IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA

	
Plaintiff,

v.

Defendant.






Case No. 




JOINT RULE 26(f) REPORT

Following a fulsome discussion, as contemplated by Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(f), the Parties aver as follows:
I. Counsel
A. Lead Counsel (each Party must designate one lawyer as lead counsel).
	Lead counsel for Plaintiff(s):		_____________________________
	Lead counsel for Defendant(s):	_____________________________
B. All counsel who participated in Rule 26(f) conference on behalf of Plaintiff(s):
____________________________________________
____________________________________________

C. All counsel who participated in Rule 26(f) conference on behalf of  Defendant(s):
___________________________________________
___________________________________________

NOTE: Per my Policies and Procedures, lead counsel for a case must participate in the Rule 26(f) conference. If the person listed as lead counsel does not attend the Rule 26(f) conference, then I will designate the lawyer who attended the Rule 26(f) conference as lead counsel. 


II. Description Of The Patents-In-Suit, Technology, And Accused Products
The Parties should provide a brief summary of the Patents-In-Suit, including whether the patents are related, a general description of the technology they claim, and what the patent holder contends is the inventive concept. The patent holder should advise where the inventor(s) are located and whether they are under the patent holder’s control for purposes of discovery.
The alleged infringer should provide a brief description of the accused products and the relevant market in which they are sold. The alleged infringer should indicate whether it has sought, or expects to seek, inter partes review of any of the Patents-In-Suit.
III. Anticipated Scope Of Discovery
I use this information to prepare for the conference, including to understand the scope of the case and the time that discovery will likely require. The Parties should consider the discovery that they will need and provide thoughtful answers. Default statements like “Discovery about all claims and defenses” are not acceptable. In addition, the Parties should not default to the limits in the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure when providing the numbers of interrogatories or depositions they expect in the case. They should provide thoughtful answers based on their actual assessment of the case. I appreciate a forthright assessment so that I can schedule the case appropriately. 
A. Summarize with specificity those issues on which the Parties will need to conduct discovery. Identify categories of information each Party needs in discovery and why. 
B. Maximum number of interrogatories per side:  ___________________		
C. 	Maximum number of requests for admissions per side:  ___________________	
D. Total hours of deposition testimony per side:  ___________________	
E. Do the Parties anticipate the need for any third-party discovery? If so, identify the likely third parties, where those third parties are located, and the discovery to be sought.
F. Does the plaintiff expect to request attorneys’ fees? 
G. Has each Party provided written notice to the client of the obligation to preserve all relevant material, including electronic records?  
	Plaintiff	___________________
	Defendant	___________________
IV. Status of Discovery
The Parties must summarize the status of discovery to-date. If nothing has been done in terms of discovery, the Parties should explain why. In general, Judge Wolson expects the parties to begin discovery prior to the Rule 16 conference. 
V. Proposed Case Management Deadlines
	When completing this section, the Parties should make a good faith effort to reach agreement on proposed deadlines. To the extent there is disagreement, the Parties shall identify the dispute and their respective positions.
	When completing this section, the Parties shall keep in mind the following deadlines that I usually apply in patent cases, as set forth in the chart below. To the extent the Parties believe I should depart from the usual timeline, they should explain why such a departure is necessary.  
	Event
	Proposed Deadline
	Disputed Issues

	Amendment of pleadings
	
	

	Rule 26(a)(1) initial disclosures
	
	

	Submission of any ESI stipulation
	
	

	Submission of any proposed protective order
	
	

	Disclosure of accused products and corresponding patents they allegedly infringe and file history for each patent
	
	

	Production of core technical documents related to the accused products 
	
	

	Initial infringement contentions
	
	

	Initial invalidity and unenforceability contentions (with any invalidating references)
	
	

	Initial validity contentions
	
	

	Substantial completion of document production
	
	

	Exchange of initial claim terms for construction
	
	

	Exchange of final claim terms for construction
	
	

	Submission of joint claim construction chart
	
	

	Exchange of any expert report as to claim construction
	
	

	Exchange of any rebuttal expert report as to claim construction
	
	

	Exchange of plaintiff’s opening claim construction brief
	
	

	Exchange of defendant’s responsive claim construction brief
	
	

	Exchange of plaintiff’s claim construction reply 
	
	

	Exchange of defendant’s claim construction sur-reply 
	
	

	Submission of joint claim construction brief
	
	

	Markman hearing
	
	

	Final infringement contentions
	21 days after issuance of claim construction order
	

	Final invalidity and unenforceability contentions (with any invalidating references)
	21 days after receipt of final infringement contentions
	

	Final validity contentions
	21 days after receipt of final invalidity contentions
	

	Disclosure of any lay and expert witness testimony
	49 days after issuance of claim construction order
	

	Disclosure of rebuttal expert witness testimony
	28 days after receipt of opening expert reports
	

	Close of discovery
	42 days after receipt of rebuttal expert reports
	

	Dispositive motions
	42 days after close of discovery
	

	Responses to dispositive motions 
	28 days after submission of dispositive motions
	



VI. Deposition Scheduling
Judge Wolson expects the Parties to meet and confer as soon as practicable to set aside dates to hold open for depositions before the close of discovery. If the Parties have not already done so, the Court will order the Parties to do so within two weeks of the Rule 16 conference.
	Have the Parties set aside dates for deposition? ___ Yes ___ No
	If yes, what are those dates? 								
	If no, when do the parties intend to confer, and how many dates do they intend to set aside? 												
VII. Electronic Discovery
	Prior to the Rule 16 conference, Judge Wolson expects the Parties to have a thorough discussion about electronic discovery, including but not limited to A) the need for electronically stored information (“ESI”), B) sources of ESI, C) the anticipated scope of electronic discovery, D) the identity of potential custodians, E) whether search terms will be necessary and, if so, any limitations thereto, F) the respective burdens of collecting, reviewing, and producing ESI, including any claims for cost-shifting under the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, and G) any anticipated problems with electronic discovery. The Parties should summarize their discussion on these issues here. The Court expects counsel who attends the Rule 16 conference to be familiar with and able to discuss any ESI-related issues that might arise. 
	In addition, the Parties should state whether they have agreed to an ESI protocol. If so, the Parties should submit the stipulation to the Court in advance of the Rule 16 conference. If not, the Parties should identify what issues need to be resolved to finalize the stipulation. 
VIII. Protective Orders And Confidentiality Agreements
	The Parties should indicate whether they anticipate the need for a protective order in this case. If so, the Parties must explain what type of information needs protection from disclosure and why such protection is warranted under governing standards. In addition, the Parties are directed to Judge Wolson’s Policies and Procedures concerning Protective Orders and Confidentiality Agreements. 
IX. Alternative Dispute Resolution
A. Have the Parties engaged in any settlement discussions? If so, set forth the status of those negotiations. If not, explain why not.
B. Have the Parties explored or considered other forms of alternative dispute resolution? If so, summarize those efforts. If not, state the Parties’ positions with respect to ADR.

X. Service By Electronic Means
Do the parties consent to service of pleadings and discovery via email pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 5(b)(2)(E)? Any party that does not consent must explain its reasons. 
XI. Policies and Procedures
Judge Wolson’s Policies and Procedures are available for the Parties to review on the Court’s website. By signing below, counsel for each Party and/or each pro se Party represents that he or she has reviewed the Judge’s Policies and Procedures and acknowledges the requirements contained therein, including the Policies governing keywords to use when emailing Chambers. The Parties and their counsel further acknowledge by signing below that Judge Wolson will strike pleadings and other submissions that do not comply with his Policies and Procedures. 
XII. Other Matters
The Parties should identify any other issues that have not been addressed above but may require the Court’s attention (e.g., anticipated motions, bifurcation, privilege issues, etc.). 
 [DATE & SIGNATURES OF THE PARTIES] 
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