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19 On Septembel 2, 2014, the parties appeared for a case management conference. Baspd o
20 the parties’ Joint Case Management Statefreemdthe discussions held at the case management
21 || conferencé,
22 IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the deadline for joinder of any additionaigsaror other
23 amendments to the pleadings,asJdary6, 2015.
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See Docket No. 91.
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as referred by the court om@emberl4, 2012. No later than September 19, 204 piarties shall
file a stipulation as tthe deadline fomediationor present their respective positions to the court

for resolution.

Federal Rules of Civil Procedure shall apply to this case.
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IT IS FURTHERORDEREDthat the parties shatheet and confer on a date for mediation

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the presumptive limits on discovery set fottiein

IT ISFURTHERORDERED that the followingeadlineshall apply to this case:

PartieSproposed protective Order..........ooov i i i, September 26, 201
NON-EXPEIMTAISCOVEIY .. ettt e e e e e February 27, 2015
Opening gpertwitness diSCIOSUIre..........c.oviiiii i i March 13, 2015
Rebuttal expert witness diSCIOSULE. . ..........coviiiiiiiiiiii e April 10, 2015
EXPEIt AISCOVEIY ..ot e e e e e e s May 1, 20!
Plaintiffs’ motion for class certificatian...............ccoooviii i, May 12, 2015
Defendans opposition to motion for class certification...........................May 26, 2011
Plaintiffs reply to opposition to motion for class certification....................... June 2, 20]
Hearing on Plaintiffsmotion for class certificatian.................... June 9, 201%t 10 a.m.

DISPOSItIVe MOLIONS.....i i i ee e e e JAUQUSE 14, 2015
Oppositions to dispositive MotioNS..........c.covvvviveiiiiieieiee e ene .o -2 August 28, 201
Replies tooppositions to dispositive MOotioNS............coevvviiienvenvenene. September 4, 20

Hearing on dispositive motions...................c.ccoven e ... J8emberd5, 2015 at 10 a.m.

Pre-trial CONTEIENCE. .. ... e e e e e e e November 3, 2015 at 10 a.m.

T Al November 16, 2015 at 10 a.n
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IT ISSO ORDERED.

Dated: Septembdr2, 2014
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Pl S AR

PAUL S. GREWAL
United States Magistrate Judge
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