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DISTRICT OF SOUTH DAKOTA

SOUTHERN DIVISION (@.‘%;
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

*®
JODIE SMOQK, Individually and on behalf * CIV 00-4202
of all other persons similarly situated, *
*
Plaintiffs, *
£
-V§- * ORDER
%
MINNEHAHA COUNTY, SOUTH *
DAKOTA; JIM BANBURY, in his *
individual capacity; TODD CHEEVER, *
as Director of Minnehaha County *
Juvenile Detention Center; and *
John and Jane Doe DETENTION CENTER *
OFFICERS, *
£
¥

Defendants.
%
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Plaintiffs submitted a Motion to Amend the Protective Order, Doc. 66, and a Motion to
Expand Class Definition and to Postpone Class Exclusion Date, Doc. 67. The motions have been

fully briefed by all parties.

Plaintiffs request that the Protective Order entered on May 22, 2001, Doc. 24, be amended
to include as persons entitled to have possession of confidential information “employees of
document copying services and court reporting services utilized for purposes of this litigation and
employees of other third-party companies essential for the administration of the class notice.” The
reason for this request is that plaintiffs find it necessary to employ document copying services to
copy the voluminous documents produced by defendants in discovery and to employ an outside
company to update the three-year-old addresses of class members to mail the Class Notices. This

request will be granted.
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The motion to expand the class definition will be denied without prejudice to plaintiffs’ right
to submit an amended proposed definition of “minor offenses” following the depositions taken in
January. The motion to postpone the class exclusion date will be granted pending the resolution of
the potential amendment of the class definition. Plaintiffs are directed to be prepared to promptly
send the Class Notices following the resolution of the request to amend the definition of “minor

offenses.” Accordingly,

IT IS ORDERED:

1. That plaintiffs’ Motion to Amend Protective Order, Doc. 06, 1s granted and
paragraph 2 of the protective order filed on May 22, 2001, Doc. 24, is
amended to provide as follows: That any confidential information related to
juvenile detainees that is released to Plaintiff’s counsel pursuant to any court
order shall not be disclosed to the Plaintiff, her parents, or to any other
person, with the exception of persons regularly emploved or associated with
Plaintiff’s counsel whose assistance is required by Plaintiff’s counsel in the
preparation of this case, employees of document copying services and court
reporting services utilized for purposes of this litigation, and employees of
other third-party companies essential for the administration of class notice.

2. That plaintiffs’ Motion to Expand Class Definition and to Postpone Class
Exclusion Date, Doc. 67, 1s granted in part and denied in part as follows: (a)
the motion to expand the class definition i1s denied without prejudice to
plaintiffs’ right to submit an amended proposed definition of “minor
offenses” on or before January 24, 2003; and (b) the motion to postpone the
class exclusion date is granted and a new date will be established after the
1ssue of amending the proposed class definition is resolved by the Court.

Dated this l‘_’l leay of January, 2003.

BY THE COURT:

awrence L. Piersol
ATTEST: Chief Judge
JOSEPH HAAS, CLEF
BY: VA&kt/y dyabe

{SEAL) DEPUTY




