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MUTINTA MICHELO, individually and on =

behalf of all others similarly situated, et al., 18-CV-1781 PGG (BCM)
Plaintiffs,
-against-

NATIONAL COLLEGIATE STUDENT
LOAN TRUST 20072, et al.,

Defendants.

CHRISTINA BIFULCQO, individually and on

behalf of all others similarly situated, et al., 18-cv-7692 (PGG) (BCM)
Plaintiffs, ORDER
-against-

NATIONAL COLLEGIATE STUDENT
LOAN TRUST 20072, et al.,

Defendants.

BARBARA MOSES, United States M agistrate Judge.

The abovecaptonedactiors havebeen referred to Magistte JudgdBarbara Moses for
general pretrial management, including scheduling, discoverydispositive pretrial motions,
and settlement, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1)(A). Alrial motions and applications,
including those related to scheduling and discpWbut excluding motions to dismiss or for
judgment on the pleadings, for injunctive relief, for summary judgment, or forcga#scation
under Fed. R. Civ. P. 23hustbe made to ddge Moses and in compliance with this Court's
Individual Pactices(and Emergency Practiceis) Civil Cases, available on the Court's website
at https://nysd.uscourts.gov/hon-barbara-e®s

The Court las received ahreviewed the fust Defendart letter datedApril 17, 2020
(Dkt. No. 18 in Case No. 1&8V-1781 Dkt. No.83 in Case No. ¥&V-7692) which seeksa
pre-motion conference, pursuant tmcal Gvil Rule 37.2,and claims that plaintffs are: (1)
"withholding certain categories of documents on the aian asserted privilege that does not
exist" (2) "refusing to produce a privilege log pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 34(b)(2) and Local
Rule 26.2' (3) refusing'to provide the Trust Defendants with certain imf@tion regarding their
purporteddamages in response to several discovery requestd (4) refusing to answer
several of the interrogatories that were propounded upon'tAém Gourt has also receivechd
reviewed plantiffs' responding letter dated April 22, 2020 (Dkt. No114 Case No. 1&V-
1781, Dkt. No. 84 in Case No. 1&V-7692 and the Trust Defendants' reply letter dated April
24, 2020 (Dkt. No. 143 in Case No. €8+1781; Dkt. No. 86 in Case No. 18v-7692).
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The Trust Defendants' request for a confeeeis GRANTED.It is hereby ORDERED
that the partieshall appeardr a telephomc discovery conference before Judgeseson May
12, 2020, at 11:00 a.m. At that time, the parties shall call into the below teleconference:

Cdl in number: 888-557-8511
Access Code: 7746387

Please treat the teleconference as you would treat a public court appearance. If a
conference or hearing in another matter is ongoing, please be silent (mute your line) until

your caseis called. For other teéconferencing gdelinesthe partieshould reviewsg 2 of Judge
Moses's Emergendyractices

It is further ORIERED that, o later tharMay 7, 2020:

(a) The Trust Defendantshall file a supplemental tker attaching Without adilitional
argument) copies of thaliscoveryrequest(s) and responsefgwin contention; and

(b) Plantiffs shall file a supplenengl letter attacing (without additional argumehia
privilege log in compliance with Local Civil Rule 2612 plaintiffs choose to provide
the required information "by group or category,” pursuant to Rule 26.2¢g) strall
identify, as toeach such group or category, thember and thedate rangeof the
documents or communications in that graugategory. Plaintiffs are reminded that
Rule 26.2(c) does not relieve the party asserting privilege of thgatibhto provide
all of the "substantive information required by thisefiland to do so in a
"comprehendile form."

Dated:New York, NewYork
April 30,2020
SO ORDERED.
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BARBARA MOSES
United States M agistrate Judge




