
Magistrate Judges: Help Us Help You (and Your Clients) 

Federal Practice Track (Central Meeting Room 2/3) 

A panel of three Magistrate Judges from the District of New Jersey will provide insight on 
their role and function at various phases of the case and explain how lawyers can leverage 
their involvement to achieve efficiency and the best results during the course of the 
litigation.  
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MAGISTRATE JUDGES – HELP 
US HELP YOU (AND YOUR 
CLIENTS)
Hon. Rukhsanah L. Singh, U.S.M.J.

Hon. José R. Almonte, U.S.M.J.

Hon. Justin T. Quinn, U.S.M.J.

Hon. Stacey D. Adams, U.S.M.J>

Moderator: Mark M. Makhail, Partner, McCarter & English, LLP
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Role of the Magistrate Judges in the District of New 
Jersey

 Oversight of the discovery/pretrial process 

– Day-to-day management

 Collaboration and consultation with the District Judge assigned to the 
case

– A conduit between the litigants, lawyers, and the Court
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Rule 16 Conference

 Local Rule 16.1(a)(1) directs the Magistrate Judge to schedule a Rule 
16 conference within 60 days of the date the answer is filed and to 
enter a scheduling order on or after the date of that conference

 The date of the Rule 16 conference determines deadlines for the Rule 
26(f) conference and submission of a proposed discovery schedule to 
the Court

 Topics of discussion at the Rule 16 Conference:

– Scheduling order

– Necessary discovery in the case, including early discovery to assist 
with settlement discussions

– Settlement
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Rule 26(f) Conference

 Rule 26(f) conference must be convened at least 21 days before the initial 
scheduling conference

 Topics at the Rule 26(f) conference:

– Any changes in timing, form or requirements of mandatory Rule 26(a) 
disclosures

– The anticipated scope of discovery

– The date by which discovery should be completed

– Any data preservation or protective orders that may be necessary

– Proposed deadlines for joining other parties and amending the pleadings

– Proposed dates for filing motions and for trial

 The parties should create a proposed discovery plan during that conference and 
deliver to the Magistrate Judge within 14 days after the meeting of the parties 
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Discovery Disputes

 Parties have a duty to meet and confer regarding discovery disputes 

 Parties need to try to resolve their discovery dispute before involving 
the Magistrate Judge

 If the parties truly cannot resolve the dispute, they can present the 
dispute to the Magistrate Judge

 Parties can submit a pre motion letter to the Magistrate Judge outlining 
the dispute

 Look at the Magistrate’s Judges personal preferences before bringing 
the dispute to the Court’s attention
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Settlement Conferences with Magistrate Judges

 Settlement will be on the Court’s mind

– Be candid

– Be transparent

– Be self-aware

– Manage client expectations

– Come with real settlement authority

– Everyone with settlement authority (decision making power) must 
attend
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Additional Authority of Magistrate Judges

Handle dispositive matters on referral from District Judge

– Issue Report and Recommendation (R&R)

 Issue sanctions

– Discovery related and otherwise

 Limited criminal matter involvement

 Handle entire civil matters on consent

– Including bench and jury trials
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Mark M. Makhail
Partner | Newark | 973.639.2092
mmakhail@mccarter.com 

Business Litigation | Alternative Dispute Resolution & Mediation | Hatch-Waxman/ANDA 
Litigation

Mark Makhail is an experienced litigator who helps clients resolve 
complex disputes in federal courts and various ADR forums.

Mark counsels individuals and businesses across a wide range of industries in complex 
commercial and business related disputes including corporate divorces, trademark and 
copyright infringement, tortious interference, and contract disputes in both state and 
federal courts. Mark also has a deep knowledge of alternative dispute resolution 
procedures and regularly represents clients in various ADR forums. Separately, he 
assists in court-appointed special master, American Arbitration Association (AAA), and 
the International Centre for Dispute Resolution (ICDR) assignments.

Mark has extensive experience in patent litigation, particularly in the pharmaceutical and 
Hatch-Waxman (ANDA) context. He regularly practices in federal court and has 
established himself as an authority on litigation in district courts across the nation, with a 
particular focus on the District of New Jersey. Mark’s experience and practical 
knowledge has made him a sought after local counsel for a wide array of matters 
throughout the country.

In addition to his litigation practice, Mark regularly assists with government affairs related 
matters and various regulatory issues. He frequently counsels solar and renewable 
energy clients on regulatory matters and interfaces with state and federal government 
agencies on their behalf. Mark also actively assists clients in the aviation sector on 
intellectual property, Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), and business matters, 
including aircraft and Part 135 Certificate purchases.

Prior to joining McCarter, Mark served as a litigation associate at various New Jersey 
law firms. He also has extensive experience as a judicial law clerk starting his legal 
career as a law clerk in the Superior Court of New Jersey for Assignment Judge Thomas 
L. Weisenbeck and retired Appellate Division Judge Donald S. Coburn. Later Mark 
served as a law clerk in the United States District Court for the District of New Jersey for 
Chief District Judge Jose L. Linares. During his clerkship with Judge Linares, Mark 
assisted the Court in overseeing numerous receivership matters involving the Securities 
and Exchange Commission, the Commodity Futures Trading Commission, and the 
Federal Trade Commission, as well as many environmental matters. At the end of his 
clerkship for Judge Linares, Mark served a special term as law clerk to the Honorable 
Claire C. Cecchi, assisting in the trial of Immunex v. Sandoz.

Presently, he is an adjunct professor at Rutgers Law School teaching Federal Courts. In 
his downtime, Mark regularly takes to the sky as an instrument-rated single and multi-
engine pilot.
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Representative Matters
Owner—Property line dispute
Represented the owner of a beachfront property in a property line dispute before the 
Superior Court of New Jersey, Monmouth County, Chancery Division. The defendant, a 
neighbor, made improvements to their backyard that resulted in the construction of a 
retaining wall intruding on our client's property, prompting a suit for its removal. After a 
two-day bench trial, the court excluded the defendant’s expert testimony and issued a 
judgment ordering the removal of the wall and other encroachments within 90 days.

Individual—FTC civil enforcement action
Represented an individual facing a civil enforcement action brought by the FTC in 
connection with an online business. Following an interview with the agency, the FTC 
withdrew its preliminary injunction application and dropped the client as a direct 
defendant. 

Cannabis dispensary—Cannabis licensing and approval
Appeared before the Jersey City Cannabis Control Board on behalf a cannabis 
dispensary, and obtained City approval for the business.

Automobile manufacturer—Patent infringement 
Defended an automobile manufacturer in a patent infringement action involving 
infotainment software.

Pharmaceutical company—Arbitration 
Assisted in an arbitration heard before a three-judge panel in a dispute involving 
pharmaceutical patent licensing royalties.

Senior care facility—Arbitration
Assisted in arbitration involving claims of elder abuse against a senior care facility during 
COVID-19 pandemic.

Natural stone paver distributor—Trademark dispute 
Represented a national paver and tile company against claims of trademark 
infringement.

Solar developer—Commercial lease
Defended a leading solar developer in litigation involving a commercial lease dispute.

Solar developer—Trade secret litigation
Represented a leading solar developer in a trade secret dispute related to former 
employees breach of non-compete agreements.

Solar developer—Commercial lease
Represented a leading solar developer in an arbitration involving a commercial roof 
lease dispute.

Solar developer—Employment dispute
Represented a solar developer in an employment dispute and breach of non-compete 
agreement.

School bus company—Litigation
Represented regional school bus company owner in partnership dispute and failure to 
pay profits claims. Secured preliminary injunction restoring owner to managerial roles in 
company before obtaining favorable global resolution of all claims.
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Financial services company—Local counsel
Serve as local counsel to a financial services company in multiple cases in the District of 
New Jersey alleging securities fraud.

Education
Rutgers Law School, JD, cum laude, 2013

   Editor-in-Chief, Rutgers Business Law Review

Rutgers University, BA, 2009

Bar Admissions
New Jersey

New York

Court Admissions
U.S. Court of Appeals, Second and Third Circuits 

U.S. District Court, District of New Jersey

U.S. District Court, Eastern and Southern Districts of New York

U.S. District Court, Eastern District of Michigan

U.S. District Court,  District of Columbia

Memberships and Certifications
Association of the Federal Bar of New Jersey

Leadership Council on Legal Diversity (LCLD)
   Alumni City Lead – New Jersey
   Fellow, 2024

New Jersey State Bar Association

Rutgers School of Law – Newark Alumni Association
   President 2019-2020
   Trustee 2015–present

 

Judicial Clerkships
Judicial Law Clerk
The Hon. Claire C. Cecchi, U.S.D.J., 2018–2019

Judicial Law Clerk
The Hon. Jose L. Linares, Chief U.S.D.J., 2016–2018

Judicial Law Clerk
The Hon. Thomas L. Weisenbeck, A.J.S.C., 2013–2014

Judicial Law Clerk
The Hon. Donald S. Coburn, P.J.A.D. (ret.), 2013–2014
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Languages
Arabic

Recognitions*
New Jersey Rising Star, Super Lawyers, 2022–2023
* No aspect of this or any advertisement has been approved by the Supreme Court of New Jersey. For ranking 

methodologies, please see here. 
   
Articles
The Future of Arbitrability Disputes in Light of the Supreme Court’s Ruling in ‘Coinbase’, 
New Jersey Law Journal, 8.20.2024

The Role of ADR in Patent Licensing Agreements, Daily Business Review, 5.6.2024

Speaking Engagements
Nuts and Bolts of Local Counsel Practice, New Jersey State Bar Association (NJSBA), 
5.15.2025

Magistrate Judges: Help Us Help You (and Your Clients), New Jersey State Bar 
Association (NJSBA), 5.15.2025

Tips and Best Practices for Mediations and Settlement Conferences Involving Patent 
Disputes, 38th Annual Pharmaceutical / Chemical Patent Practice Updated, 11.12.2024

Quoted
ANDA Litigants Flocking to New Jersey over Delaware, IAM, 2.24.2025

‘Younger and Invigorated Bench’: Biden’s Legacy in New Jersey Federal Court, New 
Jersey Law Journal , 1.15.2025
   

https://www.mccarter.com/awards-methodology/








Hon. Rukhsanah L. Singh 

US District Court - District of New Jersey 

 

Hon. Rukhsanah L. Singh is a United States Magistrate Judge in the Trenton Vicinage of the U.S. District Court 
for the District of New Jersey. Prior to her appointment, Judge Singh was an Assistant General Counsel for 
Litigation at BASF Corporation and previously served as an Assistant United States Attorney in the Civil Division 
of the U.S. Attorney’s Office for the Eastern District of New York. Prior to being an AUSA, Judge Singh was an 
Associate at Connell Foley LLP and a law clerk to the Honorable Joel A. Pisano, in the U.S. District Court for the 
District of New Jersey, as well as to the Honorable Roberto A. Rivera-Soto, Associate Justice in the New Jersey 
Supreme Court. Judge Singh received her B.A. from Davidson College and her J.D. from Seton Hall University 
School of Law. 

 


