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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE
NASHVILLE DIVISION

TAYLOR SWIFT )
)
V. ) No. 3-09-0442

)
MALCOLM MATTHEWS; RENEE )
SUSAN MITCHELL; LOUIS MOORE; )
MARTIN D. QUATTLEBAUM; )
MARSHA DYONNE TYLER; VARIOUS )
)
)

JOHN DOES; VARIOUS JANE DOES;
and VARIOUS XYZ CORPORATIONS

Pursuant to the order entered July 6, 2009 (Docket Entry No. 37), a case management
conference was scheduled on August 26, 2009, at which time counsel for the plaintiff appeared but
no appearance was entered for any defendant, and the following matters were addressed:

1. Plaintiff's counsel advised that three defendants have been served: (1) Robert
Estronza; (2) Martin Quattlebaum; and (3) Brendan Schiff.’

2. Plaintiff's counsel further advised that no decision has yet been made on whether the
plaintiff's tour will be extended beyond October 19, 2009, but a decision on that matter will be made
by October 1, 2009.

3. The Septeml;er 14, 2009, deadline for the plaintiff to amend her complaint, naming
all John Does, Jane Does and XYZ Corporations listed as defendants, is extended to October 5,
2009. Alternatively, the plaintiff shall file, by October 5, 2009, a motion to extend the deadline to

file an amended complaint, in the event the tour is extended.’

' The plaintiff and defendant Schiff have filed a joint stipulation and agreed consent judgment
and permanent injunction (Docket Entry No. 51).

? In that event, the plaintiff will also seek to extend the time period in the preliminary injunction
(Docket Entry No. 33).
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