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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF KANSAS

WILLIAM DOUGLAS FULGHUM, et al.,

Plaintiffs,

EMBARQ CORPORATION, et al.,

)
)
|
V. ) Case No. 07-2602-EFM
)
)
)
Defendants. )

THIRD AMENDED SCHEDULING ORDER

This case comes before the court on the parties’ joint motion to amend the scheduling
order previously entered in this case and joint motion for extension of time for defendants
to file a motion to compel (doc. 147).

For good cause shown, the scheduling order in this case is hereby amended as

summarized in the following table:

SUMMARY OF AMENDED DEADLINES AND SETTINGS
Event Deadline/Setting

All fact discovery completed October 1, 2010
Experts disclosed by plaintiffs October 29, 2010
Experts disclosed by defendants January 7, 2011
Rebuttal experts disclosed February 4, 2011
All expert discovery completed March 4, 2011
All other potentially dispositive motions (e.g., summary April 8, 2011
judgment)
Motions challenging admissibility of expert testimony April 8, 2011

1See docs. 59, 126, and 143.
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Event Deadline/Setting
Final pretrial conference March 25, 2011, at 9:00 a.m.
Proposed pretrial order due March 15, 2011
Trial October 11, 2011, at 9:00
a.m.

Although the parties did not request that the trial date be moved, the trial setting was
adjusted to allow the presiding U.S. District Judge, Hon. Eric F. Melgren, adequate time to
evaluate any dispositive motions under this third amended scheduling order. All other
provisions of the previous scheduling orders shall remain in effect. The schedule adopted
in this third amended scheduling order shall not be modified except by leave of court upon
a showing of good cause.

The parties have also jointly requested an extension of time for defendants to file a
motion to compel. Accordingly, defendants shall have until June 30, 2010, to file a motion
to compel relating to plaintiffs’ response to defendants’ second set of requests for production
directed to all named putative class and sub-class representatives.

A copy of this order shall be served by the clerk on all counsel of record.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated May 18, 2010, at Kansas City, Kansas.

s/ James P. O’Hara

James P. O’Hara
U.S. Magistrate Judge
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