From: "N, I I B (USAFLS)" </O=USA/OU=FLS/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=AVILLAFANA>

To: "I, N (UsAFLS)" <
Ce: "I I (UsAFLs)" < -

Subject: RE: Proposed briefing schedule for Jane Doe case?
Date: Fri, 08 Jul 2016 14:09:26 +0000
Importance: Normal

The issue is trying to avoid Judge Marra setting his own schedule with a due date 21 days from now.

Why don’t you send me a revised and approved letter that I can send to Brad so we can try to resolve this?

A. B Villafaiia
Assistant U.S. Attorney
Southern District of Flornida

From: I, -{USAFLSJ

SEr'It ThursdEﬁ i l_']?-, 2016 7:05 PM

B (usarLs); I I (USAFLS)

Suh]er.'t RE: Proposed briefing schedule for Jane Doe case?

I think this is not an unreasonable schedule, but | think it will be tight given summer travel schedules, what |
recall of their motions and discovery requests, and the other unrelated issues we are all dealing with.

Have they actually asked us to set a new briefing schedule? It would be nice to see if we could at least make
one more proposal concerning the main pending settlement issue (i.e., the letter) and hear their response
before proceeding with briefing. | suspect that, because of travel issues (| seem to recall that Brad is traveling
this week and next), it will take some time to address any revised proposal concerning the letter. Personally, |
have always thought it a bad idea to be working on settlement negotiations and briefing at the same time, and |
think any settlement possibility is almost sure to evaporate if we file any substantive response.

From: NN, NN N I (USAFLS)

Sent: Thursday, July 07, 2016 5:50 PM

To: [, I (Vs L) < -
ce: I, I (U FLS) <

Subject: RE: Proposed briefing schedule for Jane Doe case?

Given everyvone’s travel schedules, how does 9/30 for us, 10/21 for them, and 11/4 for the reply sound?

And [ will ask about the discovery responses. To the extent that we have to respond, does 9/30 work for that,
too?

A. [ villafaiia

EFTA00211234



Assistant U.S. Attorney
Southern District of Florida

From: |, I (UsAFLS)

2016 5:43 PM

Sent: Thursday, July 07,
To: NN, N N . (Us~.s); I, N (Us:s)

Subject: RE: Proposed briefing schedule for Jane Doe case?

This is the last amended briefing schedule | have, D.E. 356. On February 10, 2016, petitioners filed their motion for
summary judgment (D.E. 361). Under the scheduling order, the government had 43 days (March 24, 2018) to file its
response to the motion for summary judgment, as well as the government’s cross-motion for summary judgment.

Petitioners were allowed 15 days (April 12, 2016) to file their reply to the government’s response to petitioners’ motion
for summary judgment, and their response to the government’s cross motion for summary judgment.

The government was allowed 14 days (April 26, 2016), to file their reply to petitioners’ response to the government's
motion for summary judgment.

Also, we need to establish a new due date for the government’s responses to the supplemental discovery requests
propounded on December 2, 2015, and December 25, 2015. Some of these may no longer be applicable since the
government decided not to assert the Wellcare argument. | am fairly certain Cassell insisted some of the requests for
production and for admissions were still relevant.

== File: 356_order_amend_sched.pdf >>

From: i . [USAFLS)
.

Sent: Thursday, July 07, 2016 3:31 PM

To: [N, NN (U Fs) < - I, N (U <) <

Subject: Proposed briefing schedule for Jane Doe case?

Hi [l and I - Can vou send me your proposed dates for the briefing schedule so I can send them to Brad?

[ will be out all next week. And from August 6-11.

Thanks.

A. I Villafuiia
Assistant U.S. Attorney
Southern District of Florida

EFTA00211235



