Cromeans v. Morgan Keegan & Company, Inc. et al

INTHE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT FOR THE
WESTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI
CENTRAL DIVISION

JOHN W. CROMEANS., JR.
Individually and on behalf of all
others similarly situated,

Plaintiff, No. 2:12-CV-04269-NKL
V.

MORGAN KEEGAN & CO., INC. et al,

N N N N N N N N N N N

Defendants.
ORDER

Defendant Armstrong Teasdale, LiRoves to excludetestimony of Plaintiffs’

Doc. 547

expert, Geoffrey Hazard, concerning the conduct of Armstrong Teasdale. Doc. 428. For

the reasons explained below, the motion is denied without prejudice.

Plaintiffs filed a “Designation of Rule 23 Expert,” Doc. 73, naming Hazard, and a

copy of Hazard’s expert report, Doc.-I3 Plaintiffs subsequently cited Hazard’'s expert

report in their suggestions in opposition, Doc. -BB3 to Armstrong Teasdale’s motion

for summary judgment against Plaintiff Cromeans on the attorney malpractice, negligent

misrepresentation, and unjust enrichment claims, Doc. 93. On November 5, 2013, the

Court granted summary judgment to Armstrong Teasdale on the attorney malpractice and

negligent misrepresentation claims, Db¢0, andthe Courthas nowdenied Plaintiffs’
motion to vacate that partial gtaof summary judgmentThe deadline to filelispositive
motions passed in June 2014. Docs.,334.

Plaintiffs haverepresented to Armstrong Teasdale that their us@rofessor

Hazards testimonyis relevant only taher attorney malpractice claim and amy motion
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for summary judgment orthat claim. Docs. 450, p. 3 (Plaintiffs’ suggestions in
opposition to Armstrong Teasdale’s motion to exclude) and-145@mail from
Plaintiffs’ counsel to Armstrong Teasdale’s counselBecausethe Court denied
Plaintiffs’ motion to vacate the grant of summary judgment to Armstrong Teasdale on the
attorney malpractice claim, maotionfor summary judgment on an attorney malpractice
claim is pending, and the deadline for filing summary judgment motpassed,
Armstrong Teasedale’s motion to exclude [Doc. 428] is denied without prejudice.

s/ Nanette K. Laughrey

NANETTE K. LAUGHREY
United States District Judge

Dated: October 22014
Jefferson City, Missouri




