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(Pro Se)
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Defendant

Harvard University )

Plaintiff ( Pro Se) Dr Rajani Kanth, respectfully, brings forward ihis Motion to Correct the Joint
Statement submitted to Court, by Defendant, awing to discovery of a hitherto unknown iniplication.

FACTS

1. Defendant, recently, submicced a Juznt Statement, as vequired, including preferences of

Plaintff.
2. Inthat documc_nt Plaindff is represented as consenting to  a ngiqtmtc Judge.
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ARGUMENT

1. Defendant accurately indicated that Plaintiff was in favor of a Magistrate Judge.

2. However, at the Scheduling Conference on January 9, 2018, , Plaintiff learnt , by virtue of a
comment by the Hon’ble Judge, that such an appoiniment may preclude the possibility of @ Jury Trial: which
be is anxcions to retain. '

3. Iftrue, Plaintiff wishes to withdraw that preference’, as spelt out in the extant Joint Statement
(Part IV).

4. Plaintiff was under the impression that a Magistrate Judge, if chosen, simply presides over a Jury
Trial, rather than a Senior Judge, thereby making the process a bit more expeditious (unaware that such

a substitution obviates a Jury Trial).

5. Plaintff renders an apology to Court and to the Defendant for his mistaken supposition (if

correct).

6. Lnsum, Plaintiff wishes to have a Jury Trial, and if the appointment of a Magistrate Judge preempis that

possibility, then be would wish to withdraw that consent.
CONCLUSION

 As per the arguments proffered above, Plaintiff , deferentially, secks grace of Court to withdraw
PlaintifPs consent to a Magistrate Judge, ifgppropriate, as expressed in the Joint Statement submitted

by Defendant, thereby ‘correcting’ it, in that one particular item.

Respectfully,

Dr Rajani Kanth
(Plaintiff / Pro se)
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

This is to attest that a True Copy of this Motion to Cozrect was placed in the US mails , postage-
paid first class, on January \g &'2018, addressed to: Gabtiel Gladstone ,Esq., 200 State Street, Boston,

MA 02109-2605.
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