
Case 1:14-cv-02758-PAC   Document 4   Filed 04/17/14   Page 1 of 39Case 1:14-cv—02758—PAC Document 4 Filed 04/17/14 Page 1 of 39

 

USDC SONY
DOCUMENT

ELECTRONlCALLY FILED

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ggggfi? ’ i’ . 4
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK ‘- 0' —‘—l4-LU-L—__
_____________________________________________________________-X

In re: Pilot Project Regarding Case Management : STANDING ORDER

Techniques for Complex Civil Cases in the : M 1 0—468

Southern District of New York : 1
___________________________________________________________"X

1. This case is hereby designated for inclusion in the Pilot Project Regarding Case

Management Techniques for Complex Civil Cases in the Southern District ofNew York (the

"Pilot Project“), unless the judge to whom this case is assigned determines otherwise.

2. This case is designated for inclusion in the Pilot Project because it is a class

action, an MDL action, or is in one of the following Nature ot‘Suit categories: 160, 245, 315,

355, 365, 385, 410, 830, 840, 850, 893, or 950.

3. The presiding judge in a case that does not otherwise qualify for inclusion in the

Pilot Project may nevertheless designate the case for inclusion in the Pilot Project by issuing an

order directing that the case be included in the Pilot Project.

4. The description of the Pilot Project, including procedures to be followed, is

attached to this Order.

SO ORDERED:

 
ilif'éiia "iiréé'ka

Chief United States District Judge

Dated: October 3/ , 201 1

New York, New York
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PREFACE 

Beginning in early 2011, the Judicial Improvements Committee of the Southern 

District of New York (“JIC”),1 chaired by Judge Shira A. Scheindlin, began to consider a pilot 

project to improve the quality of judicial case management.  The impetus for this project was 

the “Duke Conference” sponsored by the Judicial Conference Advisory Committee on Civil 

Rules.  Judge John G. Koeltl, a member of the Advisory Committee, was Chair of the Planning 

Committee for the Duke Conference.  The JIC decided to focus on complex cases and to 

develop procedures that would be implemented by the judges of the Court for an eighteen-

month trial period.  To assist in this effort the Chair of the JIC appointed an Advisory 

Committee of experienced attorneys, representing a broad diversity of the bar to develop 

proposals.  The Advisory Committee, joined by members of the JIC, formed four 

subcommittees to consider and recommend best practices for the management of complex civil 

cases.  Each of the four subcommittees submitted a report to the JIC which was adopted in 

substance by the JIC.  The JIC then presented its proposal to the Board of Judges.  On 

September 28, the Board of Judges approved the proposal, albeit with some suggestions for 

implementing the final version of the pilot project.  The following report is the pilot project 

that the Court has adopted.  It will take effect on November 1, 2011.  The Court is deeply 

grateful to all of the JIC Members and Advisory Committee members who worked so hard to 

bring this project to fruition. 

 

                                                           
1 The members of the Judicial Improvements Committee include: Judge Denise Cote, Judge Thomas 
Griesa, Judge Kenneth Karas, Judge John Koeltl, Judge Victor Marrero, Judge Shira Scheindlin, Judge 
Sidney Stein, Judge Robert Sweet, Judge James Cott, Judge Theodore Katz, Judge Henry Pitman and Judge 
Lisa Smith. 

Case 1:14-cv-02758-PAC   Document 4   Filed 04/17/14   Page 4 of 39

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


    

 -iii- 

JIC ADVISORY COMMITTEE ROSTER 

Samuel F. Abernethy 
Menaker & Herrmann LLP 

 

James Batson 
Liddle & Robinson, LLP 

 

Steven Bennett 
Jones Day 

 

James Bernard 
Stroock & Stroock & Lavan LLP 

 

John Boston 
Legal Aid Society 

 

Vince (Vernon) Broderick 
Weil, Gotshal & Manges LLP 

 

Susanna Buergel 
Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton & Garrison LLP 

 

Dale Cendali 
Kirkland & Ellis LLP 

 

Melanie Cyganowski 
Otterbourg, Steindler, Houston & Rosen, P.C. 

 

Maura Grossman 
Wachtell, Lipton, Rosen & Katz 

 

Gregory Joseph 
Gregory P. Joseph Law Offices LLC 

 

Gregg Kanter 
Sprague & Sprague 

 
Marilyn Kunstler 
Boies, Schiller & Flexner LLP 

Case 1:14-cv-02758-PAC   Document 4   Filed 04/17/14   Page 5 of 39

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
  Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

  Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
  With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

  Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
  Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

  Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


