
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA 

PRESS ROBINSON, et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

KYLE ARDOIN, in his official capacity as 
Secretary of State for Louisiana, 

Defendant. 

Civil Action No. 3:22-cv-00211-SDD-SDJ 

Chief Judge Shelly D. Dick 

Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson 

EDWARD GALMON, SR., et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

R. KYLE ARDOIN, in his official capacity as
Secretary of State for Louisiana,

Defendant. 

Consolidated with 
Civil Action No. 3:22-cv-00214-SDD-SDJ 

DEFENDANTS’ JOINT NOTICE OF PROPOSED PRE-HEARING SCHEDULE 

This notice is filed in response to the Court’s Order of July 17, 2023, Doc. 250, which 

“reset” the remedial preliminary injunction hearing in this case for October 3-5, 2023, and sets 

forth Defendants’ proposed “pre-hearing scheduling order.”1 Defendants appreciate that the 

Court’s Order contemplated this schedule being submitted “jointly” with Plaintiffs. Regrettably, 

this filing is not joint as the parties could not agree on basic principles about the upcoming hearing. 

1 Defendants opposed Plaintiffs’ request to resume the remedial phase of the preliminary injunction 
proceedings, see Docs. 240 & 242, and instead urged the Court to schedule a trial on the merits 
before the end of 2023. See Doc. 243. This submission of a proposed schedule is made subject to, 
and without waiver of, Defendants’ opposition to the resumption of remedial preliminary 
injunction proceedings. 
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Put more bluntly, Plaintiffs are attempting a bait-and-switch. During the July 12, 2023, 

status conference concerning the remedial phase of the preliminary injunction proceedings,  

Defendants expressed considerable concern about the length of time it would take to prepare for a 

completely restarted remedial proceeding with new proposed remedial plans. Defendants argued 

that the Court should instead proceed to a trial on the merits. During the conference, Plaintiffs 

represented to the Court that they would stand on the proposed remedial plan they jointly submitted 

on June 22, 2022, and that this case could proceed quickly to a preliminary remedial hearing. By 

making that representation, Plaintiffs set the bait. The Court granted Plaintiffs’ request to resume 

the remedial proceedings rather than proceed to a trial, over Defendants’ objections, and scheduled 

the hearing for October 3, 2023.  

Then came the switch. Plaintiffs have now walked back their representations and seek a 

schedule that allows them nearly two months to develop and submit new remedial plans and that 

further deprives Defendants of an adequate opportunity to analyze and respond to those plans. For 

the reasons set forth in this Notice, the Court should hold Plaintiffs to their word, prohibit Plaintiffs 

from offering new remedial plans, and adopt Defendants’ July 21, 2023, modified proposed 

schedule.  

1. On July 12, 2023, this Court held a telephone status conference, see Doc. 250, in 

response to Plaintiffs’ motion requesting the Court resume the process of establishing a remedial 

plan that had been stayed by the Supreme Court of the United States in June 2022. See Doc. 227.  

After that conference, this Court ordered “that the preliminary injunction hearing stayed by the 

United States Supreme Court, and which stay has been lifted, be and is hereby reset to October 3-

5, 2023.” See Doc. 250. The court also ordered the parties to “meet and confer and jointly submit 

a proposed pre-hearing scheduling order on or before Friday July 21, 2023.” Id. 
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The parties met and conferred on Thursday, July 20, 2023. In advance of that meeting, 

counsel for Defendants sent a proposed schedule to counsel for Plaintiffs on July 19, 2023. See 

Exhibit A at 5, 07/21/2023 Email Correspondence from Counsel for Legislative Intervenors. 

Defendants designed their proposal around their understanding of the Court’s direction to the 

parties, and on Plaintiffs’ representations to the Court, that the remedial phase would proceed 

based on the proposed remedial plan that Plaintiffs jointly submitted on June 22, 2022, see Joint 

Notice of Proposed Remedial Plan and Memorandum in Support, Doc. 225, pursuant to the Court’s 

June 17, 2022, order. See Doc 206.  

Defendants’ proposal was designed to allow both Plaintiffs and Defendants to obtain and 

submit additional evidence (expert and factual) concerning the proposed plan, as well as a 

supplemental prehearing brief. See Ex. A at 5. The timing of Defendants’ proposal is also 

reasonable—it contemplates Plaintiffs’ supplemental reports to be provided over five weeks after 

their request to the Court to resume the remedial proceedings, see Doc. 240, and provides 

Defendants’ experts with five weeks to respond. The subsequent deadlines for completing 

depositions, submitting supplemental briefing, and exchanging exhibits and witness lists were 

proposed based on the understanding that the parties would “pick up where they left off” in June 

2022 and would supplement the existing record on the existing proposed plan, not wipe the slate 

clean and restart the remedial phase from scratch. Counsel for Defendants made this clear to 

Plaintiffs’ counsel, stating that under Defendants’ proposal, “Plaintiffs’ supplemental reports will 

not be permitted to include any new remedial plans, per Plaintiffs’ counsel’s representations to the 

Court during last week’s status conference.” See Ex. A at 5.  

2. But Plaintiffs  have refused to honor their representations to the Court of continuing

with their existing joint proposed remedial plan, and have instead proposed a schedule that allows 
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them to submit new proposed plan(s). See Ex. A at 2–4. During the parties’ July 20, 2023, 

conference, counsel for Plaintiffs asserted the right to submit new plans and claimed their prior 

contrary representations were expressly conditioned on this Court scheduling a hearing sooner 

than October, though defense counsel recalls no such caveat being made. The parties further 

discussed other aspects of each other’s proposed schedules, including but not limited to the timing 

of disclosure of fact and expert lists and the amount of time Defendants would have to respond to 

Plaintiffs’ expert submissions. (Plaintiffs had proposed giving Defendants just two weeks to 

respond to Plaintiffs’ expert reports, which Plaintiffs had at least seven weeks—measuring from 

the date Plaintiffs filed their motion on June 27, 2023—to prepare, see Ex. A at 3–4).  

In an attempt to reach a compromise, Defendants sent Plaintiffs the following modified 

proposed schedule on the morning of July 21, 2023: 

Defendants’ July 21, 2023 Modified Proposed Schedule 
Date Deadline 
Friday, August 4, 2023 Plaintiffs’ Supplemental Expert Reports Due 
Friday, August 11, 2023 
August 18, 2023 

Exchange Fact & Expert Witness Lists 

Friday, September 8, 2023 Defendants’ Supplemental Expert Reports Due 
Tuesday, September 12, 2023 Exchange Supplemental Fact Witness Lists 
Friday, September 15, 2023 
Tuesday, September 19, 2023 

Deadline for Fact and Expert Depositions 

Friday, September 22, 2023 
Monday, September 25, 2023 

Supplemental Memorandum in Support and Memorandum in 
Opposition of Proposed Remedial Plan Due  

Friday, September 29, 2023 Exchange Final Witness Lists and Copies of Exhibits 
Tuesday, October 3 to 
Thursday, October 5, 2023 

Preliminary Injunction Hearing on Remedy 

See Exhibit B at 2, 07/21/2023 Email Correspondence from Counsel for Legislative Intervenors. 

While Plaintiffs also sent a modified proposed schedule, their proposal still allows 

Plaintiffs to submit new remedial plans. Importantly, however, Plaintiffs’ counsel’s clarified2 that 

2 Plaintiffs also noted that they removed initial briefing in support of or in opposition to plans. 
See Ex. A at 2.  
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Plaintiffs “intend to submit no more than a single joint remedial plan.” Plaintiffs’ proposed 

modified schedule is as follows: 

Plaintiffs’ July 21, 2023 Modified Proposed Schedule 
Event Plaintiffs’ Amended Dates 

Deadline for the submission of 
any proposed plans and 
supporting expert reports  

August 11, 2023 

Deadline for parties to exchange 
fact and expert witness lists  

August 11, 2023 

Deadline for expert reports in 
response to any proposed plans 

September 5, 2023 

Deadline for supplemental 
witness disclosures  

September 8, 2023 

Deadline for fact and expert 
depositions  

September 19, 2023 

Deadline for prehearing briefs September 26, 2023 
Deadline to exchange copies of 
exhibits and final witness list  

September 29, 2023 

Remedial hearing October 3 to October 5, 2023 

See Ex. A at 2–3.3 

Because the parties were unable to resolve their fundamental disagreement on Plaintiffs’ 

ability to submit a new remedial plan(s), they could not reach an agreement on a joint proposed 

pre-hearing schedule to file with the Court. See Ex. A at 2. 

3. The Court should adopt Defendants’ July 21, 2023, modified proposed schedule

and reject Plaintiffs’ attempt to start the remedial phase over from scratch. There is no reason to 

allow Plaintiffs to submit a new proposed remedial plan4 when they urged the Court—over 

3 For clarity, this chart omits two columns from the one presented in Plaintiffs’ email. The first 
removed column was the original schedule, and the second was a column Plaintiffs added for 
“Defendants’ Proposed Deadline,” because Defendants’ modified proposed schedule did not 
contemplate the same events as Plaintiffs’ proposal—among other differences, Defendants’ 
proposal did not include deadlines “for the submission of any proposed plans and supporting expert 
reports” and required only the exchange of fact witness lists on August 18, 2023, and September 
12, 2023.    
4 During the parties’ meet and confer, the most Plaintiffs could offer as the reason for new plans 
was that “a lot has occurred” since they submitted their joint proposed remedial plan in June 2022. 
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Defendants’ objections—to resume this process and to proceed rapidly based on their existing 

proposed remedial plan. Plaintiffs submitted that plan over a year ago, supported it with expert 

reports and briefing, and were ready to proceed to a hearing less than 24 hours before the Supreme 

Court stayed this action. See Doc. 225. Defendants responded (in the extremely compressed five 

calendar days the Court permitted) with their own evidentiary submission and briefing opposing 

Plaintiffs’ proposed plan.  

If Plaintiffs are held to their joint proposed remedial plan, as they represented they would 

stick to on July 12, 2023, and which is most consistent with the Court’s July 17, 2023, Order 

“resetting” the previous preliminary injunction hearing, then both parties and their experts can be 

working now to supplement the record on that plan. In fact, Defendants have been preparing based 

on Plaintiffs’ representations and the Court’s direction that this case would be proceeding on 

Plaintiffs’ existing joint proposed plan. But, as counsel for Defendants made clear during the July 

12, 2023, status conference, if Plaintiffs submit new plan(s), Defendants and their experts would 

be required to re-do their analyses, which is a significant and time-consuming undertaking. What 

is more, even under Plaintiffs’ modified proposal, Defendants would lose valuable time over the 

next three weeks while they wait for Plaintiffs’ new submission on August 11, 2023, which is still 

over six weeks after Plaintiffs asked this Court to resume the remedial phase proceedings and time 

they could have—and likely have been—working on new submissions. Plaintiffs have offered no 

explanation for their need for this length of time to submit a new plan. 

But Plaintiffs did not specify what had “occurred” that required them to scrap the remedial plan 
they asked the Court to impose on Louisiana just last year. To the extent Plaintiffs seek to offer 
analyses of 2022 election results, those analyses can be conducted of Plaintiffs’ prior joint 
proposed plan, and cannot serve as the basis for a new plan. 
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While Plaintiffs’ modified proposal allowed Defendants more time to respond than the two 

weeks in their initial proposal, Plaintiffs would still only provide Defendants and their experts just 

25 calendar days (including Labor Day weekend)5 to re-do those analyses and responses at the 

same time that Defendants, and potentially several of the same experts, will be working to meet 

the Court’s deadlines in Nairne, et al. v. Ardoin. See Case No. 3:22-cv-00178, Doc. 100 (setting 

August 21, 2023 as the deadline for “Defendant/Intervenors’ Sur-Rebuttal Expert Reports,” 

September 1, 2023 as the deadline for “Completing Fact Discovery and Related Motions,” 

September 29, 2023 as the deadline for “Completing Expert Discovery,” etc.). There is simply no 

need to allow Plaintiffs to start over, or to deprive Defendants of a meaningful opportunity to 

respond and fully develop the record on a proposed plan, as Plaintiffs’ proposed schedule demands.   

4. Defendants’ proposal is designed to allow the parties to focus their time and 

resources on supplementing the record on Plaintiffs’ joint proposed plan. To be clear, Defendants’ 

supplementation may include new fact and expert witnesses who were not offered during the very 

expedited remedial phase proceedings that had been scheduled in 2022 before the Supreme Court 

stay, which only afforded Defendants five days to analyze and respond to Plaintiffs’ proposed 

remedial plan and prevented Defendants from submitting an appropriate expert and factual record. 

But Defendants’ proposal grants Plaintiffs that same latitude. This type of supplementation would 

focus on Plaintiffs’ joint proposed plan, and will allow the Court to evaluate a proposed 

preliminary remedy in this case based on an appropriately robust record given the enormity of the 

relief Plaintiffs seek.  

 
5 Defendants strongly object to the introduction of any new remedial plans by Plaintiffs at this stay. 
Without waiving that objection, if the Court is inclined to allow any new plans, then Defendants 
request a schedule that allows Defendants and their experts at least 28 days to analyze and respond 
to those plans.  
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Defendants respectfully ask the Court to reject Plaintiffs’ proposed schedule and to adopt 

the July 21, 2023, modified proposed schedule set forth by Defendants above. A proposed order 

is enclosed herewith. 

 
 
/s/ Michael W. Mengis 
Michael W. Mengis, LA Bar No. 17994  
BAKERHOSTETLER LLP  
811 Main Street, Suite 1100  
Houston, Texas 77002  
Phone: (713) 751-1600  
Fax: (713) 751-1717  
Email: mmengis@bakerlaw.com  
 
E. Mark Braden*  
Katherine L. McKnight*  
Richard B. Raile* 
BAKERHOSTETLER LLP  
1050 Connecticut Ave., N.W., Ste. 1100  
Washington, D.C. 20036  
(202) 861-1500  
mbraden@bakerlaw.com  
kmcknight@bakerlaw.com  
rraile@bakerlaw.com  
 
Patrick T. Lewis*  
BAKERHOSTETLER LLP  
127 Public Square, Ste. 2000  
Cleveland, Ohio 44114  
(216) 621-0200  
plewis@bakerlaw.com  
* Admitted pro hac vice  
 
/s/ John C. Walsh   
John C. Walsh (Louisiana Bar Roll No. 24903) 
john@scwllp.com 
SHOWS, CALI & WALSH, L.L.P. 
P.O. Box 4046 
Baton Rouge, LA 70821 
Telephone: (225) 346-1461 
Facsimile: (225) 346-5561 
 
 

Respectfully submitted,  
 
/s/ Erika Dackin Prouty  
Erika Dackin Prouty*  
BAKERHOSTETLER LLP  
200 Civic Center Dr., Ste. 1200  
Columbus, Ohio 43215  
(614) 228-1541  
eprouty@bakerlaw.com  
 
Counsel for Legislative Intervenors, Clay 
Schexnayder, in his Official Capacity as 
Speaker of the Louisiana House of 
Representatives, and of Patrick Page Cortez, in 
his Official Capacity as President of the 
Louisiana Senate 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
/s/ Phillip J. Strach* (Lead Counsel) 
phillip.strach@nelsonmullins.com 
Thomas A. Farr* 
tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com 
John E. Branch, III* 
john.branch@nelsonmullins.com 
Alyssa M. Riggins* 
alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com 
Cassie A. Holt* 
cassie.holt@nelsonmullins.com 
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Jason B. Torchinsky (DC Bar No 976033)* 
HOLTZMAN VOGEL BARAN  
TORCHINSKY & JOSEFIAK, PLLC  
2300 N Street, NW 
Suite 643A 
Washington, DC 20037  
Tel: 202-737-8808  
Email: jtorchinsky@holtzmanvogel.com 
 
 
Phillip M. Gordon (DC Bar No. 1531277)* 
HOLTZMAN VOGEL BARAN  
TORCHINSKY & JOSEFIAK, PLLC  
15405 John Marshall Hwy.  
Haymarket, VA 20169  
Telephone: (540) 341-8808  
Facsimile: (540) 341-8809  
Email: pgordon@holtzmanvogel.com 
*admitted pro hac vice  

 

NELSON MULLINS RILEY & 
SCARBOROUGH LLP 
301 Hillsborough Street, Suite 1400 
Raleigh, NC 27603 
Telephone: (919) 329-3800 
Facsimile: (919) 329-3799 
* Admitted pro hac vice 
 
Counsel for Defendant R. KYLE ARDOIN, in 
his official capacity as Secretary of State of 
Louisiana 
 
Jeff Landry  
Louisiana Attorney General  
 
/s/ Carey Tom Jones  
Elizabeth B. Murrill (LSBA No. 20685)  
Solicitor General  
Shae McPhee (LSBA No. 38565)  
Angelique Duhon Freel (LSBA No. 28561)  
Carey Tom Jones (LSBA No. 07474)  
Amanda M. LaGroue (LSBA No. 35509) 
Jeffrey M. Wale (LSBA No. 36070)  
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL  
LOUISIANA DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE  
1885 N. Third St.  
Baton Rouge, LA 70804  
(225) 326-6000 phone  
(225) 326-6098 fax  
murrille@ag.louisiana.gov  
mcphees@ag.louisiana.gov 
freela@ag.louisiana.gov  
jonescar@ag.louisiana.gov  
lagrouea@ag.louisiana.gov 
walej@ag.louisiana.gov  
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that on July 21, 2023, this document was filed electronically on the Court’s 

electronic case filing system. Notice of the filing will be served on all counsel of record through 

the Court’s system. Copies of the filing are available on the Court’s system. 

 /s/ Erika Dackin Prouty  
Erika Dackin Prouty (admitted pro hac vice) 
BAKERHOSTETLER LLP  
 
Counsel for Legislative Intervenors, Clay 
Schexnayder, in his Official Capacity as 
Speaker of the Louisiana House of 
Representatives, and of Patrick Page Cortez, 
in his Official Capacity as President of the 
Louisiana Senate 
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v. 
 
R. KYLE ARDOIN, in his official capacity as 
Secretary of State for Louisiana, 
 

Defendant. 

 
 
Consolidated with 
Civil Action No. 3:22-cv-00214-SDD-SDJ 

 
 
 

 
[PROPOSED] SCHEDULING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION HEARING 

The Court, upon consideration of the proposed schedules for the forthcoming October 3-5, 

2023, preliminary-injunction hearing submitted by the parties in accordance with the Court’s order 

of July 17, 2023 (ECF No. 250), hereby adopts the following pre-hearing schedule to govern the 

preliminary-injunction hearing reset for October 3-5, 2023: 

Date  Deadline  
Friday, August 4, 2023  Plaintiffs’ Supplemental Expert Reports/Disclosures Due  
Friday, August 18, 2023 Parties to Exchange Fact Witness Lists  
Friday, September 8, 2023  Defendants’ Supplemental Expert Reports/Disclosures Due  
Tuesday, September 12, 2023 Exchange Supplemental Fact Witness Lists 
Tuesday, September 19, 2023  Deadline for Fact and Expert Depositions    
Monday, September 25, 2023 Supplemental Memorandum in Support and Memorandum in 

Opposition of Proposed Remedial Plan Due  
Friday, September 29, 2023  Parties to Exchange Final Witness Lists and Copies of Exhibits  
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The parties may not submit new proposed remedial plans. The Court will consider the plan 

submitted on June 22, 2022, in accordance with its Order of June 17, 2022 (ECF No. 206). 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

 

______________________________________ 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 
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Event Defendants’ Proposed Deadline Plaintiffs’ Proposed Deadline Plaintiffs’ Amended Dates
Deadline for the submission of any
proposed plans and supporting expert
reports

August 4, 2023 August 15, 2023 August 11, 2023

Deadline for parties to exchange fact and August 11, 2023 September 1, 2023 August 11, 2023

From: Lewis, Patrick T.
To: Lali Madduri; Prouty, Erika Dackin; McKnight, Katherine L.; Phil Strach; Murrill, Elizabeth; Alyssa Riggins; Freel, Angelique; Jones, Carey; Cassie Holt; Jason Torchinsky; Wale,

Jeffrey M.; John Branch; Mengis, Michael W.; McPhee, Shae; Tom Farr; Braden, E. Mark; Dallin Holt; john@scwllp.com; Raile, Richard
Cc: Abha Khanna; Jacob Shelly; Jonathan Hawley; Alison (Qizhou) Ge; J. Cullens; S. Layne Lee; Andrée M. Cullens; Savitt, Adam P; Amitav Chakraborty; Jonathan Hurwitz; Leah Aden;

Sarah Brannon; Stuart Naifeh; Alora Thomas; Victoria Wenger; Nora Ahmed; Sara Rohani; Sophia LIn Lakin; Jared Evans; John Adcock; tracie.washington.esq@gmail.com; Megan
Keenan

Subject: RE: Robinson v. Ardoin / Galmon v. Ardoin -- Meet and Confer re Pre-Hearing Schedule
Date: Friday, July 21, 2023 2:31:57 PM
Attachments: image001.png

image002.png
image003.png

Dear Counsel,

Thanks for your email.  We appreciate your effort below to address some of the concerns we raised about Plaintiffs’ proposed schedule. However, we
continue to have a foundational disagreement over Plaintiffs’ claimed right to restart the remedial phase of this case with a new plan submission, which was
inconsistent with the representations Plaintiffs made to the Court on July 12, 2023, that they would stand on their 2022 remedial plan submission. Your
schedule below is entirely designed around a new plan submission, and our schedule is entirely designed around additional evidence concerning Plaintiffs’
existing remedial plan submission.

Because of this fundamental disagreement about approach, we will not be able to consent to your proposed schedule.  Procedurally, we believe the
appropriate next step is to submit our proposed schedules separately, as our differences are not of the type that lend themselves to inclusion in a joint filing.
We believe that providing the Court a “joint submission” that consists of different schedules (and explanations for the schedules) would elevate form over
substance.

Finally, we ask that Plaintiffs refrain from presenting the Court with the chart below as the summary of the parties’ differences. While I understand why you
presented the dates in that manner to us for negotiation purposes, if presented to the Court, the chart could inaccurately suggest that Defendants proposed
a schedule that included a “submission of new plans” when Defendants did not.

Please let us know if you have any further questions.

Sincerely,

pl

Patrick Lewis 
Partner

Key Tower
127 Public Square | Suite 2000
Cleveland, OH 44114-1214 
T +1.216.861.7096 

plewis@bakerlaw.com
bakerlaw.com

From: Lali Madduri <lmadduri@elias.law> 
Sent: Friday, July 21, 2023 11:33 AM
To: Prouty, Erika Dackin <eprouty@bakerlaw.com>; McKnight, Katherine L. <kmcknight@bakerlaw.com>; Phil Strach
<phil.strach@nelsonmullins.com>; Murrill, Elizabeth <MurrillE@ag.louisiana.gov>; Alyssa Riggins <alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com>; Freel,
Angelique <FreelA@ag.louisiana.gov>; Lewis, Patrick T. <plewis@bakerlaw.com>; Jones, Carey <JonesCar@ag.louisiana.gov>; Cassie Holt
<cassie.holt@nelsonmullins.com>; Jason Torchinsky <jtorchinsky@holtzmanvogel.com>; Wale, Jeffrey M. <WaleJ@ag.louisiana.gov>; John Branch
<john.branch@nelsonmullins.com>; Mengis, Michael W. <mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; McPhee, Shae <McPheeS@ag.louisiana.gov>; Tom Farr
<tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com>; Braden, E. Mark <MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; Dallin Holt <dholt@holtzmanvogel.com>; john@scwllp.com; Raile,
Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com>
Cc: Abha Khanna <akhanna@elias.law>; Jacob Shelly <jshelly@elias.law>; Jonathan Hawley <jhawley@elias.law>; Alison (Qizhou) Ge
<age@elias.law>; J. Cullens <cullens@lawbr.net>; S. Layne Lee <laynelee@lawbr.net>; Andrée M. Cullens <acullens@lawbr.net>; Savitt, Adam P
<asavitt@paulweiss.com>; Amitav Chakraborty <achakraborty@paulweiss.com>; Jonathan Hurwitz <jhurwitz@paulweiss.com>; Leah Aden
<laden@naacpldf.org>; Sarah Brannon <sbrannon@aclu.org>; Stuart Naifeh <snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora Thomas <athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria
Wenger <vwenger@naacpldf.org>; Nora Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>; Sara Rohani <SRohani@naacpldf.org>; Sophia LIn Lakin <slakin@aclu.org>;
Jared Evans <jevans@naacpldf.org>; John Adcock <jnadcock@gmail.com>; tracie.washington.esq@gmail.com; Megan Keenan <MKeenan@aclu.org>
Subject: RE: Robinson v. Ardoin / Galmon v. Ardoin -- Meet and Confer re Pre-Hearing Schedule

Counsel,

See below for an amended proposed schedule. Plaintiffs’ updated schedule incorporates changes that reflect the points Defendants raised during
yesterday’s meet and confer. We’ve also removed initial briefing in support of in opposition to plans. Plaintiffs can also represent that we intend to
submit no more than a single joint remedial plan.

2
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expert witness lists
Deadline for expert reports in response
to any proposed plans

September 8, 2023 August 29, 2023 September 5, 2023

Deadline for supplemental witness
disclosures

September 8, 2023

Deadline for fact and expert depositions September 15, 2023 September 19, 2023 September 19, 2023
Deadline for prehearing briefs September 22, 2023 September 26, 2023 September 26, 2023
Deadline to exchange copies of exhibits
and final witness list

September 29, 2023 September 26, 2023 September 29, 2023

Remedial hearing October 3 to October 5, 2023 October 3 to October 5, 2023 October 3 to October 5, 2023

Event Defendants’ Proposed Deadline Plaintiffs’ Proposed Deadline
Deadline for the submission of plaintiffs’
proposed map, supporting memoranda,
and expert reports

Friday, August 4, 2023 Tuesday, August 15, 2023

Deadline for defendants’ responses to
plaintiffs’ proposed map and expert

Friday, September 8, 2023 Tuesday, August 29, 2023

Lali Madduri
Counsel
Elias Law Group LLP
202-968-4593

CONFIDENTIAL: This email may contain privileged or confidential information and is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s). Any unauthorized use or disclosure of this communication is prohibited. If
you believe that you have received this email in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete it from your system.

From: Lali Madduri 
Sent: Thursday, July 20, 2023 12:50 PM
To: Prouty, Erika Dackin <eprouty@bakerlaw.com>; McKnight, Katherine L. <kmcknight@bakerlaw.com>; Phil Strach
<phil.strach@nelsonmullins.com>; Murrill, Elizabeth <MurrillE@ag.louisiana.gov>; Alyssa Riggins <alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com>; Freel,
Angelique <FreelA@ag.louisiana.gov>; Lewis, Patrick T. <plewis@bakerlaw.com>; Jones, Carey <JonesCar@ag.louisiana.gov>; Cassie Holt
<cassie.holt@nelsonmullins.com>; Jason Torchinsky <jtorchinsky@holtzmanvogel.com>; Wale, Jeffrey M. <WaleJ@ag.louisiana.gov>; John Branch
<john.branch@nelsonmullins.com>; Mengis, Michael W. <mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; McPhee, Shae <McPheeS@ag.louisiana.gov>; Tom Farr
<tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com>; Braden, E. Mark <MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; Dallin Holt <dholt@holtzmanvogel.com>; john@scwllp.com; Raile,
Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com>
Cc: Abha Khanna <akhanna@elias.law>; Jacob Shelly <jshelly@elias.law>; Jonathan Hawley <jhawley@elias.law>; Alison (Qizhou) Ge
<age@elias.law>; J. Cullens <cullens@lawbr.net>; S. Layne Lee <laynelee@lawbr.net>; Andrée M. Cullens <acullens@lawbr.net>; Savitt, Adam P
<asavitt@paulweiss.com>; Amitav Chakraborty <achakraborty@paulweiss.com>; Jonathan Hurwitz <jhurwitz@paulweiss.com>; Leah Aden
<laden@naacpldf.org>; Sarah Brannon <sbrannon@aclu.org>; Stuart Naifeh <snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora Thomas <athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria
Wenger <vwenger@naacpldf.org>; Nora Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>; Sara Rohani <SRohani@naacpldf.org>; Sophia LIn Lakin <slakin@aclu.org>;
Jared Evans <jevans@naacpldf.org>; John Adcock <jnadcock@gmail.com>; tracie.washington.esq@gmail.com; Megan Keenan <MKeenan@aclu.org>
Subject: RE: Robinson v. Ardoin / Galmon v. Ardoin -- Meet and Confer re Pre-Hearing Schedule

Counsel,

See below for Plaintiffs’ proposed schedule. Looking forward to discussing this afternoon.
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reports
Deadline for parties to exchange fact
and expert witness lists

Friday, August 11, 2023 Friday, September 1, 2023

Deadline for fact and expert depositions Friday, September 15, 2023 Tuesday, September 19, 2023
Deadline for supplemental memoranda
in support of or in opposition to the
proposed remedial maps

Friday, September 22, 2023 Tuesday, September 26, 2023

Deadline to exchange final witness lists
and copies of exhibits

Friday, September 29, 2023 Tuesday, September 26, 2023

Remedial hearing Tuesday, October 3 to Thursday,
October 5, 2023

Tuesday, October 3 to Thursday,
October 5, 2023

Lali Madduri
Counsel
Elias Law Group LLP
202-968-4593

CONFIDENTIAL: This email may contain privileged or confidential information and is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s). Any unauthorized use or disclosure of this communication is prohibited. If
you believe that you have received this email in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete it from your system.

From: Lali Madduri 
Sent: Wednesday, July 19, 2023 5:37 PM
To: Prouty, Erika Dackin <eprouty@bakerlaw.com>; McKnight, Katherine L. <kmcknight@bakerlaw.com>; Phil Strach
<phil.strach@nelsonmullins.com>; Murrill, Elizabeth <MurrillE@ag.louisiana.gov>; Alyssa Riggins <alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com>; Freel,
Angelique <FreelA@ag.louisiana.gov>; Lewis, Patrick T. <plewis@bakerlaw.com>; Jones, Carey <JonesCar@ag.louisiana.gov>; Cassie Holt
<cassie.holt@nelsonmullins.com>; Jason Torchinsky <jtorchinsky@holtzmanvogel.com>; Wale, Jeffrey M. <WaleJ@ag.louisiana.gov>; John Branch
<john.branch@nelsonmullins.com>; Mengis, Michael W. <mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; McPhee, Shae <McPheeS@ag.louisiana.gov>; Tom Farr
<tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com>; Braden, E. Mark <MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; Dallin Holt <dholt@holtzmanvogel.com>; john@scwllp.com; Raile,
Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com>
Cc: Abha Khanna <akhanna@elias.law>; Jacob Shelly <jshelly@elias.law>; Jonathan Hawley <jhawley@elias.law>; Alison (Qizhou) Ge
<age@elias.law>; J. Cullens <cullens@lawbr.net>; S. Layne Lee <laynelee@lawbr.net>; Andrée M. Cullens <acullens@lawbr.net>; Savitt, Adam P
<asavitt@paulweiss.com>; Amitav Chakraborty <achakraborty@paulweiss.com>; Jonathan Hurwitz <jhurwitz@paulweiss.com>; Leah Aden
<laden@naacpldf.org>; Sarah Brannon <sbrannon@aclu.org>; Stuart Naifeh <snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora Thomas <athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria
Wenger <vwenger@naacpldf.org>; Nora Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>; Sara Rohani <SRohani@naacpldf.org>; Sophia LIn Lakin <slakin@aclu.org>;
Jared Evans <jevans@naacpldf.org>; John Adcock <jnadcock@gmail.com>; tracie.washington.esq@gmail.com; Megan Keenan <MKeenan@aclu.org>
Subject: RE: Robinson v. Ardoin / Galmon v. Ardoin -- Meet and Confer re Pre-Hearing Schedule

Thanks, Erika. We’ll send a Teams link for 4-5 tomorrow.

Lali Madduri
Counsel
Elias Law Group LLP
202-968-4593

CONFIDENTIAL: This email may contain privileged or confidential information and is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s). Any unauthorized use or disclosure of this communication is prohibited. If
you believe that you have received this email in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete it from your system.

From: Prouty, Erika Dackin <eprouty@bakerlaw.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 19, 2023 4:02 PM
To: Lali Madduri <lmadduri@elias.law>; McKnight, Katherine L. <kmcknight@bakerlaw.com>; Phil Strach <phil.strach@nelsonmullins.com>; Murrill,
Elizabeth <MurrillE@ag.louisiana.gov>; Alyssa Riggins <alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com>; Freel, Angelique <FreelA@ag.louisiana.gov>; Lewis,
Patrick T. <plewis@bakerlaw.com>; Jones, Carey <JonesCar@ag.louisiana.gov>; Cassie Holt <cassie.holt@nelsonmullins.com>; Jason Torchinsky
<jtorchinsky@holtzmanvogel.com>; Wale, Jeffrey M. <WaleJ@ag.louisiana.gov>; John Branch <john.branch@nelsonmullins.com>; Mengis, Michael
W. <mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; McPhee, Shae <McPheeS@ag.louisiana.gov>; Tom Farr <tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com>; Braden, E. Mark
<MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; Dallin Holt <dholt@holtzmanvogel.com>; john@scwllp.com; Raile, Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com>
Cc: Abha Khanna <akhanna@elias.law>; Jacob Shelly <jshelly@elias.law>; Jonathan Hawley <jhawley@elias.law>; Alison (Qizhou) Ge
<age@elias.law>; J. Cullens <cullens@lawbr.net>; S. Layne Lee <laynelee@lawbr.net>; Andrée M. Cullens <acullens@lawbr.net>; Savitt, Adam P
<asavitt@paulweiss.com>; Amitav Chakraborty <achakraborty@paulweiss.com>; Jonathan Hurwitz <jhurwitz@paulweiss.com>; Leah Aden
<laden@naacpldf.org>; Sarah Brannon <sbrannon@aclu.org>; Stuart Naifeh <snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora Thomas <athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria
Wenger <vwenger@naacpldf.org>; Nora Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>; Sara Rohani <SRohani@naacpldf.org>; Sophia LIn Lakin <slakin@aclu.org>;
Jared Evans <jevans@naacpldf.org>; John Adcock <jnadcock@gmail.com>; tracie.washington.esq@gmail.com; Megan Keenan <MKeenan@aclu.org>
Subject: RE: Robinson v. Ardoin / Galmon v. Ardoin -- Meet and Confer re Pre-Hearing Schedule
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Dear Counsel,
 
On behalf of the Defendant/Intervenors, we are available tomorrow between 3:30pm to 5pm ET tomorrow to meet and confer to discuss a proposed
pre-hearing schedule.
 
In preparation for that meet and confer, below is Defendant/Intervenors’ proposal for the pre-hearing schedule. To be clear, Plaintiffs’ supplemental
expert reports will not be permitted to include any new remedial plans, per Plaintiffs’ counsel’s representations to the Court during last week’s status
conference.
 

Date Deadline
Friday, August 4, 2023 Plaintiffs’ Supplemental Expert Reports Due
Friday, August 11, 2023 Exchange Fact & Expert Witness Lists
Friday, September 8, 2023 Defendants’ Supplemental Expert Reports Due
Friday, September 15, 2023 Deadline for Fact and Expert Depositions  
Friday, September 22, 2023 Supplemental Memorandum in Support and Memorandum in Opposition of

Proposed Remedial Plan Due
Friday, September 29, 2023 Exchange Final Witness Lists and Copies of Exhibits
Tuesday, October 3 to Thursday,
October 5, 2023

Preliminary Injunction Hearing on Remedy

 
Sincerely,
 
 
Erika Prouty 
Associate  
  

200 Civic Center Drive | Suite 1200
Columbus, OH 43215-4138 
T +1.614.462.4710 

eprouty@bakerlaw.com
bakerlaw.com

 
 
 

From: Lali Madduri <lmadduri@elias.law> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 18, 2023 5:16 PM
To: McKnight, Katherine L. <kmcknight@bakerlaw.com>; Phil Strach <phil.strach@nelsonmullins.com>; Murrill, Elizabeth
<MurrillE@ag.louisiana.gov>; Prouty, Erika Dackin <eprouty@bakerlaw.com>; Alyssa Riggins <alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com>; Freel, Angelique
<FreelA@ag.louisiana.gov>; Lewis, Patrick T. <plewis@bakerlaw.com>; Jones, Carey <JonesCar@ag.louisiana.gov>; Cassie Holt
<cassie.holt@nelsonmullins.com>; Jason Torchinsky <jtorchinsky@holtzmanvogel.com>; Wale, Jeffrey M. <WaleJ@ag.louisiana.gov>; John Branch
<john.branch@nelsonmullins.com>; Mengis, Michael W. <mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; McPhee, Shae <McPheeS@ag.louisiana.gov>; Tom Farr
<tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com>; Braden, E. Mark <MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; Dallin Holt <dholt@holtzmanvogel.com>; john@scwllp.com; Raile,
Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com>
Cc: Abha Khanna <akhanna@elias.law>; Jacob Shelly <jshelly@elias.law>; Jonathan Hawley <jhawley@elias.law>; Alison (Qizhou) Ge
<age@elias.law>; J. Cullens <cullens@lawbr.net>; S. Layne Lee <laynelee@lawbr.net>; Andrée M. Cullens <acullens@lawbr.net>; Savitt, Adam P
<asavitt@paulweiss.com>; Amitav Chakraborty <achakraborty@paulweiss.com>; Jonathan Hurwitz <jhurwitz@paulweiss.com>; Leah Aden
<laden@naacpldf.org>; Sarah Brannon <sbrannon@aclu.org>; Stuart Naifeh <snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora Thomas <athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria
Wenger <vwenger@naacpldf.org>; Nora Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>; Sara Rohani <SRohani@naacpldf.org>; Sophia LIn Lakin <slakin@aclu.org>;
Jared Evans <jevans@naacpldf.org>; John Adcock <jnadcock@gmail.com>; tracie.washington.esq@gmail.com; Megan Keenan <MKeenan@aclu.org>
Subject: Robinson v. Ardoin / Galmon v. Ardoin -- Meet and Confer re Pre-Hearing Schedule
 

[External Email: Use caution when clicking on links or opening attachments.]

Counsel,
 
I am writing on behalf of the Galmon and Robinson Plaintiffs. Per yesterday’s Court order, are defense counsel available on Thursday 7/20 between 3
and 5pm ET to meet and confer regarding a pre-hearing schedule?
 
Thanks,
Lali
 
Lali Madduri
Counsel

5

Case 3:22-cv-00211-SDD-SDJ     Document 255-2    07/21/23   Page 5 of 6



Elias Law Group LLP
202-968-4593

 
CONFIDENTIAL: This email may contain privileged or confidential information and is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s). Any unauthorized use or disclosure of this communication is prohibited. If
you believe that you have received this email in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete it from your system.

 
 

This email is intended only for the use of the party to which it is
addressed and may contain information that is privileged,
confidential, or protected by law. If you are not the intended
recipient you are hereby notified that any dissemination, copying
or distribution of this email or its contents is strictly prohibited.
If you have received this message in error, please notify us immediately
by replying to the message and deleting it from your computer.

Any tax advice in this email is for information purposes only. The content
of this email is limited to the matters specifically addressed herein
and may not contain a full description of all relevant facts or a
complete analysis of all relevant issues or authorities.

Internet communications are not assured to be secure or clear of
inaccuracies as information could be intercepted, corrupted, lost,
destroyed, arrive late or incomplete, or contain viruses. Therefore,
we do not accept responsibility for any errors or omissions that are
present in this email, or any attachment, that have arisen as a result
of e-mail transmission.
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From: Lewis, Patrick T.
To: Lali Madduri; Prouty, Erika Dackin; McKnight, Katherine L.; Phil Strach; Murrill, Elizabeth; Alyssa Riggins; Freel, Angelique; Jones,

Carey; Cassie Holt; Jason Torchinsky; Wale, Jeffrey M.; John Branch; Mengis, Michael W.; McPhee, Shae; Tom Farr; Braden, E.
Mark; Dallin Holt; john@scwllp.com; Raile, Richard

Cc: Abha Khanna; Jacob Shelly; Jonathan Hawley; Alison (Qizhou) Ge; J. Cullens; S. Layne Lee; Andrée M. Cullens; Savitt, Adam P;
Amitav Chakraborty; Jonathan Hurwitz; Leah Aden; Sarah Brannon; Stuart Naifeh; Alora Thomas; Victoria Wenger; Nora Ahmed;
Sara Rohani; Sophia LIn Lakin; Jared Evans; John Adcock; tracie.washington.esq@gmail.com; Megan Keenan

Subject: RE: Robinson v. Ardoin / Galmon v. Ardoin -- Meet and Confer re Pre-Hearing Schedule
Date: Friday, July 21, 2023 11:14:21 AM
Attachments: image001.png

image002.png
image003.png

Counsel,

Thank you for your time yesterday to discuss a proposed pre-hearing schedule. As Defendant/Intervenors have
explained, we oppose any attempts by Plaintiffs to offer a new remedial plan at this stage and cannot agree to a
schedule that allows Plaintiffs to submit new maps and that provides Defendant/Intervenors with just two weeks to
respond to brand new maps and analyses.

We have modified our proposal below to reflect Plaintiffs’ concern with the timing of identification of witnesses and
adjusted the deposition and briefing deadlines to reflect supplementation of fact witness lists:

Date Deadline
Friday, August 4, 2023 Plaintiffs’ Supplemental Expert Reports Due
Friday, August 11, 2023 August 18,
2023

Exchange Fact & Expert Witness Lists

Friday, September 8, 2023 Defendants’ Supplemental Expert Reports Due
Tuesday, September 12, 2023 Exchange Supplemental Fact Witness Lists
Friday, September 15, 2023 Tuesday,
September 19, 2023

Deadline for Fact and Expert Depositions 

Friday, September 22, 2023 Monday,
September 25, 2023

Supplemental Memorandum in Support and Memorandum in Opposition of
Proposed Remedial Plan Due

Friday, September 29, 2023 Exchange Final Witness Lists and Copies of Exhibits
Tuesday, October 3 to Thursday,
October 5, 2023

Preliminary Injunction Hearing on Remedy

Please let us know by 2:00 pm ET if Plaintiffs if Plaintiffs agree to this proposed schedule. If Plaintiffs do not agree, we
will file a separate notice with the Court setting forth Defendant/Intervenors’ proposal.

Sincerely,

pl

Patrick Lewis 
Partner

Key Tower
127 Public Square | Suite 2000
Cleveland, OH 44114-1214 
T +1.216.861.7096 

plewis@bakerlaw.com
bakerlaw.com

From: Lali Madduri <lmadduri@elias.law> 
Sent: Thursday, July 20, 2023 12:50 PM
To: Prouty, Erika Dackin <eprouty@bakerlaw.com>; McKnight, Katherine L. <kmcknight@bakerlaw.com>; Phil
Strach <phil.strach@nelsonmullins.com>; Murrill, Elizabeth <MurrillE@ag.louisiana.gov>; Alyssa Riggins
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Event Defendants’ Proposed Deadline Plaintiffs’ Proposed Deadline
Deadline for the submission of plaintiffs’
proposed map, supporting memoranda,
and expert reports

Friday, August 4, 2023 Tuesday, August 15, 2023

Deadline for defendants’ responses to
plaintiffs’ proposed map and expert
reports

Friday, September 8, 2023 Tuesday, August 29, 2023

Deadline for parties to exchange fact
and expert witness lists

Friday, August 11, 2023 Friday, September 1, 2023

Deadline for fact and expert depositions Friday, September 15, 2023 Tuesday, September 19, 2023
Deadline for supplemental memoranda
in support of or in opposition to the
proposed remedial maps

Friday, September 22, 2023 Tuesday, September 26, 2023

Deadline to exchange final witness lists
and copies of exhibits

Friday, September 29, 2023 Tuesday, September 26, 2023

Remedial hearing Tuesday, October 3 to Thursday,
October 5, 2023

Tuesday, October 3 to Thursday,
October 5, 2023

<alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com>; Freel, Angelique <FreelA@ag.louisiana.gov>; Lewis, Patrick T.
<plewis@bakerlaw.com>; Jones, Carey <JonesCar@ag.louisiana.gov>; Cassie Holt
<cassie.holt@nelsonmullins.com>; Jason Torchinsky <jtorchinsky@holtzmanvogel.com>; Wale, Jeffrey M.
<WaleJ@ag.louisiana.gov>; John Branch <john.branch@nelsonmullins.com>; Mengis, Michael W.
<mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; McPhee, Shae <McPheeS@ag.louisiana.gov>; Tom Farr
<tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com>; Braden, E. Mark <MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; Dallin Holt
<dholt@holtzmanvogel.com>; john@scwllp.com; Raile, Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com>
Cc: Abha Khanna <akhanna@elias.law>; Jacob Shelly <jshelly@elias.law>; Jonathan Hawley <jhawley@elias.law>;
Alison (Qizhou) Ge <age@elias.law>; J. Cullens <cullens@lawbr.net>; S. Layne Lee <laynelee@lawbr.net>; Andrée
M. Cullens <acullens@lawbr.net>; Savitt, Adam P <asavitt@paulweiss.com>; Amitav Chakraborty
<achakraborty@paulweiss.com>; Jonathan Hurwitz <jhurwitz@paulweiss.com>; Leah Aden
<laden@naacpldf.org>; Sarah Brannon <sbrannon@aclu.org>; Stuart Naifeh <snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora
Thomas <athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria Wenger <vwenger@naacpldf.org>; Nora Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>;
Sara Rohani <SRohani@naacpldf.org>; Sophia LIn Lakin <slakin@aclu.org>; Jared Evans <jevans@naacpldf.org>;
John Adcock <jnadcock@gmail.com>; tracie.washington.esq@gmail.com; Megan Keenan <MKeenan@aclu.org>
Subject: RE: Robinson v. Ardoin / Galmon v. Ardoin -- Meet and Confer re Pre-Hearing Schedule
 
Counsel,
 
See below for Plaintiffs’ proposed schedule. Looking forward to discussing this afternoon.
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Lali Madduri
Counsel
Elias Law Group LLP
202-968-4593

 
CONFIDENTIAL: This email may contain privileged or confidential information and is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s). Any unauthorized use or
disclosure of this communication is prohibited. If you believe that you have received this email in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete it
from your system.

 

From: Lali Madduri 
Sent: Wednesday, July 19, 2023 5:37 PM
To: Prouty, Erika Dackin <eprouty@bakerlaw.com>; McKnight, Katherine L. <kmcknight@bakerlaw.com>; Phil
Strach <phil.strach@nelsonmullins.com>; Murrill, Elizabeth <MurrillE@ag.louisiana.gov>; Alyssa Riggins
<alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com>; Freel, Angelique <FreelA@ag.louisiana.gov>; Lewis, Patrick T.
<plewis@bakerlaw.com>; Jones, Carey <JonesCar@ag.louisiana.gov>; Cassie Holt
<cassie.holt@nelsonmullins.com>; Jason Torchinsky <jtorchinsky@holtzmanvogel.com>; Wale, Jeffrey M.
<WaleJ@ag.louisiana.gov>; John Branch <john.branch@nelsonmullins.com>; Mengis, Michael W.
<mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; McPhee, Shae <McPheeS@ag.louisiana.gov>; Tom Farr
<tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com>; Braden, E. Mark <MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; Dallin Holt
<dholt@holtzmanvogel.com>; john@scwllp.com; Raile, Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com>
Cc: Abha Khanna <akhanna@elias.law>; Jacob Shelly <jshelly@elias.law>; Jonathan Hawley <jhawley@elias.law>;
Alison (Qizhou) Ge <age@elias.law>; J. Cullens <cullens@lawbr.net>; S. Layne Lee <laynelee@lawbr.net>; Andrée
M. Cullens <acullens@lawbr.net>; Savitt, Adam P <asavitt@paulweiss.com>; Amitav Chakraborty
<achakraborty@paulweiss.com>; Jonathan Hurwitz <jhurwitz@paulweiss.com>; Leah Aden
<laden@naacpldf.org>; Sarah Brannon <sbrannon@aclu.org>; Stuart Naifeh <snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora
Thomas <athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria Wenger <vwenger@naacpldf.org>; Nora Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>;
Sara Rohani <SRohani@naacpldf.org>; Sophia LIn Lakin <slakin@aclu.org>; Jared Evans <jevans@naacpldf.org>;
John Adcock <jnadcock@gmail.com>; tracie.washington.esq@gmail.com; Megan Keenan <MKeenan@aclu.org>
Subject: RE: Robinson v. Ardoin / Galmon v. Ardoin -- Meet and Confer re Pre-Hearing Schedule
 
Thanks, Erika. We’ll send a Teams link for 4-5 tomorrow.
 
 
Lali Madduri
Counsel
Elias Law Group LLP
202-968-4593

 
CONFIDENTIAL: This email may contain privileged or confidential information and is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s). Any unauthorized use or
disclosure of this communication is prohibited. If you believe that you have received this email in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete it
from your system.

 

From: Prouty, Erika Dackin <eprouty@bakerlaw.com> 
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Sent: Wednesday, July 19, 2023 4:02 PM
To: Lali Madduri <lmadduri@elias.law>; McKnight, Katherine L. <kmcknight@bakerlaw.com>; Phil Strach
<phil.strach@nelsonmullins.com>; Murrill, Elizabeth <MurrillE@ag.louisiana.gov>; Alyssa Riggins
<alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com>; Freel, Angelique <FreelA@ag.louisiana.gov>; Lewis, Patrick T.
<plewis@bakerlaw.com>; Jones, Carey <JonesCar@ag.louisiana.gov>; Cassie Holt
<cassie.holt@nelsonmullins.com>; Jason Torchinsky <jtorchinsky@holtzmanvogel.com>; Wale, Jeffrey M.
<WaleJ@ag.louisiana.gov>; John Branch <john.branch@nelsonmullins.com>; Mengis, Michael W.
<mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; McPhee, Shae <McPheeS@ag.louisiana.gov>; Tom Farr
<tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com>; Braden, E. Mark <MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; Dallin Holt
<dholt@holtzmanvogel.com>; john@scwllp.com; Raile, Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com>
Cc: Abha Khanna <akhanna@elias.law>; Jacob Shelly <jshelly@elias.law>; Jonathan Hawley <jhawley@elias.law>;
Alison (Qizhou) Ge <age@elias.law>; J. Cullens <cullens@lawbr.net>; S. Layne Lee <laynelee@lawbr.net>; Andrée
M. Cullens <acullens@lawbr.net>; Savitt, Adam P <asavitt@paulweiss.com>; Amitav Chakraborty
<achakraborty@paulweiss.com>; Jonathan Hurwitz <jhurwitz@paulweiss.com>; Leah Aden
<laden@naacpldf.org>; Sarah Brannon <sbrannon@aclu.org>; Stuart Naifeh <snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora
Thomas <athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria Wenger <vwenger@naacpldf.org>; Nora Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>;
Sara Rohani <SRohani@naacpldf.org>; Sophia LIn Lakin <slakin@aclu.org>; Jared Evans <jevans@naacpldf.org>;
John Adcock <jnadcock@gmail.com>; tracie.washington.esq@gmail.com; Megan Keenan <MKeenan@aclu.org>
Subject: RE: Robinson v. Ardoin / Galmon v. Ardoin -- Meet and Confer re Pre-Hearing Schedule
 
Dear Counsel,
 
On behalf of the Defendant/Intervenors, we are available tomorrow between 3:30pm to 5pm ET tomorrow to
meet and confer to discuss a proposed pre-hearing schedule.
 
In preparation for that meet and confer, below is Defendant/Intervenors’ proposal for the pre-hearing schedule.
To be clear, Plaintiffs’ supplemental expert reports will not be permitted to include any new remedial plans, per
Plaintiffs’ counsel’s representations to the Court during last week’s status conference.
 

Date Deadline
Friday, August 4, 2023 Plaintiffs’ Supplemental Expert Reports Due
Friday, August 11, 2023 Exchange Fact & Expert Witness Lists
Friday, September 8, 2023 Defendants’ Supplemental Expert Reports Due
Friday, September 15, 2023 Deadline for Fact and Expert Depositions  
Friday, September 22, 2023 Supplemental Memorandum in Support and Memorandum in

Opposition of Proposed Remedial Plan Due
Friday, September 29, 2023 Exchange Final Witness Lists and Copies of Exhibits
Tuesday, October 3 to Thursday,
October 5, 2023

Preliminary Injunction Hearing on Remedy

 
Sincerely,
 
 
Erika Prouty 
Associate  
  

200 Civic Center Drive | Suite 1200
Columbus, OH 43215-4138 
T +1.614.462.4710 

eprouty@bakerlaw.com
bakerlaw.com
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From: Lali Madduri <lmadduri@elias.law> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 18, 2023 5:16 PM
To: McKnight, Katherine L. <kmcknight@bakerlaw.com>; Phil Strach <phil.strach@nelsonmullins.com>; Murrill,
Elizabeth <MurrillE@ag.louisiana.gov>; Prouty, Erika Dackin <eprouty@bakerlaw.com>; Alyssa Riggins
<alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com>; Freel, Angelique <FreelA@ag.louisiana.gov>; Lewis, Patrick T.
<plewis@bakerlaw.com>; Jones, Carey <JonesCar@ag.louisiana.gov>; Cassie Holt
<cassie.holt@nelsonmullins.com>; Jason Torchinsky <jtorchinsky@holtzmanvogel.com>; Wale, Jeffrey M.
<WaleJ@ag.louisiana.gov>; John Branch <john.branch@nelsonmullins.com>; Mengis, Michael W.
<mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; McPhee, Shae <McPheeS@ag.louisiana.gov>; Tom Farr
<tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com>; Braden, E. Mark <MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; Dallin Holt
<dholt@holtzmanvogel.com>; john@scwllp.com; Raile, Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com>
Cc: Abha Khanna <akhanna@elias.law>; Jacob Shelly <jshelly@elias.law>; Jonathan Hawley <jhawley@elias.law>;
Alison (Qizhou) Ge <age@elias.law>; J. Cullens <cullens@lawbr.net>; S. Layne Lee <laynelee@lawbr.net>; Andrée
M. Cullens <acullens@lawbr.net>; Savitt, Adam P <asavitt@paulweiss.com>; Amitav Chakraborty
<achakraborty@paulweiss.com>; Jonathan Hurwitz <jhurwitz@paulweiss.com>; Leah Aden
<laden@naacpldf.org>; Sarah Brannon <sbrannon@aclu.org>; Stuart Naifeh <snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora
Thomas <athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria Wenger <vwenger@naacpldf.org>; Nora Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>;
Sara Rohani <SRohani@naacpldf.org>; Sophia LIn Lakin <slakin@aclu.org>; Jared Evans <jevans@naacpldf.org>;
John Adcock <jnadcock@gmail.com>; tracie.washington.esq@gmail.com; Megan Keenan <MKeenan@aclu.org>
Subject: Robinson v. Ardoin / Galmon v. Ardoin -- Meet and Confer re Pre-Hearing Schedule
 

[External Email: Use caution when clicking on links or opening attachments.]

Counsel,
 
I am writing on behalf of the Galmon and Robinson Plaintiffs. Per yesterday’s Court order, are defense counsel
available on Thursday 7/20 between 3 and 5pm ET to meet and confer regarding a pre-hearing schedule?
 
Thanks,
Lali
 
Lali Madduri
Counsel
Elias Law Group LLP
202-968-4593

 
CONFIDENTIAL: This email may contain privileged or confidential information and is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s). Any unauthorized use or
disclosure of this communication is prohibited. If you believe that you have received this email in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete it
from your system.

 
 

This email is intended only for the use of the party to which it is
addressed and may contain information that is privileged,
confidential, or protected by law. If you are not the intended
recipient you are hereby notified that any dissemination, copying
or distribution of this email or its contents is strictly prohibited.
If you have received this message in error, please notify us immediately
by replying to the message and deleting it from your computer.

Any tax advice in this email is for information purposes only. The content
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of this email is limited to the matters specifically addressed herein
and may not contain a full description of all relevant facts or a
complete analysis of all relevant issues or authorities.

Internet communications are not assured to be secure or clear of
inaccuracies as information could be intercepted, corrupted, lost,
destroyed, arrive late or incomplete, or contain viruses. Therefore,
we do not accept responsibility for any errors or omissions that are
present in this email, or any attachment, that have arisen as a result
of e-mail transmission.
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