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IN THE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLORADO
Magistrate Judge Craig B. Shaffer

Civil Action No. 12-cv-02630-PAB-CBS

FIRST-CITIZENS BANK & TRUST COMPANY,
aNorth Carolinacommercial bank,

Plaintiff,
V.

TRAVELERS CASUALTY INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA,
a Connecticut corporation, and

BENNETT & PORTER INSURANCE SERVICES, LLC,

an Arizonalimited liability company,

Defendants.

ORDER SETTING RULE 16(b) SCHEDUL ING CONFERENCE
AND RULE 26(f) PLANNING MEETING

The above captioned case has been referred to Magigtrate Judge Craig B. Shaffer by Didtrict Judge
Philip A. Brimmer, pursuant to the Order Referring Case (Doc. #3) filed October 11, 2012. See28 U.SC.
8636(b)(1)(A) and (B) and FED.R.CIV.P. 72(a) and (b).

IT ISHEREBY ORDERED:

(1) Thecourt shdl hold aFep.R.Civ.P. 16(b) scheduling and planning conference on

The conference shdl be held in Courtroom A-402, Fourth Hoor, of the Alfred A. Arrg U.S. Courthouse,
901 19" Street, Denver, Colorado. If thisdateis not convenient for any party”, he or she shall confer with
opposing parties and contact the court to reschedul e the conferenceto amore convenient time. Please
remember that anyone seeking entry into the Alfred A. Arrg United States Courthousewill be
required to show valid photoidentification. SeeD.C.COLO.LCivR 83.2B.

The term “party” as used in this Order means counsel for any party represented by a lawyer, and any pro
Se party not represented by alawyer.
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A copy of ingructions for the preparation of a scheduling order and aform scheduling order can be
downloaded from the “Forms” section on the Court’s website (http://mwww.cod.uscourts.gov/Forms.aspx)
under the heading “Standardized Order Forms.”

In accordance with D.C. CoLo. ECF. Proc. 5.12, the parties shdl file their proposed scheduling
order and dso emall an editable varson to Shaffer Chambers@cod.uscourts.gov no later than:

(2 In preparation for the scheduling/planning conference, the parties are directed to confer in
accordance with FED.R.Civ.P. 26(f), no later than:

The court strongly encouragesthe partiesto meet faceto face, but should that proveimpossible, the parties
may meet by telephone conference. All partiesarejointly responsblefor arranging and atending the Rule
26(f) medting.

During the Rule 26(f) meeting, the parties shdl discuss the nature and basis of their damsand
defenses and the possibilities for aprompt settlement or resolution of the case, make or arrangefor the
disclosures required by FED.R.CIv.P. 26(8)(1), and deve op their proposed scheduling/discovery plan. The
parties should aso discussthe possibility of informa discovery, such as conducting joint interviewswith
potentia witnesses, joint meetings with dients, depositions viate ephone, or exchanging documents
outside of formal discovery.

In those cases in which: (1) the parties’ substantive allegations involve extensive computer-
generated records; (ii) asubgtantial amount of disclosure or discovery will involve information or records
in dectronic form (i.e,, emall, word processing, detabases); (iii) expert withesses will deve op testimony
basad in large part on computer dataand/or modeling; or (iv) any party plansto present asubgtantia
amount of evidencein digital form &t trid, the parties shdl confer regarding sepsthey can taketo presarve
computer records and data, facilitate computer-based discovery and who will pay costs, resolve privilege
issues, limit discovery cogts and delay, and avoid discovery disputes rdaing to dectronic discovery. The
parties shdl be prepared to discuss these issues, as appropriae, in the proposed Scheduling Order and at
the scheduling and planning conference.

These arethe minimum requirementsfor the Rule 26(f) meeting. The parties are encouraged to
have a comprehensgve discussion and are required to gpproach the meeting cooperativey and in good fath.
The parties are reminded that the purpose of the Rule 26(f) meeting isto expedite the digposition of the
action, discourage wasteful pretrid activities, and improvethe qudity of any eventud trid through more
thorough preparation. The discusson of dams and defenses shdl be a substantive, meaningful discussion.
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The parties are reminded that pursuant to FED.R.Civ.P. 26(d), no discovery shal be sought prior to
the Rule 26(f) mesting.

(3) Thepartiesshdl comply with the mandatory disclosure requirements of FED.R.Civ.P. 26(a)(1)

no later than;

Counsd and parties are reminded that mandatory disclosure requirements encompass computer-based
evidence which may be used to support damsor defenses. Mandatory disclosures must be supplemented
by the parties cons stent with the requirements of FED.R.Civ.P. 26(e). Mandatory disclosures and
supplementation are not to be filed with the Clerk of the Court.

(4) All parties are expected to befamiliar with the United States District Court for the Didtrict of
Colorado Locd Rulesof Practice (D.C.CoLoL.CIVR.). Copies are available through the District Court’s
web Ster www.cod.uscourts.gov.

All out-of-gtate counsd shall comply with D.C.CoLoL.CivR. 83.3 prior tothe
Scheduling/Planning Conference.

DATED a Denver, Colorado, on October 29, 2012.

BY THE COURT:

SCraig B. Shaffer
United States Magidrate Judge




