








































































U.S. DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF COLORADO 

CIVIL JUSTICE REFORM ACT 
ADVISORY GROUP 

ATTORNEY SURVEY RESPONSE N = 119 
SEPTEMBER 1994 

Topic Number 1: The meeting 0: parties required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(f). 

1 a. The number of experiences you have had with the meeting of the parties 
required by Rule 26(f): __ 

o 1 2 3 5 5+ 

5 .28 .25 fl./ 9 1,2.., 

1 b. In general, does the meeting of the parties help the litigation process? 

i7 Yes 

No 

Has had no impact 

1 c. Does this change help to increase the pace of litigation? 

5" Yes 

39 No 

had no impact 

1 d. Does this change help to reduce the cost of litigation? 

aO Yes 

'19 No 

gO Has had no impact 

1 e. Additional comments or explanations: 

APPENDIX E - 1 



Topic Number 2: The recent changes to Fed. R. elv. P. 26(a)(1) regarding 
pleading with particularity. 

2a. Have the recent changes to Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(a)(1) regarding pleading 
with particularity caused you to do any of the following: 
{please check one of the following] 

2, 0 Draft pleadings with more particularity. 

2, 0 Draft pleadings with less particularity. 

~ 7 0 No change in the methods used to draft pleadings. 

2b. In general, do these changes help the litigation process? 
{please check one of the fol/owing] 

33 0 Yes. 

32.. 0 No. 

48' 0 Has had no impact. 

2c. Do these changes help to increase the pace of litigation? 

,q 0 Yes. 

if" 0 No. 

If 7 0 Has had no impact. 

2d. Do these changes help to reduce the cost of litigation? 

10 0 Yes. 

54- 0 No. 

t.ftf 0 Has had no impact. 

2e. Additional comments or explanations: 

APPENDIX E - 2 



Topic Number 3: Holding the scheduling conference within 90 days after the 
. first defendant's appearance (Fed. R. elv. P. , 6(b». 

3a. The number of experiences you have had since December 1, 1993 with 
Rule 16 scheduling conferences: __ 

0 1 2 3 4 5 5+ 

Lf. 2/p 17 17 lip q 17 
Number held within 90 days after the first defendant's appearance: _ 

0 1 2 3 4 5 5+ 

5 2.~ 23 /Ip 9 ~ 12 
Number held more than 90 days after the first defendant's appearance: __ 

o 
3fp 

1 

IIp 
2 
7 

3 

I 
4 

I 
5 

o 
5+ 

~ 

3b. In general, does holding the scheduling conference within 90 days after 
the first defendant's appearance help the litigation process? [please 
check one of the following] 

<&'3 0 Yes. 

,g 0 No. 

J Lf- 0 Has had no impact. 

3c. Does this change help to increase the pace of litigation? 

71 0 Yes. 

21 0 No. 

I g 0 Has had no impact. 

3d. Does this change help to reduce the cost of litigation? 

zLf 0 Yes. 

ttq 0 No. 

'11 0 Has had no impact. 

3e. Additional comments or explanaliqps: 

APPENDIX E - 3 



Topic Number 14: The elimination of ·palring· of district Judges and magistrate Judges. 

14a. The number of experiences you have had with the elimination of "pairing" 
of district judges and magistrate judges: __ 

o 1 2 3 4 5 5+ 
5~ J I to 4- 13 S 9 

14b. In general. does the elimination of "pairing" of judges and magistrate 
judges help the litigation process? {please check one of the following] 

/8 0 Yes. 

/1 0 No. 

£fO 0 Has had no impact. 

14c. Does this change help to increase the pace of litigation? 

12 0 Yes. 

17 0 No. 

tfD 0 Has had no impact. 

14d. Does this change help to reduce the cost of litigation? 

/0 0 Yes. 

17 0 No. 

Lf/ 0 Has had no impact. 

14e. Additional comments or explanations: 
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