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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARIZONA 

Russell B. Toomey,  

Plaintiff, 
v. 
 
State of Arizona; Arizona Board of 
Regents, d/b/a University of Arizona, a 
governmental body of the State of Arizona; 
Ron Shoopman, in his official capacity as 
Chair of the Arizona Board of Regents; 
Larry Penley, in his official capacity as 
Member of the Arizona Board of Regents; 
Ram Krishna, in his official capacity as 
Secretary of the Arizona Board of Regents; 
Bill Ridenour, in his official capacity as 
Treasurer of the Arizona Board of Regents; 
Lyndel Manson, in her official capacity as 
Member of the Arizona Board of Regents; 
Karrin Taylor Robson, in her official 
capacity as Member of the Arizona Board 
of Regents; Jay Heiler, in his official 
capacity as Member of the Arizona Board 
of Regents; Fred Duval, in his official 
capacity as Member of the Arizona Board 
of Regents; Gilbert Davidson, in his 
official capacity as Interim Director of the 
Arizona Department of Administration; 
Paul Shannon, in his official capacity as 
Acting Assistant Director of the Benefits 
Services Division of the Arizona 
Department of Administration,  
 

Defendants. 

 

 
Case No. CV-19-00035-TUC-RM (LAB) 
 

ORDER GRANTING JOINT 
MOTION AND STIPULATION TO 
STAY BRIEFING OF PLAINTIFF’S 
MOTION FOR CLASS 
CERTIFICATION PENDING 
RULING ON DEFENDANTS’ 
MOTION TO DISMISS    

In consideration of the parties’ Stipulation and Joint Motion to Stay Briefing on 

Plaintiff’s Motion for Class Certification Pending Ruling on Defendants’ Motion to 

Dismiss (“Joint Motion”) (Doc. 36) and good cause appearing therefore,  
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IT IS HEREBY ORDERED granting the Joint Motion and staying the briefing of 

the Motion for Class Certification until after the Court has ruled on Defendants’ Motion to 

Dismiss (Doc. 24).  

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that in the event the Court denies the Motion to 

Dismiss, the parties will file with the Court a joint proposed discovery and briefing 

schedule with respect to Plaintiff’s Motion for Class Certification no later than ten (10) 

calendar days following the Court’s ruling on the Motion to Dismiss.  

 

 Dated this 22nd day of April, 2019. 
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