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UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
EASTERN DI STRI CT CF M SSOUR
EASTERN DI VI SI ON
ST. LOU S CARDI NALS, LLC.
Pl aintiff,
V.
No. 4:07-CV-0473 (CEJ)
DOUGLAS J. LEWS, d/b/a
STL Products,

Def endant .

N N N N N N N N N N N N

ORDER SETTI NG RULE 16 CONFERENCE

| T I S HEREBY ORDERED t hat,

1. Scheduling Conference: A Scheduling Conference pursuant

to Fed. R Gv.P. 16 is set Thursday, August 16, 2007 at 10:00 A M
The conference will be held in chanbers, and it is expected to | ast
10 to 15 mnutes. The attorneys who will be handling the trial of
t he case nust attend the conference in person (or by tel ephone when
appropriate) and wll be expected to discuss in detail all matters
covered by Rule 16, as well as all matters set forth in their joint
proposed schedul i ng plan described in paragraph 3, and a firm and
realistic trial setting wll be established at or shortly after the
conference. Substitute counsel will not be permtted to participate
in the conference except by |eave of Court.

2. Meeti ng of Counsel: Prior to the date for subm ssion of

the joint proposed scheduling plan set forth in paragraph 3 bel ow,
counsel for the parties shall neet wth each other to discuss the
foll ow ng: the nature and basis of the parties’ clainms and def enses,

the possibilities for a pronpt settl enent or resol ution of the case,
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the formul ati on of a discovery plan, and other topics |listed bel ow
or in Rule 16 and Rule 26(f). At the Scheduling Conference counsel
wi |l be expected to report orally on the matters di scussed at their
meeting and will specifically be asked to report on the potenti al
for settlenent, whether settlenent demands or offers have been
exchanged (w thout revealing the content of any offers or demands),
and suitability of the case for Alternative Dispute Resolution
This neeting is expected to result in the parties reachi ng agreenent
on the form and content of a joint proposed scheduling plan as
descri bed in paragraph 3 bel ow

Only one proposed schedul i ng pl an may be submtted i n any case,
and it nmust be signed by counsel for all parties. It will be the
responsi bility of counsel for the plaintiff to actually submt the
j oi nt proposed scheduling plan to the Court. |[If the parties cannot
agree as to any matter required to be contained in the joint plan,
t he di sagreenent nust be set out clearly in the joint proposal, and
the Court will resolve the dispute at or shortly after the schedul -

i ng conference.

3. Joint Proposed Scheduling Plan: No later than ten (10)

days before the scheduling conference, counsel shall file with the
Clerk of the Court a joint proposed scheduling plan. Al'l dates
required to be set forth in the plan shall be within the ranges for

the track set forth bel ow

Track 2: Standard
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*Di sposition wi 18 nos of filing
*180- 240 days from R16 Conf. for
di scovery/ di spositive notions

The parties’ joint proposed scheduling plan shall include:

(a) dates for joinder of additional parties or amendnent of
pl eadi ngs;

(b) a discovery plan including:

(1) a date or dates by which the parties wll disclose
i nformati on and exchange docunents pursuant to Rule 26(a)(1),

(i1) whether discovery should be conducted in phases or
limted to certain issues,

(ti1) whether the presunptive limts of ten (10) deposi -
tions per side as set forth in Rule 30(a)(2)(A), and twenty-
five (25) interrogatories per party as set forth in Rule
33(a), should apply in this case, and if not, the reasons for
t he variance fromthe rules,

(iv) whether any physical or nental exam nations of
parties will be requested pursuant to Rule 35, and if so, by
what date that request wll be nmade and the date the exam na-
tion wll be conpleted,

(v) dates by which each party shall disclose its expert
W tnesses’ identities and reports, and dates by which each
party shall make its expert w tnesses available for deposi-
tion, giving consideration to whether serial or sinultaneous
di scl osure is appropriate in the case,

(vi) any other matters pertinent to the conpletion of
di scovery in this case, including:

(a) provisions for disclosure or discovery of
el ectronically stored information,

(b) any agreenents the parties reach for asserting
clains of privilege or of protection as trial-preparation
mat eri al after production,

(vii) a date by which all discovery will be conpl eted.
(c) the parties’ positions concerning the referral of the

action to nediation or early neutral evaluation, and when such a
referral would be nost productive;



Case 4:07-cv-00473-CEJ  Document 24  Filed 07/13/2007 Page 4 of 4

(d) dates for filing any notion to dismss or notion for
summary judgnent.

(e) the earliest date by which this case should reasonably be
expected to be ready for trial;

(f) an estimate of the length of tinme expected to try the case
to verdict; and

(g) any other matters counsel deem appropriate for inclusion
in the Joint Scheduling Plan.

4. D sclosure of Corporation Interests: Al non-governnental

corporate parties are remnded to conply wth Disclosure of
Corporate Interests by filing a Certificate of Interest with the
Court pursuant to E.D.Mb. L.R 2.009.

5. Pro Se Parties: If a party appears in this action pro se,

such party shall neet with all other parties or counsel, participate
in the preparation and filing of a joint proposed scheduling plan,
and appear for the scheduling conference, all in the sane manner as

otherw se required by this order.

2

E. JACKSON
UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT JUDGE

Dated this 13th day of July, 2007.



