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8.1 INTRODUCTION
The hallmark of modern pretrial procedure in judicial proceedings has been the
elimination of pleadings as the source of preparatory information with the focus shifting to
pretrial discovery. 1 The primary purpose of discovery is to eliminate the element of surprise
at trial or hearing by permitting a party to obtain in advance all relevant factual information
necessary to the proper preparation of that party's case.2 In addition, discovery helps to
focus the issues actually in controversy, identifies admissible evidence, and assists in the
preparation at various stages of the case.3
Generally, however, the same considerations of total prehearing disclosure have not
been fully applied to administrative contested case hearings. Although virtually any relevant,
nonprivileged information may be discovered as a matter of right in a judicial proceeding,
the same full pretrial disclosure is generally not available in administrative contested case
hearings. A number of reasons have been offered for the limitations on discovery in
administrative cases. Among these are that the administrative process is supposed to be
speedy and discovery will impede it, that discovery will unnecessarily complicate
proceedings, and that discovery will provide an instrument of harassment. 4 Consistent with
the practice of most states, the prehearing discovery available in a Minnesota contested
case proceeding may be limited, and its parameters are within the sound discretion of the
administrative law judge.
The rules of the Minnesota Office of Administrative Hearings (OAH)5 govern the
availability of prehearing discovery in a statutorily defined contested case proceeding.6
These rules supersede the rules of an individual agency to the extent of any inconsistency.7
Under the OAH rules, limited discovery is available as a matter of right.8 Discretionary
discovery potentially equal to that obtainable under the rules of civil procedure is available
within the sound discretion of the administrative law judge (ALJ).9 In In re Parkway Manor
Healthcare Center, the court reviewed a discovery order of an administrative law judge
made in a contested case proceeding. 10 Without specific analysis, it equated discovery
available under Minnesota Rules part 1400.6700, subpart 2, with that authorized under Rule
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26.02(a) of the Minnesota Rules of Civil Procedure.11 The limitations on discretionary
discovery contained in Minnesota Rules part 1400.6700, subpart 2, however, are typical of
administrative discovery provisions. The Model Administrative Procedure Act makes the
availability of discovery discretionary with the hearing officer. 12 This chapter will consider
the availability of discovery in an administrative contested case proceeding, the forms of
discovery available, the methods of obtaining discovery, and the sanctions that may be
imposed for failure to make discovery.
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