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

A panel of Magistrate Judges from the Federal District Court of New Jersey who will discuss
their function, how they can assist in the case, and what to expect when appearing before
them. They will also compare and contrast their role as compared to state Superior Court

Judges.



MAGISTRATE JUDGES - HELP

US HELP YOU (AND YOUR
CLIENTS)

Hon. Rukhsanah L. Singh, U.S.M.J.
Hon. J. Brendan Day, U.S.M.J.
Hon. Stacey D. Adams, U.S.M.J.

Moderator: Mark M. Makhail, Partner, McCarter & English, LLP




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




Rule 16 Conference

» | ocal 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




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




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

= |f 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




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




Additional Authority of Magistrate Judges

» Handle dispositive matters on referral from District Judge
— Issue Report and Recommendation (R&R)

= [ssue sanctions
— Discovery related and otherwise

= Limited criminal matter involvement

» Handle entire civil matters on consent
— Including bench and jury trials




HON. STACEY D. ADAMS, U.S.M.J.

Judicial Preferences

Adjournment Requests: Absent exigent circumstances, adjournment requests shall only be
considered if made at least three (3) business days before the scheduled court proceeding. The
party seeking an adjournment should attempt to gain the consent of all other parties before
submitting said request. The request should be made in writing via CM/ECF as a letter request.
The request must set forth: (a) the date of the court proceeding; (b) the length of adjournment
requested; (c) the basis for the adjournment request; (d) whether all parties consent to or oppose
the request; and (e) whether the adjournment request, if granted, would impact other scheduled
dates or deadlines.

Applications to amend or supplement pleadings: Motions to amend must comply with Local
Civil Rule 15.1 and shall be accompanied with a proposed amended pleading with red-lined edits
that clearly indicate the proposed changes. Counsel shall attempt to gain the consent of all other
parties before filing the application and indicate, in the application, whether consent was obtained.
If a party seeks to file a motion to amend after the deadline set by a Scheduling Order, that party
must show good cause why the amendment could not have been sought earlier pursuant to Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure 16.

Communications with the Court: Direct communication with law clerks is permitted as to
procedural matters only. All other communications shall be made via formal letter filed
electronically via CM/ECF, unless otherwise directed by the Court.

Confidentiality Orders: Any proposed Discovery Confidentiality Order agreed to by the parties
must strictly comply with Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 26(c) and Local Civil Rule 5.3. Unless
good cause is shown, the parties shall use the form included in Appendix S to the Local Civil
Rules. If the proposed order differs from Appendix S, the parties must submit (i) a clean version
of the proposed order that is ready for signature; and (ii) a red-lined version of the proposed order
that delineates how it differs from Appendix S.

Confidential Submissions: Settlement letters and any discovery dispute letters containing
information subject to a Discovery Confidentiality Order shall be submitted by email
to SDA_orders(@njd.uscourts.gov.

Correspondence and written submissions not containing confidential information: Shall be
electronically filed via CM/ECF. Papers shall not be submitted by facsimile unless otherwise
directed.

Courtesy Copies: By request of the Court only.

Criminal Matters: The Court will not consider a request for bail or bail modification until after
defense counsel has consulted with the U.S. Attorney's Office and U.S. Pretrial Services has
assessed the proposed bail package.
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Discovery Disputes and Applications. Discovery disputes and applications shall proceed in
accordance with Local Civil Rules 16.1 and 37.1. Should counsel fail in their good-faith efforts to
resolve the dispute by conferring pursuant to Local Civil Rule 37.1, the matter shall be brought to
the Court’s attention in the following manner:

(a) The party(ies) seeking relief shall file a letter with the Court, which shall be double-
spaced and not exceed five (5) pages in length. No exhibits shall be attached. The
letter is meant to summarize the issue for the Court for the purpose of having a
conference, and is not meant to be a substitute for a formal letter brief. The letter
shall set forth the efforts taken to resolve the dispute.

(b) The party(ies) opposing the relief sought shall file a response within five (5) days,
which shall be double-spaced and not exceed five (5) pages in length. No exhibits
shall be attached.

(©) Replies are not permitted without leave of Court.

After reviewing the letters, the Court will determine whether it will conduct a conference.
Formal discovery motions may be filed only upon leave of Court and only after the parties have
proceeded in accordance with Local Civil Rules 16.1 and 37.1 and complied with the procedures
set forth herein.

Motions to secure enforcement of a subpoena or to quash a subpoena involving third parties
must be made with notice to the relevant third party.

Extension of Time: Absent exigent circumstances, requests for extensions of time must be
submitted at least three (3) business days before the scheduled deadline, or the request will not be
considered. The request should be made in writing via CM/ECF as a letter request All requests
for an extension of time, other than automatic extensions pursuant to Local Rule 6.1(b) or
7.1(d)(5), must comport with Local Rule 6.1 and include (i) the date(s) sought to be extended; (ii)
the number of previous extensions; (iii) the reason for the current request; and (iv) whether the
adversary consents and, if not, the reason given by the adversary for refusing consent. If the
requested extension affects any other scheduled dates/deadlines, the request must list the proposed
change for all other dates/deadlines.

Final Pretrial Conferences: The Court conducts final pretrial conferences pursuant to Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure 16(e). The parties shall submit, by email to SDA_orders@njd.uscourts.gov
and regular mail, one (1) copy of the joint proposed final pretrial order no later than fourteen (14)
days before the conference. Counsel should check the individual rules for the presiding District
Judge to obtain the preferred form of final pretrial order. The Court expects counsel to meet and
confer regarding the final pretrial order in an effort to minimize disputes.

The Court expects to engage in meaningful settlement discussions at final pretrial conferences.
Therefore, trial counsel as well as persons with full settlement authority must attend the
conferences. The final pretrial conference will proceed even if there are dispositive motions
pending.
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Format for CM/ECF Filings: Pleadings, motions, letters and proposed orders filed on CM/ECF
shall be filed in searchable PDF format. Supporting documents, such as exhibits, may be filed in
non-searchable format.

Motion Practice:

e No formal motions are permitted unless leave of court is first obtained, except for motions
under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b) or motions to remand that must be filed within
thirty days of removal pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1447(c). When seeking leave, the moving
party must first submit a letter, no longer than three pages, summarizing the party’s
argument and certifying what attempts have been made to meet and confer with the
adversary to resolve the dispute. Within one week of the moving party’s letter, the
opposing party must submit a letter, no longer than three pages, summarizing the party’s
argument in opposition.

e Full compliance with Local Civil Rules 7.1, 16.1 and 37.1 is expected.

e All motions must be accompanied by a proposed order in searchable PDF format, filed via
CM/ECF.

Motions to Seal: Motions to seal must comply with Local Civil Rule 5.3(c) and must include a
proposed order and proposed findings of fact and conclusions of law. In addition, the proposed
order must include reference to the docket entries the party seeks to seal. Counsel shall make every
effort to secure the consent of all parties regarding the request to seal and the movant shall certify
as to whether all parties consent in the application.

Oral Argument: The Court will schedule oral argument on an as needed basis. If oral argument
is requested, it shall be indicated in the notice of motion.

Pro hac vice: Requests for admission pro hac vice should be filed as motions and, provided the
defendant(s) have answered and/or defense counsel has entered a notice of appearance, should
indicate whether the other parties consent to the admission. There should also be one motion filed
for each individual applicant for admission pro hac vice. A motion seeking admissions of more
than one applicant will not be considered. Requests should also comply with Local Civil Rule
101.1(c) and enclose a proposed form of Order.

Proposed Orders: In addition to filing via CM/ECF, a copy of any proposed orders should be
submitted in Word format via email to SDA_orders@njd.uscourts.gov.

Settlement Conferences: Absent exigent circumstances, settlement conferences will be held in
person at the Courthouse and must be attended by lead trial counsel as well as all parties and
persons with settlement authority. Each party is required to submit, by email to
SDA _orders(@njd.uscourts.gov, a confidential settlement memorandum of no more than ten (10)
double spaced pages no later than five (5) business days before the conference. Voluminous
exhibits to settlement letters (exceeding 20 pages) will not be reviewed by the Court unless
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submitted in hard copy that is received by Chambers no later than five business days in advance
of the settlement conference.

Telephone Conferences: Are permitted but must be initiated by letter informally outlining the
issues to be discussed.



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY
CHAMBERS OF CLARKSON S. FISHER BLDG. &
JUSTIN T. QUINN U.S. COURTHOUSE
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE 402 E. STATE STREET

TRENTON, NJ 08608
(609) 989-2144

CIVIL CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER

The following shall apply to civil matters assigned to Magistrate Judge Justin
T. Quinn. Failure to comply with the terms of this Order may result in sanctions,
pursuant to the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 16(f) and 37.

1. Communications with the Court. All communications to the Court
shall be in writing via CM/ECF, unless either directed or permitted by the Court.
Telephone calls to chambers will be permitted as to administrative matters only or
as otherwise directed by the Court. Email and fax communications will not be
accepted or considered unless expressly authorized by the Court.

2. Adjournments. Conferences are scheduled with ample notice to the
parties. Adjournment requests shall only be considered if made at least two (2)
business days prior to a scheduled conference. The party seeking an adjournment
should attempt to gain the consent of all other parties before submitting said
request. The request should be made in writing via CM/ECF as a letter request.
The request must set forth: (a) the date of the conference; (b) the length of
adjournment requested; (c) the basis for the adjournment request; (d) whether all
parties consent to or oppose the request; and (e) whether the adjournment request,
if granted, would impact other scheduled dates or deadlines. Absent exigent
circumstances, adjournment requests made after two (2) business before a
conference shall not be granted.

3. Extensions. Requests for extensions of time shall only be considered
if made at least two (2) business days prior to a scheduled deadline. The party
seeking an extension of time should attempt to gain the consent of all other parties
before submitting said request. The request should be made in writing via CM/ECF
as a letter request. The request must set forth: (a) the currently scheduled
deadline(s) sought to be extended; (b) the length of extension requested; (c) the basis
for the extension request; (d) whether all parties consent to or oppose the request;
and (e) whether the extension request, if granted, would impact other scheduled
dates or deadlines.



4. Courtesy Copies. Judge Quinn does not require parties to submit
courtesy copies of filings.

5. Formal Motions. Other than motions filed under Federal Rule of
Civil Procedure 12, motions to remand within the time provided by 28
U.S.C. § 1447(c), and motions expressly permitted by this Case Management Order,
formal motions shall not be filed without prior leave from this Court.

6. Discovery Disputes and Applications. Discovery disputes and
applications shall proceed in accordance with Local Civil Rules 16.1 and 37.1.
Should counsel fail in their good-faith efforts to resolve the dispute by conferring
pursuant to Local Civil Rule 37.1, the matter shall be brought to the Court’s
attention in the following manner:

a) The party(ies) seeking relief shall file a letter with the Court,
which shall be double-spaced shall not exceed ten (10) pages,
regardless of the number of disputed issues. The letter must
1dentify the relevant request(s), the response(s) to the request(s),
and the efforts taken to resolve the dispute.

b) The party(ies) opposing the relief sought shall file a response
within five (5) days. The response shall be double-spaced and is
limited to ten pages.

c) Replies are not permitted without leave of Court.

Formal discovery motions may be filed only upon leave of Court and only after
the parties have proceeded in accordance with Local Civil Rules 16.1 and 37.1.

Motions to secure enforcement of a subpoena or to quash a subpoena involving
third parties must be made with notice to the relevant third party.

7. Motions to Amend. Motions to amend must comply with Local Civil
Rule 15.1 and shall be accompanied with a proposed amended pleading with black-
or red-lined edits that clearly indicate the proposed changes.

8. Motions to Seal. Motions to seal must comply with Local Civil Rule
5.3(c) and must include a proposed order and proposed findings of fact and
conclusions of law. In addition, the proposed order must include reference to the
docket entries the party seeks to seal. Counsel shall make every effort to secure the
consent of all parties regarding the request to seal and the movant shall certify as
to whether all parties consent in its application.
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9. Confidentiality Orders. The parties are encouraged to use the form
discovery confidentiality order found at Appendix S of the Local Civil Rules. If the
parties submit their own version of a confidentiality order, which differs from
Appendix S, they must submit: (1) a clean version of the proposed order that is ready
for signature; and (2) an additional version that shall indicate in what respect(s) it
differs from Appendix S by bracketing or striking through materials to be deleted
and underlining materials to be added.

10. Confidential Submissions. Only settlement memorandum shall be
submitted to the Court via email to JTQ_Orders@njd.uscourts.gov.

11.  Pro hac vice Applications. Requests for pro hac vice admission
should be made by informal letter application filed via CM/ECF. The application
shall comply with Local Civil Rule 101.1(c) and include a proposed form of order.
The applicant shall set forth whether all parties consent to the application. Any
party opposing an application for pro hac vice admission must submit a letter stating
forth its basis for the opposition within two (2) business days of the filing of the
initial application for admission.

12. Settlement Conferences. Trial counsel as well as persons with full
settlement authority must appear at settlement conferences, unless prior
permission has been granted to participate by telephone. The parties must
exchange a demand and offer before the settlement conference.

Each party shall submit, by email to JTQ_Orders@njd.uscourts.gov, a confidential
settlement memorandum of no more than five (5) double-spaced pages no later than
five (5) business days before the conference. The settlement memorandum shall:
outline the party’s respective position(s); identify information on what is important
to the client and any barriers to settlement; identify the contemplated terms
material to a settlement; and detail the demand(s) and offer(s) made to date.
Exhibits to settlement memorandum are not required, but if included should not
exceed twenty (20) pages.

If trial counsel and clients do not comply with this Order, the settlement conference
may be canceled or rescheduled and the noncompliant party and/or attorney may be
sanctioned, which may include an assessment of the costs and expenses incurred by
those parties who appeared as directed.



13. Final Pretrial Conferences. The Court conducts final pretrial
conferences pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 16(e). The form of final
pretrial order the Court utilizes for each District Judge can be downloaded from this
link: https://www.njd.uscourts.gov/sample-pre-trial-orders. The Court expects to
engage in meaningful settlement discussions at final pretrial conferences.
Therefore, trial counsel as well as persons with full settlement authority must
attend the conferences, unless prior permission has been granted to participate by
telephone. The final pretrial conference will proceed even if there are dispositive
motions pending.

The parties shall submit, by email and regular mail, one (1) copy of the joint
proposed final pretrial order no later than three (3) weeks before the conference.

If the parties do not comply with this Order, the final pretrial conference may
be canceled or rescheduled and the attorney may be sanctioned, which may include
an assessment of the costs and expenses incurred by those parties who appeared as
directed.

14.  Oral Argument. Judge Quinn will schedule oral argument on an as-
needed basis. That said, if a party believes oral argument is necessary, the party
shall file a letter with the Court explaining why oral argument is either needed or
would be helpful. Circumstances where the Court may grant such an application
include, but are not limited to, the briefing involves a novel issue of law and/or a
junior associate will argue the application.

s/ Justin T. Quinn
JUSTIN T. QUINN
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY
CHAMBERS OF CLARKSON S. FISHER BLDG. &
RUKHSANAH L. SINGH U.S. COURTHOUSE
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE 402 E. STATE STREET

TRENTON, NJ 08608
(609) 989-0502

CIVIL CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER

The following shall apply to civil matters assigned to Magistrate Judge Rukhsanah L.
Singh. Failure to comply with the terms of this Order may result in sanctions pursuant to the
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 16(f) and 37.

1. Communications with the Court. All communications to the Court shall be in
writing via CM/ECF, unless otherwise directed or permitted by the Court. Telephone calls to
chambers will be permitted as to administrative matters only or as otherwise directed by the
Court. Email and fax communications will not be accepted or considered unless expressly
authorized by the Court.

2. Adjournments. Conferences are scheduled with ample notice to the parties.
Adjournment requests shall only be considered if made at least two (2) business days prior to a
scheduled conference. The party seeking an adjournment should attempt to gain the consent of
all other parties before submitting said request. The request should be made in writing via
CM/ECEF as a letter request. The request must set forth: (a) the date of the conference; (b) the
length of adjournment requested; (c) the basis for the adjournment request; (d) whether all parties
consent to or oppose the request; and (e) whether the adjournment request, if granted, would
impact other scheduled dates or deadlines. Absent exigent circumstances, adjournment requests
made after two (2) business before a conference shall not be granted.

3. Extensions. Requests for extensions of time shall only be considered if made at
least two (2) business days prior to a scheduled deadline. The party seeking an extension of time
should attempt to gain the consent of all other parties before submitting said request. The request
should be made in writing via CM/ECF as a letter request. The request must set forth: (a) the
currently scheduled deadline(s) sought to be extended; (b) the length of extension requested; (c)
the basis for the extension request; (d) whether all parties consent to or oppose the request; and
(e) whether the extension request, if granted, would impact other scheduled dates or deadlines.

4. Courtesy Copies. One (1) copy of all filed papers exceeding ten (10) pages per
individual document shall be provided to Chambers by mail or personal delivery. Exhibits to
any papers should be separated with corresponding exhibit tabs. All documents provided to
Chambers shall be filed-stamped.



5. Formal Motions. Other than motions filed under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure
12, motions to remand within the time provided by 28 U.S.C. § 1447(c), and motions expressly
permitted by this Case Management Order, formal motions shall not be filed without prior leave
from this Court.

6. Discovery Disputes and Applications. Discovery disputes and applications shall
proceed in accordance with Local Civil Rules 16.1 and 37.1. Should counsel fail in their good
faith efforts to resolve the dispute by conferring pursuant to Local Civil Rule 37.1, the matter
shall be brought to the Court’s attention through a joint letter that sets forth:

(a) the request;

(b) the response;

(c) efforts to resolve the dispute;

(d) the position of the complaining party;

(e) the position of the responding party; and, if applicable,

(f) the efforts of a party to contact a non-responsive party to meet and confer and
submit the joint letter.

No further letter submissions regarding the dispute may be submitted without leave of
Court. All letters should be double-spaced and submitted via CM/ECF, unless such letters
contain information subject to a Discovery Confidentiality Order, in which case they may be
submitted via email to RLS orders@njd.uscourts.gov.

Formal discovery motions may be filed only upon leave of Court and only after the parties
have proceeded in accordance with Local Civil Rules 16.1 and 37.1.

Motions to secure enforcement of a subpoena or to quash a subpoena involving third
parties must be made with notice to the relevant third party.

7. Motions to Amend. Motions to amend must comply with Local Civil Rule 15.1
and shall be accompanied with a proposed amended pleading with black- or red-lined edits that
clearly indicate the proposed changes.

8. Motions to Seal. Motions to seal must comply with Local Civil Rule 5.3(c) and
must include a proposed order and proposed findings of fact and conclusions of law. In addition,
the proposed order must include reference to the docket entries the party seeks to seal. Counsel



shall make every effort to secure the consent of all parties regarding the request to seal and the
movant shall certify as to whether all parties consent in its application.

0. Confidentiality Orders. The parties are encouraged to use the form discovery
confidentiality order found at Appendix S of the Local Civil Rules. If the parties submit their
own version of a confidentiality order, which differs from Appendix S, they must submit: (1) a
clean version of the proposed order that is ready for signature; and (2) an additional version that
shall indicate in what respect(s) it differs from Appendix S by bracketing or striking through
materials to be deleted and underlining materials to be added.

10. Confidential Submissions. Settlement letters and discovery dispute letters
containing information subject to a Discovery Confidentiality Order may be submitted to the
Court via email to RLS orders@njd.uscourts.gov.

11. Pro hac vice Applications. Requests for pro hac vice admission should be made
by informal letter application filed via CM/ECF. The application shall comply with Local Civil
Rule 101.1(c) and include a proposed form of order. The applicant shall set forth whether all
parties consent to the application. Any party opposing an application for pro hac vice admission
must submit a letter stating forth its basis for the opposition within two (2) business days of the
filing of the initial application for admission.

12. Settlement Conferences. Trial counsel as well as persons with full settlement
authority must appear at settlement conferences, unless prior permission has been granted to
participate by telephone. The parties must exchange a demand and offer before the settlement
conference.

Each party shall submit, by email to RLS orders@njd.uscourts.gov, a confidential settlement
memorandum of no more than ten (10) double-spaced pages no later than five (5) business days
before the conference. The settlement memorandum shall: outline the party’s respective
position(s); identify information on what is important to the client and any barriers to settlement;
identify the contemplated terms material to a settlement; and detail the demand(s) and offer(s)
made to date.

If trial counsel and clients do not comply with this Order, the settlement conference may be
canceled or rescheduled and the noncompliant party and/or attorney may be sanctioned, which
may include an assessment of the costs and expenses incurred by those parties who appeared as
directed.

13. Final Pretrial Conferences. The Court conducts final pretrial conferences
pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 16(e). The parties shall contact Chambers for a
model version of the joint final pretrial order applicable to the District Judge assigned to the
matter. The Court expects to engage in meaningful settlement discussions at final pretrial
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conferences. Therefore, trial counsel as well as persons with full settlement authority must attend
the conferences, unless prior permission has been granted to participate by telephone. The Final
Pretrial Conference will proceed even if there are dispositive motions pending.

The parties shall submit, by email and regular mail, one (1) copy of the joint proposed final
pretrial order no later than three (3) weeks before the conference.

If the parties do not comply with this Order, the final pretrial conference may be canceled
or rescheduled and the attorney may be sanctioned, which may include an assessment of the costs
and expenses incurred by those parties who appeared as directed.

/s Rukhsanah L. Singh
RUKHSANAH L. SINGH
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE
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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

Home infusion pharmacy—Settlement at trial

Represented a specialty home infusion pharmacy as plaintiff in a trade secret and
breach of restrictive covenant action in the District of New Jersey. Our team successfully
litigated the case with numerous, critical victories as trial approached. On the first day of
trial, we obtained a significant, favorable settlement for the client.

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.
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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.

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

Supreme Court of New Jersey
District VI Ethics Committee

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
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Judicial Law Clerk
The Hon. Jose L. Linares, Chief U.S.D.J., 20162018

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

Languages

Arabic

Recognitions*

New Leader of the Bar, New Jersey Law Journal, 2025

New Jersey Rising Star, Super Lawyers, 2022—-2023

Rising Star, Rutgers Law School Minority Student Program, 2025

* No aspect of this or any advertisement has been approved by the Supreme Court of New Jersey. For ranking
methodologies, please see here.

Articles
How High Court Recast State Sovereign Immunity In Galette, Law360, 3.18.2026

‘Berk v. Choy’ and the Evolving Gatekeeper Function of Federal Courts, Delaware
Business Court Insider, 2.11.2026

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

The Upward Trajectory: Diverse Perspectives from Private Practice to the Bench,
Leadership Council on Legal Diversity, 3.9.2026

8th Annual Federal Pro Bono Institute CLE Program, Association of the Federal Bar of
New Jersey, 1.21.2026

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
Experts See Immunity Defense Reset After NJ Transit Ruling, 3.9.2026
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
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Honorable Stacey Adams, U.S.M.J. is a United States Magistrate Judge, United States
District Court for the District of New Jersey, Newark Vicinage, and sits in Newark, New
Jersey. She presides over civil and criminal matters ranging from single plaintiff cases to
class actions. Appointed to the federal court in 2024, she formerly served as a New Jersey
Superior Court Judge from 2019-2024, where she sat in the Civil and Family Divisions.

Judge Adams has been a member of the New Jersey Women Lawyers Association, the
District Court of New Jersey Lawyers Advisory Committee, the Association of the Federal
Bar of New Jersey and the Sidney Reitman Employment Law American Inn of Court. Prior to
her judicial service she was a labor and employment lawyer and Partner in Littler
Mendelson, P.C., the largest labor and employment firm in the country. Prior to that she
worked at DeCotiis, Fitzpatrick, Cole & Wisler, LLP and she began her legal career at the
New York City office of Morgan, Lewis & Bockius, LLP.

Judge Adams received her undergraduate degree, magna cum laude, from George
Washington University and her J.D., magna cum laude, from Seton Hall University School of
Law.



Biography for Hon. J. Brendan Day

https://www.bloomberg.com/profile/person/20261657
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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.



