E © ;ou 5 3
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Vs,
WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT, ' g \
a corporation, efal., ' T \
)@ l
Defendants. ) B
| &
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DEPUTY CLERK: KATIELYNNOGDEN ] E 1o
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final version of the proposed e-service orderandat = a it o o2
substantive revisions to the original e-service ordeg =" g o i o e I
C. Jones. The court will thereafter assimilate;, = &, am ? ehbal -
Recommendation to District Judge Jones proposir? CE L nznog Iﬁ‘l i ;
Eygel B B
IT IS SO ORDHRED. = f £o :
=7 maw £
= & YO =2
- & L my
A o
= & 3 o
= ol Qoo
poomd ; S o
= P ‘e 3.
o oS g <
2 s 8o
g3
-




Case 3:?3%\’/%29’4?@9!%@@ Proguenieras 2 F3sy F?V%l@?%ﬁﬁl@fl?age 56 of 82

'UNITED STATES Df<™m*~m ~axmom
DISTRICT Ol
-
o Q
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) R MREC\E/Q’{%N% 5852
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Defendants. ;
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WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT, ) ‘
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Defendants. )i
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PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAM G. C
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COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFE(S): NONE /4 % ® o8
z o o =
COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANT(S): NONE 4 ! £ 05 . ;
—— z5 58
MINUTE ORDE{R IN CHAMBERS: : w ®¥o< ==
| | . Mo S E E o
At the statis conference conducted on July - = oz i £ X &
e-service order, the court directed the parties to excH =2 53 "S g .
the most recent vegsion of the proposed superseding = 5 o 8 ;;»
Report and Recommendation to be filed regarding |  =. = & Do & Mg
Under the lead of counsel for Plaintiff Andrew | = w Bl o S m
Resources Section, Environment and Natural Resou = ¢ mr‘iiﬂ Y = E
final Ver.sion of theproposed e-service orderand am¢ = ; 3;‘3 2 -
substantive revisions to the original e-service order ( = L h ;
C. Jones. The court will thereafter assimilate th = Emo i hs
Recommendati istri S - I @ %
mendation to District Judge Jones proposing: = g éii,,g Eg ol A
IT IS SO ORDERED. LEEEm =
! = Rg® 239
et me
= o @ 3=
ol NS Lt [14] D o
\ bl I z°
‘ E 5 P Iy
= i »f” ?’ c
2 & Re
g%
BN




Case 37%61?:?/307(3)1:%%0%63(:\;'/\)&66 DORUPREAPF0 SR EeRr7/ padd 4 dPage 60 of 82

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT ~— -
s B
S m
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 58 o 2
g 5587
.y 0T 3;
Plaintiff, e RECEIVEDS | 5 % § n
Ve ENTERED ___ SERVEDOK | 3§ 2 O
; COUNSELIPARTIES OF RECORB | 3 £ ul
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COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFF(S): NONE & ® =5
. i1 oY E =
COUNSEL FOR EFENDANT(S): NONE a§ :Z % %
T ' SEPS
MINUTE ORDHR IN CHAMBERS: | g ; B |
; " ! > = ™
At the stafus conference conducted on Jul: o o 4
e-service order, the court directed the parties to.exd = A
the most recent vesion of the proposed supersedin =~ = ® m
Report and Reco mendation to be filed regarding| = 4
Under the lead o counsel for Plaintiff Andrew; = E’; e = el
Resources Section*‘ Environment and Natural Reso = I:zsém s
- final version of the roposed e-service order and a = ol & = i i
substantive revisions to the original e-service order ,E x T E;g ; P T
C. Jones. The conrt will thereafter assimilate t =" _0 I ol ST i
Recommendation tp District Judge Jones proposing = <, = » LRI
= Mmoo ol
IT IS SO ORDERED. = %ﬁi“ﬁ vt ERAESRE,
= ‘ =g s UNITES
B B Cam S '
=2 SRS
= © o g3 R B
W o 3 o % e g
= # S w ; B
:ﬁﬁ B =5 =@ B 3
Efw ?. ;:‘ l’% Fr| .:'_.J.
;::;\&‘: = t‘jw o f—: g % B
- o, O G P
1; pei I'DH 89 % 4 3z
e @ o ¥ ;
=R
., Q'g 5




Case 3:732 6 £20REINGT Documend203%Fineb07/19(14 Rage 61 of 82

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF NEVADA

0
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 8 h
A
RLED ____ RECEINVED 789 X
Plaintiff, —__ ENTERED SEREDON b B § @ ©
vs. | COUNSEL/PARTIES OF RECORD% o E T 0
| | > | 5295 g
I 3 5 < > o mn
WALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE, : JUL 10 20 | Elg:r ﬁ
! i AN
. | E © 5 50
Plaintiff-Intervenor, 5 CLERK US DISTRICT GOURT b 285 d
V. DISTRICT OF NEVADA 2709
! BY: ) DEPUTY g C
WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT., , R 3
a corporation, et al.,
‘ Defendants.
m t
PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAM G.| &

DEPUTY CLERK: KATIE LYNN.OGDEN
COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFF (S): NONE
COUNSEL FOR, DEF ENDANT(S): NONE
MINUTE:ORDi R IN CHAMBERS:

ke

&

: ~
At the stqtus conference conducted on Jul - ot S = o
. . . . ; #eil =’
‘e-service order;; e}courtﬁ;dlrected@:thefpamessto exi n W = -:; 'éj ;*:3
- y . . = 4
the most recent version of the proposed supersediy == o m S eg &
Report and Recommendation to be filed regarding = » ) = r
L - — 2 »
Under the lead ¢f counsel for Plaintiff Andrew = < ‘é = E; ﬁ
. . = = | T
Resources Section, Environment and Natural Resq =~ = . g:*ﬁ N o§ == _‘Ex =
. . - ] i & S _
fina] version of th proposed e-service order and a n e g i B & o
. .. .. . ] [+ i
substantive revisigns to the ori ginal e-service order S orum _ nTo=
. .. - o ;
C. Jones. The court will thereafter assimilate =m TR i “
. . . . = il I i A ",
Recommendation fto District Judge Jones proposin = oy a 3 E’g
: == Zop =4 e
z nEw
vewa. e .
IT IS SO ORDERED. = GEm g :
o AWE b .
= . 200 z o
g BAam
EF 2 » z3
s (61 g §
2R w "
B i -
5. © i 2o
el s g ©
o W ~
s i B
= e m oc
: i p:? 8 ~
s m o
gud o
WO ro
Ul Of
[am TR
- o




Case 3: 736V 001271 RETWEE BYLiImERE2 03 €183 7 ProgioPage 62 of 82
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICTF ~= ==
z o)
, , § I
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 2% o ;‘g
FILED ____RECEIVED o O g G
Plaintiff, ENTERED __.SEggggO%'g i 613y
Vs COUNSEL/PARTIES O % % 3 g o
215233
WALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE, Jub 10200 21> E (!;
b © 3> 4
. ©w @ og
Plaintiff-Intervenor, CLERK US TS TRICT COURT = o> 8
Vs. DISTRICT " NEVADA g C
By . ——— DEPUTY | - 3
WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT, | ' B
a corporation, et al.,
Defendants.
PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAM G, ¢ %
‘ ow
DEPUTY CLERK: _KATIE LYNN OGDEN ;g, »
oo
COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFF(S): NONI i@ —
&
COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANT(S): NONI ;% <« Z
H ’ o — ‘
MINUTE O R IN CHAMBERS: \ =5 ; g ‘
‘ L= !
At the stptus conference conducted on Ju - f: g 2= R
e-service order, the court directed the partiestoex, _ 5 X DA h
the most recent yersion of the proposed supersedii £ @ E} m < w 5 e
Report and Recammendation to be filed regarding = oé g 2 ; B
Under the lead of counsel for Plaintiff Andrew £ J M =75 W
Resources Sectian, Environment and Natural Res¢ = :‘;’, g o Z. .
. . i o 'j&-gg"{ 14 o P &
final version of the proposed e-service order and an = ® @mnc w ¥
substantive revisions to the original e-service orderé % g }‘;i*g e
C. Jones. The gourt will thereafter assimilate t == o APy o -
Recommendation to District Judge Jones proposinj == Ome " e -
Troixh s
IT IS SO ORDHRED. =Zh Rz w A
= b ﬂj}*ﬁ T OO
U g ow
= [ mgw R
=% 3 cg”?
= m g o
e Vg 28
= W z5
= A my .
= < " % Frs
=3 o Sok
o b 7o
e % 1 Z
e
- X




Case 3:13-cv-00127-RCJ-WGC Docdment 2032 Fi 102/ ' 2
Case 3:73-cv-00127-RCJI-WGC Document 2038 FIléd i7/58 4 %hge 63 of 8

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT-x wrmxr e
: s P
S m
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 8 g2
S G
. T 4C
Plaintiff, <2w
m O
VS. o - g
28 @
>
WALKER RIVER PATUTE TRIBE, 452
: > o
0D
Plaintiff-Intervenor, g > 8
Vs. ‘ w C
| -3
WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT,
a corporation, efal.,
Defendants. i

PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAM G.
DEPUTY CLERK: _KATIE LYNN OGDEN

COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFF(S): NONE
COUNSEL FOR|DEFENDANT(S): ___NON]
MINUTE ORDER IN CHAMBERS:

c61 Z:.}%@@éﬁ,ﬁziﬁm’i?ﬁﬁh

At the stajus conference conducted on Jul -

—
£
w = 5372 o
) . R : £ i g oo A
e-service order, the court directed the parties to exi " » Sws L “1
. . . N I ol o] jos) o iy
the most recent vérsion of the. proposed supersedir X, m ~ 9 = ;”
3 - ¢ el \ -
Report and Recomimendation to be filed regarding =¥ >Q8 o T
.. H - y = i
Under the lead of counsel for Plaintiff Andrew, =B o g 5 om
. . z T o= =3 o=
Resources Section, Environment and Natural Resg = g Hzm A =. EA-*
oo . g B o e
final version of the proposed e-service order and a no =Ze g =
substantive revisians to the original e-service order. .= i sl o P =
. o r .m MIz : =
C. Jones. The cqurt will thereafter assimilate t = __4;?%; w
Recommendation to District Judge Jones proposing = SaE o
’ e i ;; ;
! - fw e R L] . '
IT IS SO ORDERED. Ty ame ¥
Loy =G zo
i e B 4 T o=
: Rooll - - ) -
| P~ ms
= B ® g2
3 @ 33
= @ o
o s N
= B T
T = e c
RS e, 2
o et rcn <
s w
ey A @
2 Lol )
, o
[an QY
-




Case 3:72&ITLPRETNNGE Doeumers 202088 Fileat/07 /284 ddPage 64 of 82

| UNITED STATES DICTHr m momscm —

| | DISTRIC; a
| ;2
o
0 Y
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, — RECEED 1o B2 &7
Plaintiff, — COUNSEL/PARTIES OF RECORD > Z 2 Q o
Vs, , | A ERE
~ " k gi>ugd
WALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE, | | JUL 10 200 @ 3 é’ $0
: ]
| , o0
Plaintiff-Intervenor, CLERK US C'STRICT COURT = 8
DISTRICT *+~ NEVADA °c 3
Ve | BY. e DEPUTY 5

WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT, A
a corporation, ef al.,

Defendants.
PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAM G [
DEPUTY CLERK: _KATIELYNN OGDEN g}
COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFF (S): NON {E« i
| ‘ By
COUNSEL FOR‘ DEFENDANT(S): NON ¥ =
. ~~ ~c
MINUTE ORDtR IN CHAMBERS: . o ® ® 5= S
™ \,:f 8 o “» §

At the status conference conducted on Ju - B F o w E
e-service-order, t e court directed the parties to e; g ® ci‘ "' % E = b
‘the:most recent version of the proposed supersed; ,%: e oo X2 i W@
Report and Recommendation to be filed regardinj 2 E &M E>g E g
Under the lead bf counsel for Plaintiff Andrey ;z;m E ;%:w: i:' A + 0
Resources Section, Environment and Natural Res & b m;“g w w oz
final version of the proposed e-service order and a g h ;;';*:z% | T <.
substantive revisions to the original e-service orde ST ENE 9
C. Jones. The court will thereafter assimilate = Bme - AT {,’nj
Recommendation to District Judge Jones proposin o ;g 3‘25: f;i' - o
IT IS SO ORDERED. : e Ex8 252 9

S mgm ZS A
£ %% w BS™ &
T b % L 1 Ry 4
S ﬁz z'a s AR {
= ) o ] o5
. iiu‘»‘ ) o 3, ¥y
o o Sre |
>": t;; m Coﬂlc 3 s
2o8)
g2
25 E L
| —
|




1

Case 3:{73—cv-00127-RCJ-WGC Document 2032
|

Case 3:73-cv-00127-RCJ-WGC Document 20

UNITED STATE
DISTRIC'

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,
Vs.

WALKER RIVER PATU TE TRIBE,

Plaintiff—lntervenor,
Vs.

WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT,
a corporation, erial.,

Defendants.

e
E HONORABLE WILLIAM G.

K: _KATIE LYNN OGDEN
COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFF(S):

PRESENT: TH
DEPUTY CLER}

COUNSEL FOR ]DEFENDANT(S): NONE
MINUTE ORDE*R IN CHAMBERS:

; Gf‘thefpri@posedfsupersedir
nmendation to be filed regarding
Under the lead off counsel for Plaintiff Andrew
Resources Section,| Environment and Natural Reso
final version of the roposed e-service order and a m
substantive revisions to the original e-service order
C. Jones. The coyrt will thereafter assimilate ti
Recommendation t District Judge Jones proposing

|
IT IS SO ORDERED.
!

NONE

=3

e

A R Y e

uiH'§ﬁigﬁiiﬂl?g%gﬁis%gﬁE‘?igﬁEﬂg\%ﬂ%%%%g?EEgEH'g?gégﬂﬁ

e -

2LLEL2IVEET

ﬁe&ﬂg%zﬁ"//fﬁ?i& Page 65 of 82

T -FPB~SECTB-LPED «

0
Y
g8 m
W Y
EEE
)
s g2ic
RLED RECEVED ([ = a0
mm
- ENTERED ——_SERVEDD 2 g oz
COUNSEL/PARTIES OF RECCR JU’ S ; o
2> u g
moQ: <0
v 10 3 >
JUL 10 20% ‘AR
CSox» 0O
7 0
w
> © o]
CLERK US DISTRICT COURT a
DISTRICT OF NEVADA
BY: — DEPUTY
’./—V‘ 1
o
. < Z
bt o . A
3 s - bl
qa:i 0'3; :Ug form
e z8 & =
bR 1 Y < = é T <
o e BV & & . 7
Bim  wi T o 9
I Tt £ ¢ Z e
iy, 2 + e AR e
p anf ~J — ":: '%:E " “ﬂ"‘ v,
S s e
Om® ., z arns sy
4 ot SR S tr ] 2
“ﬂj;!ﬁ L T = o
Sng @ 43 f'f :
rZ W - ?.‘ %
o v
BHm 283
o987 T
giﬁ i ©3
1 :i‘i g g
:f;:: ~~:I = o
no = .‘
v e T, A
2 Cto i
b wol gg
ot o e
5uB 7
2ro

¢
:
i




Case 3: 7300 REFNET Pro¢taneat2 e pTIedlo 77207 14 Page 66 of 82
UNITED STATES DI
DISTRICT OF y 2
A s B
0 A
[y  ——FCED | gfox
: ———— o n
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, g CoSELRTEs b N [ § 2 7 3c
01z 50
Plaintift, ) JUL 10 2g: ALEEE:
vs. ) 02006 | 2122808
) AN E:
WALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE, ) CLERK US DISTRICT CouRT 6§85
sy DISTRICT OF NEvADA =9> 8
Plaintiff-Intervenor, ) T _— DEPUTY ¢ S
VSs. } -~
WALKER RIVI#R IRRIGATION DISTRICT, )
a corporation, efal., ;
Defendants. ?3 G
: X
o= ~ W
; 258 )
PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAM G. (¢ = ot
’ : b
DEPUTY CLERK: _KATIE LYNN OGDEN ¥ g f\j) S
g Ky,
COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFF(S): NONE * d 3 ~
<o 5
COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANT(S): NONE G LT 28
- i = &
MINUTE ORDER IN CHAMBERS: S @ |
At the status conference conducted on Ju] % g ! |
e-service order,:the court.directed the parties to-exi £ g e r:
the most recent ersion of the proposed supersedi; £ L= P O ?1
Report and Recommendation to be filed regarding o ;{:42‘ b 5;': =
Under the lead of counsel for Plaintiff Andrew % % @y E C
Resources Section, Environment and Natural Res i _ ;‘ ™ i:;gm ) T Z
final version of the proposed e-service order and a 3 A8 i L T 5
substantive revisjons to the original e-service orde & S b 3 ?g
C. Jones. The court will thereafter assimilate fmi. * ;'. iﬁ it 4;};? n
Recommendation to District Judge Jones proposit . 1o éj 'z T:.;"g i
H 'rﬁ! . .}3 o 3
R w Eal z
IT IS SO ORDERED. 5 ey =
E B L a4] ‘af( g‘
Ewo ow 8 n
= 8] f’ ke
e om S
- B =
. B N
pligie % uff” :_U) ,E m !
! . S
e f RO
Sudt
el =t O




se 3:73-
Case 3:? -CV-

GE2T7TRETIWE T DI6ETRHERTL G e 6 7799518 Page 67 of 82

UNITED STATES DISTRIC'T (xxvnm
. DISTRI a
& I
o}
A
[0}
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, FILED RECEIVED E % (En A
me—— — I = .C
Plaintiff, : COUNSELIPARTIES OF RECORD %‘ 2 3 o
VS. ! s E ] g
| . o
JUL 10 20 IEE
WALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE, © ';ca) % 9
' o %0
Plaintiff-Intervenor CLERM,’SPT‘STRWT COURT 5 8
| o DISTRICT NF NEVADA ° o
Vs. i “ BY: DEPUTY ' -
WALKER RIVHR IRRIGATION DISTRICT
a corporation, ezial.,
Defendants. ‘
| L
PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAM ( % > t
o Ve
DEPUTY CLERK: _KATIE LYNN OGDEN | *?;,% »
& s O
COUNSEL FOR|PLAINTIFE(S): NOl\gi 1?; % 2 ZE
COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANT(S): NON bt % %.4\ A
e
MINUTE ORDER IN CHAMBERS: s RA &
w MR~
At the status conference conducted on Jl n R =
z R == -
e-service-order; the-court-directed:the parties-to ej Eaw oo om 13 r
the most recent vgrsion of the proposed supersed; = 2!; - ! N
Report and Recommendation to be filed regardin| e 9 ot %’f
Under the lead of counsel for Plaintiff Andre\} = ‘;‘;ﬁ i o0
Resources Sectiop, Environment and Natural Res‘ 2o ; rad & z
=R me W v
final version of th proposede -serviceorderandat % oo mg <
substantive revisipns to the original e-service orde) Z. m mfy, | : %
C. Jones. The court will thereafter assimilate | %, E’g;’;g T Ry E £ i,
Recommendationto District Judge Jones proposiﬁ = o ; :
e Pt 1 o : p
=0 oehn o8 i % S AN
= AL I RN
IT IS SO ORDERED. e 2.0 " z5o b)Y}
=% mop? 3% iy ,/
- g ﬁ‘:‘; i - A £
=n w & 3
o I;’ it o £ . &
= ; " . N T %
g %i 9w o , %"%
=, 8 i ] H
= . SCIm /)
: f | i m e F j f
2oy
IR AL




] : 2
Case 3:73:C B THPREIINGE DoeurmeroR038:FiedA7/2a4d 4 fPage 68 of 8
UNITED STATES DISTRIOT oo
DISTRICT
9]
| ALED RECEIVED 5 L
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ; ENTERED COUNSELTPARTIES OF RECORD . E ¢ g 2
I oI o
Plaintiff, . 0255 o
vs. | JUL\Ul%s"% Eigggg
§192> 5
s | > A
WALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE, <TERKUS DISTRICT GOURT Z g f 25
‘ DISTRICT OF NEVADA pov| © 280 a’
Plaintiff-Intervenor, BY: - D T27 0
: . - I C
VS. : = Eg
WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT, ;g%
a corporation, et al., o
Defendants.
;';;;;
PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAM G gg;
DEPUTY CLERK: KATIE LYNN OGDEN. ‘ﬁ ' .‘\'»i@J
w
COUNSEL FOR| PLAINTIFF(S): NON g 5 =2 N
. > O &
COUNSEL FOR,DEFENDANT (S): NON w VZ = O %
O —
MINUTE ORDER IN CHAMBERS: . . == 5 |
| ? R w =
At the status conference conducted on Ji n . % Vel %
«e-service order, t e court directed the parties-to e; @ & = ~
the mostrecent version of the proposed supersed e o g -
Report and Recommendation to be filed regardin! e 9 - '
Under the lead of counsel for Plaintiff Andrey ™ g{‘;;;?} -
Resources Section, Environment and Natural Res o g;{ﬁ a4 w
final version of th proposed e-service order and a ol rEE
substantive revisions to the original e-service ordg ™ ) o .
C. Jones. The curt will thereafter assimilate g;;;;ﬁ "
Recommendation to District Judge Jones proposii T ’55:
‘ Spm @

ITIS SO OME#D.

EE#???HS%‘?E?%gégﬁgﬁégigﬂﬂigigéQEgHHH”E%?E?HF!!;““

s i B
o
Py ' A
2 ram £2
: P - :
R ] ~
& n & :
S hoe 827 ¥
£ W gl T f :
B ¥ SR
" mo g ik
£ = N N
® 5 3 g
& o Q- =
3 "’“"; 8 & R
. m o6zl
¥ - o ) BR
D ool
¢ S5af
Ixel
f"} z




Case 3:7FRA00T2PREFIWEES Doemene pe208% ilem/07 /684 4Page 69 of 82

UNITED STATES mrom==~m ~~-— —

VS.

DISTRICT 0
i ___ RECEIVED 8 I
——u ENTERED ____SERVEDON| 52 2
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, COUNSELPARTIES OF RECORD }, 2g g c
F Sl
. D |z 3 0
Plamaf JUL 10 254 8830
VS. Bi>»Z 50
‘ 5|92z
1 4 m=
WAL T CLERK US DISTRICT COURT £ o 2§
ALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE, DISTRICT OF NEVADA g g
| : pEpUTY | =
Plaintiff-Intervenor, BY : - 5 ;%
T3

WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT,
a corporation, ef al., |

f\

Defendants.
o
’ i = oz g
PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAM G. f,ﬁ 33
DEPUTY CLERK: _KATIE.LYNN OGDEN. g S = “
; : £ o< ’
COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFF(S): NONI *FZ v & §
COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANT(S): NON] * = O“ é"’ &
. g T
MINUTE ORDER IN CHAMBERS: @ %! % oS % =. Eﬁ
f - o K 03 “
At the stytus conference conducted on Ju — o § & (: ove ‘i:‘
e-service order;ithe.court directed the parties to ex g s @& W $ o Ig =
the most recent Version of the proposed supersedii 2= 4n & ng g by .
Report and Recommendation to be filed regarding = £ o ;'1 . 5= Al I
S [ g = 3 -
Under the lead of counsel for Plaintiff Andrew = T =, T e a R S
- . ! weas * e oy o 4 T T~
Resources Section, Environment and Natural Res¢ === %ﬁ; = pt é & v =
final version of the proposed e-service order and ar g Py W iz - v <
substantive revisjons to the original e-service ordei == ° ‘%fj'}f - 0
C. Jones. The dourt will thereafter assimilate Lo Gme . 3‘.;
Recommendation] to District Judge Jones proposin % _ % g i gj
L= Bw
- wmeR g 1 £ %
" L
IT IS SO ORDERED. Eo» 223 VA
£ mgw /
2oe Mg
=% Lk &
= i :
e E@: frt e 1
= ¢ @
= ¥ . %
- - i
= /]
4 3
3




1

Case 3:‘%’3-cv—00127-RCJ—WGC Document 203
Case 3:73-cv-00127-RCJI-WGC Document

DISTRI(¢

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,
Vs.

WALKER RIVER PATUTE TRIBE,

Plaintjff—lntervenor,
VS.

WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT,
a corporation, efial

-3

Defendants.

PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAM G
DEPUTY CLER]

K: _KATIE LYNN OGDEN |
COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFFE(S):

COUNSEL FOR
MINUTE ORDE

NON§
DEFENDANT(S): NON|
R IN CHAMBERS: '

At the sta

s conference conducted on Ju
e-service order, th

court directed the parties to ex
the most:recent vefsion ‘of:the.proposed supersedi%
Reportand Reco mendation to be filed regarding
Under the lead of counsel for Plaintiff Andrew
Resources Section, Environment and Natura] Res
final version of the proposed e-service order and a n
substantive revisiohs to the original e-service order
C. Jones. The court wil] thereafter assimilate |
Recommendation District Judge Jones proposing

IT IS SO ORDERED.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT coreT

5038 L0487/ 26924 Bage 70 of 82

-
o

R B

1

Ei%i#giiiiigii!gi;i%!!iEigz%iéS%!gi?%g?%%a§?§§E§1§R§$z$gﬁgiigg

0O
>
8 m
ILED —__ RECEIVED & m
____?NTERED —__SERVED ON 18 0%
~ COUNSEL/PARTIES OF RECORD o zd 0] c
2. 0:20
JUL 10 20% >inddo
JU f128 0%
5|90z 3

n
z Am=
CLERK US DISTRICT COURT g § z g 91
DISTRICT OF NEVADA e g 5 8
BY: DEPUTY 5 %
-

B

TI%

SEsBILIRSEY

fH-rB~BLEIG~TFE I

w
23—
= o
et N
s o

v68 AN
03‘5 swe

¢!

B2 R

Wit P I

9851002000 o

1 0568 A0 IZ NOYS azivin J

pLoz £07N0




Case 375 ov a0 Ts P RERSAISS BSamRE AP S0 5t HNeer o7 a4 ®age 71 of 82

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF NEVADA
0
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, _ &8 I
—FILED ——RECEVD | 58 @
Plaintiff, ~— ENTERED —SERVEN G 1 C G ©
vs. COUNSELIPARTIES OF RE-CC sgf 0z 2 i
=il Z 3 .
F|@adU
WALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE, JUL 10 201 2| £ 2 5 o
. 2% ]
WZ S M o=
o m ® <N
Plaintiff-Intervenor, CLER SDSTRCTCOURT &) § 2 3
vs. DISTRICT OF NEVADA =273
BY: DEPUTY g C
WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT, - 3
a corporation, ef al. 3

>

Defendants. :
PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAM G
DEPUTY CLERK: _KATIE LYNN OGDEN
COUNSEL FOR|PLAINTIFF(S): NON
COUNSEL FOR|DEFENDANT(S): NON

g
i

P2

w O
E 28
el 50C%
MINUTE ORDER IN CHAMBERS: ‘ & m <
‘ ~
; < O i
At the stafus conference conducted on Jy @ T o ><w Z
e-service order, the court directed the. ‘parties:to e e w EZE = |
e : oS} o= ke
the most recent vérsion of the ‘proposed supersed, . 'é; H IS S .
] m ? & a'ﬁw-
Report and: Recorhmendation to be filed regardin = @ -
Under the lead df counsel for Plaintiff Andrev - =~ ® O .
. - | G
Resources Section, Environment and Natural Res = B AP o
. =, W ¢} it -
final version of the proposed e-service orderanda; == ¥ Haw I =
. o . P L w Wy
substantive revisians to the onginal e-serviceorde I & L~ -
C. Jones. The cqurt will thereafter ass1m11ate o nE - =
. — 3 -
Recommendation fo District Judge Jones proposn = e o 'g m -
= S
e 4 T
= Tyt @
IT IS SO ORDERED. = alfm @
= g Sl
e ® ,ér v
o " o
-k %E? m Too
oA e =
= Um o
Ew o om 8 Co
- 31 ﬁ Rt
= s 29
= f:: i :“ \ g s
o £ N N
-t M & =
=9 & =
ok e Q-
4 (= oo BN
ol B ma
™ @ 1o
a o
C) ot
- n




Case 3: 755V 061 I FBIWET DI6ETmiemt2 bty Biedih 77ae71af Page 72 of 82

UNITED STATES DI

DISTRICT OF
OF HLED RECEIVED 0
' ENTERED , SERVED ON & o
COUNSELIPARTIES OF RECORD _ b1
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) o 8, g A
) n o0 3 0IzgE
Plaintiff, ) JUL 1 % 23-“ g % é § g
vs. ) 5 5290
3 ) CLERK US DISTRICT COURT 6192 z3
WALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE ) DISTRICT OF NEVADA oat DR
| ’ ~ : DEPUTY |8 & 2 = -
| ) BY: c 880
Plaintiff-Intervenor, ) s 8
VS. ) 2 :_l'.lI
) &
WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT, )
a corporation, efal., )
)
Defendants. )
)
B
PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAM G. §
DEPUTY CLERK: KATIELYNNOGDEN | g«? o
: I :‘ Q
COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFE(S): NONE & = S8
COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANT(S): NONE: 5 2 ;
; . >
MINUTE ORDER IN CHAMBERS: ® = ® = [
o 4 g E . ~ i
At the status conference conducted on Jul = z ?;; =8 o ﬁ
e-service order,ithe .court directed;the parties to.ex E» ﬁ it s
the most recent Version of the proposed supersedit == ,ﬁ; & s
Report and Recommendation to be filed regarding = Pe o Bl
Under the lead pf counsel for Plaintiff Andrew, = i ;L:’T; . 2
Resources Sectian, Environment and Natural Res¢ £ ow ;‘E‘;; = s
final version of the proposed e-service order and a r f}; o MyE - -
substantive revisjons to the original e-service orde; £ - Fagm
C. Jones. The qourt will thereafter assimilate = Emo g
Recommendation to District Judge Jones proposin = o Eg; i g
: =N %9 ;R oW
T n E4D )
IT IS SO ORDHRED. =5 pom z oo
B a mgz = g
mowo om @ gex
= %43 o - S
et ek W & X
SN 2g
Er Y e N
= @ 2o
_ o -y
5 2O
2 e
2%




Case 3:1’3—cv—00127—RCJ-WGC Document 2032 Filed 07/02/14 p 0I51
i 7110 2%Phage 73 of 82
Case 3:73-cv-00127-RCJI-WGC Document 2039 Filed O g
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRI—
| | 0
: n
[7)]
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, " FLED ——REC%E%B 28 09%
i —ENTERED PART!ESS g? RECORD CE: 2 5
Plaintiff, COUNSEL/ alz55"
v AL
. . T P>
| JUL 10 20t AEEEE
WALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE, | Ales 20
- CLERK US DISTRICT COURT 1888 9
. Plaintiff-Intervenor, DISTRICT OF NEVADA = 2
VS. =t =
‘ =
WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT,?
a corporation, ef al., : *gj
Defendants.
- d gA T~
PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAM ¢ g é, ¢
I o
DEPUTY CLERK: KATIE LYNN OGDEN ! %é Z I j=
; 2R e
COUNSEL FOR, PLAINTIFF(S): NON ‘g =9 =
COUNSEL FOR|DEFENDANT(S). NON Z é: ¢
MINUTE ORDER IN CHAMBERS: : €z
H -y R [ R oy i
At the status conference conducted on Ju ﬁ o s =, 3 I
e-service order, the court directed the parties to ex o - et i
the mostrecent vgrsion of the. proposed supersedi% N gl c E;
‘Report.and Recothmendation to be filed Tegarding £ ¥ g ~ LW
Under the lead df counsel for Plaintiff Andrevi £ = 'ﬁ‘;‘ » . o ff
Resources Sectioy, Environment and Natura] Resc 2w Y Sl
final version of th proposed e-service order and an % 4 f;‘;‘; ¥ — _,‘ -
substantive revisigns to the original e-service order % 2 “’%; 2 r%l‘:-.gg P
C. Jones. The cdurt will thereafter assimilate t ”;f: e g m ;;,v\‘é.'r“m:" ". 5]
Recommendation ffo District Judge Jones proposing  Z- fézm ;ﬂ k , “‘:‘}%‘ J
CEugine s T
IT IS SO ORDERED. = 2 5V : AN ¢,
S :3ns £8%
=5 mgm® mE%
=8 9P g 9SS
IR ! = Lo A
=% v g gg 1
Eﬁ B - ‘:’”‘ ~ £ K
=% o 3 T P
ER ® Erot
Cor i » SP
® » % da
%“.4 Lon 3&
- b §




| |
go1o B 4 of 82
Case 3:7 ?%ev?aﬁib%ﬁbﬁgw [Deeument A3208Rd e/ 07 /88d dPage 74 0
|

UNITED STATES Premmrom o
DISTRICT o
= RECEIVE?)N 5 5
—_— " SERVED @
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ——ENTERED T eRecoR0 | 5eg2
103
Plaintiff, 51229,
v JUL 10 20% g!gggg
Cig¥r
: - rzn x
WALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE, CLERK US DISTRICT GOURT 7 2550
oscToFNEwOR G2 8 2
Plaintiff-Intervenor,  BY: - o e
VS, 2 2

WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT,
a corporation, efjal., :

Defendants.
I -
PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAM G.| ﬁ
LR
DEPUTY CLERK: KATIE LYNN OGDEN i;;
F
COUNSEL FOR|PLAINTIFF (S): __NONE %g
COUNSEL FOR DEF ENDANT(S): NONE ¥ v
1 o -
MINUTE ORDER IN CHAMBERS: @ 7 E ; — v
i s s - o
At the stafus conference conducted on Ju Yooe K = oo 09 i §
e-service-order,; 4 e;eamztf.dirccted;the;aparties»to eXi = % *i‘: m <£F ;;; E .
. : . i i o J
the most recent version of the proposed supersediy - ﬁ o o i ol
Report and Recommendation to be filed regarding £ = & o = ~ = Mo
Under the lead of counsel for Plaintiff Andrew  ZZ v Zlm = e
Resources Section, Environment and Natural Resg R mhe w -~ 0
final version of th proposed e-service order and a n 2o o ;* ‘;i s
substantive revisians to the original e-service order == ™ . m u
C. Jones. The cqurt will thereafter assimilate t = G " £
: o i e ~ 03
Recommendation to District Judge Jones proposmg‘ Toe Tyl @ e
Bl oghne :
[N T .
IT IS SO ORDERED. E e Exp¥ zo
B ja EEY » 9
e ?ﬁt‘i@ » =]
e gy )
=2 Th @ S8
B = i & D
ool bl ) 2%
b mo =
=2 g 3=
o Py S5
o & o
i i oo
[(e 3]
n O
for QRN
- g




|

Case 3:7%‘*—%\?—1(%%)‘1"??-@7@?4/\‘/‘@@ Dermenes2089duTed/ o7 Ak YoPlage 75 of 82

UNITED STATES

, . 0
DISTRICT g m
ERO)]
——PLED RECEMED | 7@€ 22
—— ENTERED —__SERVEDON {7 3 Z dC
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, COUNSELIPARTIES OF RECORD |3 | & S 7 Sg
> m -
Plaintiff, - éf’%%@
antth JUL 10 20% 519523
vs. 7 o 23
w © 3 ~
| CLERK US DISTRICT COURT =
WALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE, Tt OO 279
| B L DEPUTY °© I
Plaintiff-Intervenor, L -

VS.

WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT,
a corporation, & al.,

i3

Defendants. & ; &
m &
w
PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAM G }‘% g < 2
DEPUTY.CLE{(K:‘ KATIE LYNN OGDEN w ; S:; o
1 & =
'COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFF(S): NON < g =3
! —_— o 2
i o o O
COUNSEL FO%{ DEFENDANT(S): NON @ ol -E 3g -
o » o 2 Lo
MINUTE ORDER IN CHAMBERS: -~ = iy
H - ’gﬁ 3’ et
At the status conference conducted on Ju = ﬁ ‘i
e-service order;;the court-directed the parties:to. ei -3 g . - -
the most recent version of the proposed supersed 2., §";, m
Report and Recémmendatlon to be filed regardin = = %33 ;;;;} 2w
Under the leadjof counsel for Plaintiff Andrel £ & L i
Resources Sectlpn, Environment and Natural Re< s o Jé; - :;:
final version of the proposed e-service order and a == D
- substantive revigions to the original e-service ordj Eo.om, . &
C. Jones. The court will thereafter assimilate = ~ gy =
Recommendation to District Judge Jones prop051 top EZx0
2= Aer =
IT IS SO ORDERED. : 20w m
L ES W & 3
o 2
%ﬂ e m ::‘ =
- N
=P % 2
. = S
® b 7
sl o]
©
(4]
2

=
C
[
<
o
]
<
-
EN




X

Case 37%asc:ev383())iv2%01F227(3F\2]C\J/VV€CC: DocumeAl SoslHAE &7/MtEYPRge 76 of 82

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT n¥ NEY A1 4
| | ~E'”='D —RECENED | 5 a
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ~—— ENTERED —__ SERVED ON o O
COUNSELIPARTIES OF RECORD m00X
: n
Plaintiff, P 5336
Vs. g Zx9 9
IR
o >
WALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE, CLERK U3 DfSTR'CTCOURT % ; o I_Zﬂ x
| DISTRICT OF NEVADA B 8350
Plaintiff-Intervenor, ‘ BY: — o _DEPUTY | " ‘9’2 § 9 n
vs. | 5 Q.
- 3
WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT, |
a corporation, etal.,
Defendants. 4

: | Com gl

PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAM G i

DEPUTY CLER#(: KATIE LYNN OGDEN ?é% S

COUNSEL FOR [PLAINTIFE(S): NONE i = = 3

COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANT(S): NONE % = ;55 E

MINUTE ORDER IN CHAMBERS: " é % §: \!
' At the status confe'rence conductgd on Jul ® 52 = - %

e-service order, the court directed the parties to ex¢ . » !

il
the most recent wdrsion of the:proposed supersedin & m =
Report and Recommendation to be filed regarding
Under the lead of counsel for Plaintiff Andrew
Resources Sectio: Environment and Natural Reso
final version of th proposed e-service order and a
substantive revisioms to the original e-service order
C. Jones. The court will thereafter assimilate t
Recommendation {o District Judge Jones proposing

LSETZTIOSSY
n
=3
¥

ITIS SO ORDERED.

851002000

- giiiéititii‘i?!i?!i‘lllil“‘!iiii!!i‘;l!lI!i‘%!;i!!%!tiii‘!!ii
;?
5
@

TH-rH-FEFTEF-LVEL 5
=

=
=
fn
o
-
T
Q
=
N
T
o
<
o
m
o
©
I
o

FLoZ 80100




Case 3: 735V 50T FREFWRSC 98tsmarobisd #ied- 7as/Ad Page 77 of 82

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COTIRT

DISTRICT (

0O
. 5 L

o 8
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, —FILED ——RECEVED | & &
———ENTERED SERVEDQN | 01 G & °
o COUNSELIPARTIES OF RECORD | 6 = 5 ©
Plaintiff, - clys20
vs. | 2|08 40
| JUL 10 20 =) >z90
| 2> w Z 1
WALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE, 12802
CLERKUSDISTRICT COURT | & B & -
Plaintiff-Intervenor, | DISTRICT OF NEVADA =27 8
vs. Br. g
. = P
-

WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT,
a corporation, et al.,

Defendants.
e
PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAM G. 1 i
DEPUTY CLERK: _KATIE LYNN OGDEN ‘ gg
. & .
COUNSEL FORIPLAINTIFF(S): NONE 5{5{ ?\? %
COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANT(S): NONE #» = 0O 2
i Z Uj :,
MINUTE ORDER IN CHAMBERS: - <g g
= = &0 - - en, 1
At the status conference conducted on Jul n ;‘ E > ? z
e-service order; the-court directed-the parties to.ex{ == o O H S Leoo F
the most recent version of the proposed supersedi = e - §‘.::
Report and Recommendation to be filed regarding = ® o 3
Under the lead df counsel for Plaintiff Andrew = " ﬁ;]ﬁ o i
: . o El bt
Resources Section, Environment and Natural Resq == ;;f bt . ®
final version of the proposed e-service order and an % ‘;jz r;;’; )
substantive revisions to the original e-service order é ) mé; ® AN Bk
C. Jones. The court will thereafter assimilate | 2. ara " A L
Recommendation|to District Judge Jones proposin »;:‘" . T b it pEGRE
| ) :& i %fﬂg ﬁ‘f e ¥
IT IS SO ORDERED. = gm o PRy
%{E Ex 3im £33 Wi L\ Y
| L ZS” Rt
| — oo g 22t TN B
By wo 5o ]
; moo™ 2o iEAM
Ee AN N HINEER
; 4] 5
I iy t 5 c
¥ - gr
| s 5 =
i . © 1
oo
P QS
BN




Case 3'73-cv—00127-RCJ-WGC Document 2032 Filed 07/ A PiHoe 78 of 82
J-WGC Document 2039 Filed 071094 Pg
: i -RCJ-
Case 3:73-cv-00127
UNITED STATES DISTRICT roveren
DISTRIC! 0
| | -
UNITED STA[TES OF AMERICA, AED ——RECENED | BSox
‘-'ENTERED' SERVED ON 3 Zz - g
Plaintiff, T £ELASEPARTIES OF RECORD C1z39]
~ NIEL
JUL 10 Z5% 59723
WALKER RIVER PA[UTE TRIBE, | E €250
: o 0o
. f CLERK US DISTRICT COURT 295 8
Plamnff-lntervenor, DISTRICT OF NEVADA P -
e et | E g
WALKER RIVER IRRIGA TION DISTRICT,
a Corporation, e¢f al,
Defendants, !
PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAM G. o '
DEPUTY CLERK: kaTiE LYNN OGDEN e o 9
B S = 5,
COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFF(S).. NOoNE & cer
COUNSEL For qEFENDANT(S): NONE w oo = |
C == ‘
MINUTE ORDER 1§ CHAMBERS: . " >z 3
: we
At the stamy | conference conducted o July 0 . g; = § = o
€-service order, the court directed the parties to exc Fe & m ~ z .
the most recent version of the.proposed Supersedin; - ° F —
Report.and Recommendatiop to'be filed Tegarding | = ® o ‘ P =
Under the Jeaqg of dounsel for Plaintiff Andrew = ;Z %:} m & Moo=
Resources Section, Environment and Natura] Regoy = b Fed w MRS
final versjop of'the Proposed e-service orderand am = ‘:;’ r g;;’
Substantive revisions to the original e-service order ( = o "f%; i
C. Jones. The court| will thereafter assimilate th B ngﬁg "
Recommendation to District Judge Jones proposing z . T g
= o @m = e
IT1S SO ORDERED, S 50
R RUm
L Esh e
= AT
Eae w3
S -

B




Case 3:73RV-GFII1BEFNET Brsentncit2dier eed g 7Pre7 14 Page 79 of 82

UNITED STATES D}

DISTRICT Ol I~
T“" . — s I
— o _RECEWD |, s 3
UNITED STATIES OF AMERICA, ) ~=me ENTERED —__GERVEDON | @ 2 2 &
) COUNSELIPARTIES OF RECORD) | £ 7 4 C
‘ - Al < 2w
 Plaintiff, ) 2529 ¢
vs. ) JUL 106 20 ol 529 @m
) 7 =
| ’ 4 o m =
WALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE, ) CLERKUSDRTRETCo0RT 4] & 3 5 O
| ) - DISTRICT OF NEVADA 295 9
| Plaintiff-Intervenor, ) : — DEPUTY g
VS. i } 2 o1
i i ﬂ
WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT,
a corporation, efal.,
=—
Defendants. é/w
2 < _
£
£ s C
PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAM G. ¢ &= 05 RS
] = g
DEPUTY CLERK: KATIE LYNN OGDEN E o E
i = 02
COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFF(S): NONE ® 5 o &
COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANT(S): NONE \jgo ; ,& ?
. - N i
MINUTE ORDER IN CHAMBERS: - ot - ' f
; ¥ ) é:}

At the status conference conducted on Jul = - " s
e-service order;-the courtdirected -the-partiesto.ex] = e it
the'most recent Version of the proposed supersedis = B z‘; =
Report and Recommendation to be filed regarding = ;: o " beoom
Under the lead of counsel for Plaintiff Andrew = ﬁ, He et Al
Resources Section, Environment and Natural Res( = = - :3:: v S
final version of the proposed e-service orderand a1 % mg; Z o =
substantive revisions to the original e-service orde B aa " ! =
C. Jones. The qourt will thereafter assimilate = P i

. .. . =L D@mWoog - L5
Recommendation to District Judge Jones proposit = . oom p 1
p =, Al Bl ;

: e g L0 ' .

E s %29 ‘

IT IS SO ORDERED. == Xl zg

| e WO Es

| - A BS

| =, W - o I

| = o - S

£ ® =

o - g

- Z‘ R &

®

g2

= &




|

» ‘ . - 2
Case 3:73EIGOTLPIRCFIEE Dovmemern2088Fitert07/294 dPage 80 of 8
|

UNITED STATES ]‘\‘l("‘r‘h‘l’ﬁm AN AT -

DISTRICT ( o
§ I
o]
0 A
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, . BEPA
— FIED RECEVED p = 3 &
Plaintiff, ——— ENTERED SERVEDDNE 7 §
vs. COUNSELPARTIES OF RECQ z % n
iEsz3
WALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE, JUL 10 20 G B g 0
i o » O
. . 3 l Z O
Flaintiff-Intervenor, CLERK US DISTRICT COURT 8§ <
Vs. ; DISTRICT OF NEVADA ~
BY: DEPUTY
WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT,
a corporation, efal.,
Defendants. i
. l‘i‘ !
PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAM G. ( & %
DEPUTY CLERK: _KATIE LYNN OGDEN ‘ W %
COUNSEL FOR{PLAINTIFE(S): NONE  j e '
% =< !
COUNSEL FOR|DEF ENDANT(S): NONE ¥ g w ;f
J e — 5w .
MINUTE ORDER IN CHAMBERS: - = 3§ d
‘ s - = z 5
At the status conference conducted on Juh " 4 - & < 0
e-service order, the court directed the parties to ex¢ Eow m < = Q bt
the most recent vérsion of the proposed supersedin = f.'?; . & ~§ =
Report and Recommendation to be filed regarding. % 2 . = - g = b
Under the lead of counsel for Plaintiff Andrew| & NoGnm o
Resources Section, Environment and Natural Reso = ﬁ gud w 2
final version of th proposed e-service order and a £ om0 pe o -
substantive revisigns to the original e-service order e S
C. Jones. The cqurt will thereafter assimilate t| E= E1 o "
Recommendation to District Judge Jones proposing £, nm 4 g. e
o DED ! o]
B ZHE oW LE
IT IS SO ORDERED. e EoD z 5o i
R e os” £
T T e & - &
= g Sg ;
. : Tow
: i
5 S
229
H
i3




UNITED STATES [T e

Case 3:7%8-5&3-:3%5(1\/20?-1@7&9%8 DU 32 05890TEa/ B7 Rk YoPage 81 of 82
|
|
|
|

DISTRICT O a
n
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, , BEg
w5135
Plaintift, | —FLED RECEMEDD| 7 5 & ¥
e | amtl —_ENTERED __SERVEDOR|| T 8 o ©
o COUNSELIPARTIES OF RECORIE| | = 2 -
\ 5l >0 23
WALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE, Al el 26
F L 10 200 48333
Plaintiff-Intervenor, o 8
vs. CLERK US ISTRICT COURT = 3
DISTRICT F MEVADA
WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT, — - DEPUTY |
a corporation, ef al.,

Defendants.

PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAM G.
DEPUTY CLERK: KATIE LYNN OGDEN

ER o R R s oy - o
\
*\Q

/\\\

<5 |
- W -
COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFF(S): NONE 5w e |
— NONE 2 ¥%e
= 2 <
COUNSEL FOR| DEFENDANT(S): NONE S =z
—_—= 25
G
MINUTE ORDER IN CHAMBERS: & 2 £
| 8 I o
At the status conference conducted on Jul - oo w - 0
e-service-order;-the. court-directed the parties-to. exd £ f; meo = et
the‘most recent version of the proposed supersedir = 5 . LI
Report and Recommendation to be filed regarding = ﬁ - azm B
o Gl Y I
Under the lead of counsel for Plaintiff Andrew; = 1 ;‘:gvg t S
: : foniagi i 35~ 4 e e
Resources Section, Environment and Natural Resq = ﬁ Bae o S
final version of the proposed e-service order and a1 £ I s P =
substantive revisions to the original e-service order = ° . & ” Py g
C. Jones. The cpurt will thereafter assimilate = 0o " ,,
Recommendation|to District Judge Jones proposin = e T 2 g« :; .
o foord + £ H
=y 28z & 7
IT IS SO ORDERED. Ee EL0 z oo
Y muw Zon
. ¥ §; 5t i) S P
o8 W & T ;
i o ] go
=, W i, = 4
= & N
s i ' g -
v P $EQ
® 5 it
) @ o |
O - -4
S




Case 3:¥Z8Y /80122 REFIWET Docuameriz2 089 Filer0 7#agy 14t Page 82 of 82

UNITED STATES DI

DISTRICT Ok
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, );
\
Plaintiff, )
VSs. ;
3
WALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE, }
Plaintiff-Intervenor,
Vs, . I

WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT,

a corporation, etl., s

Defendants.
o7
; W
PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAM G. $
C R
DEPUTY CLERK: -~ KATFIELYNN-OGDEN 5
o

COUNSEL FOR|PLAINTIFE(S): NON7T <.
K i‘-{.\

COUNSEL FOR|DEFENDANT(S): ];;
MINUTE ORDER IN CHAMBERS:

the most recent version of the proposed superse L e
Report and Recommendation to be filed regardir
Under the lead of counsel for Plaintiff Andre§
Resources Section, Environment and Natural Ret
final version of thk proposed e-service order and 3
substantive revisions to the original e-service ord
C. Jones. The cpurt will thereafter assxmllate

Recommendation| to District Judge Jones propog

IT IS SO ORDERED.

CLERK, U.S. DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF NEVADA
400 SOUTH VIRGINIA ST., ROOM 301

bt
e DEPUTY

L wFILED RECEIVED
QENTERED -—— SERVED ON
COUNSEs DAF\'TIES OF RECORD f

L0 0|

f
N
C.ERKUS DISTR:: > COURT

[

DISTRICT OF =yapy

.

$ 0002001586 .
% MAILED FROM zZIP

;ihin””iuhi””h“ihinﬂfif*iiﬁ"*nffi*:*"hi'ui’“n

=
H —~ ]
= |
< |
= |
v'-: q
S = o
800
v gwn g
n g
S = o>
o w2
LRz
O - e
5 2C0= "
< Ea g EA
Ek w2 wd
bt ]
: ¢ & s
Yo =z #
P o O 1'?'
5.8, & s
! {}!
i

RENO, NEVADA 89501

IOERICIAL BUSINESS




