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

DIVISION
PLAINTIFF, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
V. ) No.
) JUDGE HAYNES
DEFENDANT, )

CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER No. 1

[. Jurisdiction and Venue

Il. Parties’ Theories of the Case
1. Plaintiff's Theory of the Case
2. Defendant’s Theory of the Case
[ll. Schedule of Pretrial Proceedings
A. Rule 26(a)(1) Disclosure
The parties shall make their Rulé2@)(A) through (E) disclosures within (30) days
from the date of the initial case management cenfes.

B. Meeting of Counsel and Parties to Discuss Slketinent Prospects

Ninety (90) days from the date of the initial cas@nagement conference, counsel and
clients are required to have a face-to-face meatimtiscuss whether this case can be resolved
without further discovery proceedings. If a padther than a natural person, is involved in this
litigation, a representative who has the authdatgettle shall attend this meeting on behalf of
that party. After the meeting is conducted, couskell prepare a report and file it with the Court

reflecting that the parties met and that the pari@ade a good faith effort to evaluate the



resolution of this case. This report should atsdude whether the parties believed that one of
the Alternative Dispute Resolution (“ADR”) procedsrunder the Local Rules would further
assist the parties in resolving this matter.

C. Other Pretrial Discovery Matters

As determined at the case management confererMeratay, November 5, 2002this
action is set for a jury trial ohuesday, August 20, 2002, at 9:00 a.m

If this action is to be settled, the Law Clerk $thal notified by noonkriday, August 16,
2002 If the settlement is reached thereafter resyltinthe non-utilization of jurors, the costs of
summoning jurors may be taxed to the parties degr@ngobon the circumstances.

A pretrial conference shall be hétbnday, August 5, 2002, at 1:30 p.mA proposed
pretrial order shall be submitted at the pretraiference.

All discovery shall be completed by the close afihass oMarch 19, 2002 All
written discovery shall be submitted in sufficitimie so that the response shall be in hand by
March 19, 2002 All discovery related statements shall be fibgthe close of business on
March 26, 2002 No motions related to discovery or for a pratecorder shall be filed until a
discovery/protective order dispute conference aksrt place and the attorneys of record shall
attend and meet, face-to-face, in an effort toluesthe dispute and a jointly signed
discovery/protective order dispute statement igrstibd setting forth precisely the remaining
issues in dispute and the reasons why those issoesn unresolved.

All dispositive motionsand Daubert motions shall be filed by the closbusfiness on

!No memorandum in support of or in opposition to engtion shall exceed twenty (20)
pages. No reply shall be filed to any responseaminvited by the Court.
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April 2, 2002, and any response thereto shall be filed by thgecbf business diay 1, 2002
Any reply shall be filed by the close of busineasvtay 8, 2002

Any motion to amend the pleadings or join partieslisbe filed in sufficient time to
permit any discovery necessary because of the peapamendment to be obtained within the
time for discovery. No amendments will be allowkid do so will result in a delay in the
disposition of the action by requiring an extensibthe discovery deadline.

There shall be no stay of discovery pending digmwsdf any motions.

The response time for all written discovery ancduesgs for admissions is reduced from
thirty (30) to twenty (20) days.

Interrogatories pursuant to Rule 33, Federal Rof&3ivil Procedure, shall be limited to
sixty (60) such interrogatories. Subparts of a jaeshall be counted as additional questions
for purposes of the overall number. In all othesprects, Rule 9(a), Local Rules of Court
(effective March 1, 1994) shall govern.

By the close of business éwpril 2, 2002, the plaintiff shall declare to the defendants
(notto file with the Court) the identity of his expevitnesses and provide all the information
specified in Rule 26(a)(2)(B).

By the close of business thay 3, 2002 the defendants shall declare to the plaintift (no
to file with the Court) the identity of their expavitnesses and provide all the information
specified in rule 26(a)(2)(B).

Any supplements to expert reports shall be filedhgyclose of business dane 1, 2002

2Strict compliance is required to Rule 8(b)(7), LioRales of Court (effective March 1,
1994) relating to motions for summary judgment.
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There shall not be any rebuttal expert witnesses.

To reduce the needless expenditure of tindeexpense, there shall not be any
discovery depositions taken of expert withesseqay may, however, serve contention
interrogatories and requests for admissions upothanparty’'s expert. If these discovery
methods prove ineffective, a party may move to thkedeposition of the expert. In a diversity
action, a treating physician is considered a fattegs unless the physician expresses opinions
beyond the physician’s actual treatment of theypart

For expert witnesses, the expert’'s Fed. R. Ci2@pa)(2) report is considered to be the
expert’s direct examination testimony at trial.aif expert expects to expound his or her
testimony beyond the wording of the expert’s repiwe party calling the expert shall inform the
opposing party with the specifics of that expougdiestimony at least 15 days prior to the
dispositive motion deadline.

These rules on experts are to ensure full compdiavith Rule 26(a)(2); to enable the
parties to evaluate any Daubehallenges prior to filing dispositive motions;aweoid conflicts
with the experts’ schedules; and to avoid the cokéexpert depositions.

Local Rule 1 2(c)(6)(c) (effective March 1, 1994)ating to expert witnesses shall apply
in this action, and strict compliance is required.

It is SOORDERED.

ENTERED this the day of November, 2001.

WILLIAM HAYNES, JR.
Unitedafts District Judge



