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M "OF NEVADA :
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': Jc
{ 2 W ) IN EQUITY NO. C-125-RCJ
| 5’ % ) Subproceedings: C-125-B
2 3 ) 3:73-cv-00127-RCI-WGC
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£”8 )  MINUTES OF THE COURT RE:
e 5 )  PROPOSED SUPERCEDING
= ) E-SERVICE ORDER
)
) July2,2014
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|G. COBB, U.S. MAGISTRATE JUDGE
| REPORTER: NONE APPEARING
DNE APPEARING

ONE APPEARING

1 July 1, 2014, regarding the proposed superseding
P exchange comments or suggestions with respect to
seding e-service order and the proposed content of a
rding the possible adoption of the superseding order.
drew Guss Guarino, U.S. Dept. Of Justice/Indian
Resources Division, the parties will then submit the
ad a memorandum to the court outhining the proposed
order (Doc. # 1874) entered by District Judge Robert
?late the parties' memorandum into a Report and
posing ddoption of the superseding e-service order.

By: /s/
Deputy Clerk




