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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF INDIANA
INDIANAPOLIS DIVISION
INDIANAPOLIS AIRPORT AUTHORITY,
Plaintiff,

V. Case No. 1:18v-013167WP-MPB

TRAVELERS PROPERTY CASUALTY

COMPANY OF AMERICA,
Defendant.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

ORDER ON PARTIES’ RULE 72 OBJECTIONSTO THE MAGISTRATE JUDGE'S
ORDER TO ESTABLISH PROCEEDINGS ON REMAND

Following remand from the Seventh Circuit Court of Appeals, consistent with thé Loca
Rulesthe Courtinstructedhe parties to submit position statements regarding the next steps in this
litigation. The parties submitted position statemewtsich disputed how the Court should
proceed Upon the Court’s invitation, the parties filed motions regarding the position statem
which prompted extensive briefingThe Court referred the position statement motions to the
Magistrate Judge, who issued an Order granting in part and denying ingradagg’s motion

(Filing No. 409. The Magistrate Judge concluded@hfs matter is ready to be set for deadlines

with regards to pretrial motiona,final pretrial, and jury trial in accordance with the Opinion of
the Seventh Circuit Court of Appeals and this Enhtryd. at 12. Each party filed juxtaposed
objections to the Magistrate Judge’s Order, reiterating their previousopesandarguingerror

in the unfavorable portion of the ruling while offering support to the favorable portion of iting rul

(Filing No. 410 Filing No. 41).

The partiesagree on one thindThe district judge in the case must consider timely

objections and modify or set aside any part of the order that is clearly erronesusmtrary to
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law.” Fed. R. Civ. P. 72(a):The clear error standamieans the district court can overturn the
magistrate judge’s ruling only if the district court is left with the definite and fonviction that

a mistake has been madaleeks v. Samsung Heavy Indus. Co., Ltd., 126 F.3d 926, 943 (7Gir.
1997). ‘An order is contrary to law when it fails to apply or misapplies relevant statuseslaeea,

or rules of procedure.Coley v. Landrum, 2016 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 13377, at *3 (S.D. Ind. Feb. 4,
2016) (citation and quotation marks omitted).

Plaintiff Indianapolis Airport Authority (“IAA”) argues the Magisteatludge’s Ordeis
contrary to lawregarding the Seventh Circuit’s interpretation of the insurance policysua.is
Defendant Travelers Property Casualty Company of America (“Travelers”) argubkagistrate
Judge’s Order is clearly erroneous regarding its refusal to compeioA&reate and provide new
or revised damages documentaticiiter review of the Seventh Circuit’s Opinion and Mandate,
the parties’ briefs (including the briefiran the motions prior to the appeal), and the Magistrate
Judge’s Order, the Court “isft with the definite and firm conviction” that the Magistrate Judge’s
Order is not clearly erroneous on the facts or the law noraentrary to law. The parties’
objectiors are simply disagreements based on trespectiveinterpretations of the facts, the
insurance policy, and the Seventh Circuit's Opiniohhus, the Courtdopts the Magistrate
Judge’s Order in its entirety aoderrulesthe parties’ Objections.

For a morerobustdiscussion of the background and legal analysis of the issues raised by
the parties, the Court refers the parties back to the thorough andeasshed Order of the

Magistrate Judgé-iling No. 409. The Court notes thahis case is very oldThe events giving

rise to this litigation are very oldlThe parties have briefed andbeefed the same arguments and
issues many times.Regarding its request to compR&A to providenew damages documentation,

Travelersfixates on one of the two suggestions found in the opinion of the Seventh Circuit Court


https://ecf.insd.uscourts.gov/doc1/07315979731

of Appealswhile ignoring the other viable suggestionsimply proceed to trial to resolve this old
case. Travelers has stated nauseam that IAA’s documents were created and produced prior to
the Seventh Circuit’s ruling on the insurance policy’s interpretation and thelaesstape” for
damages.If this new landscape required new, revised damages documeifitoeproceeding

to trial, the Seventh Circuit would have statag rather than suggesting the second option of
resolvingtheissues at trial.

Requiring a revised damages document is poéeequisitdo proceed to trialThe parties
are encouraged to puesgettlement negotiations in an effort to resolve the lingering dispute, and
as part of that process, the parties mayt to exchange additional documents with revised or
updated damages calculations in an effort to facilitate negotiatitowever arevised calculation
IS not necessary for trialn addition, the Court declines IAA’s twgentence invitation to certify
this Order for interlocutory appeal.

CONCLUSION

The parties’ Objectiong=(ling No. 41Q Filing No. 411 areOVERRULED. The Court

ADOPTS the Magistrate JudgeOrder (Filing No. 409. The parties ar©® RDERED to confer

and file a joint proposedcase managememtian and schedule a status conference with the
Magistrate Judge for approval of the deadlwékin ten (10) daysof this Entry
This matter will be set for final prigial conference and jury trial by separate order.

SO ORDERED.

Date: 11/16/2017 O\ bsg LDMM
v

TANYA WALTON PRATT, JUDGE
United States District Court
Southern District of Indiana
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