
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

 FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF WISCONSIN 

  
 

STIFEL, NICOLAUS & COMPANY, INC., 

STIFEL FINANCIAL CORP.,  

SAYBROOK FUND INVESTORS, LLC (successor to  

SAYBROOK TAX EXEMPT INVESTORS, LLC), 

LDF ACQUISITION, LLC,  

WELLS FARGO BANK, N.A. and  

GODFREY & KAHN, S.C.,       ORDER 

 

Plaintiffs, 13-cv-372-wmc 

 

v. 

 

LAC DU FLAMBEAU BAND OF LAKE 

SUPERIOR CHIPPEWA INDIANS and 

LAKE OF THE TORCHES ECONOMIC 

DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION, 
 

Defendants. 
 

 
A telephonic scheduling conference was held today in the above-captioned matter.  

Plaintiffs Stifel, Nicolaus & Company, Inc. and Stifel Financial Corp. appeared by attorneys 

Brian Cahill and David Turek; plaintiffs Saybrook Fund Investors, LLC, LDF Acquisition, 

LLC and Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. appeared by Charles Bergen and Laura McNally; plaintiff 

Godfrey & Kahn, S.C. appeared by Eric Pearson and James Clark; and defendants appeared 

by Paul Jacquart, Timothy Hansen, Vanya Hogen and Jessica Intermill.  The court set the 

following schedule: 

 A hearing will be held on the merits of defendants’ assertion of sovereign immunity 

and plaintiff’s motion for preliminary injunction on March 14, 2014, at 9:00 a.m.    

 A telephonic pre-hearing will be held February 28, 2014, at 3:00 p.m.  Plaintiffs are to 

initiate that call.  
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 The parties are to disclose the witnesses they may call to testify at the March 14th 

hearing, if any,  as follows: 

o Plaintiffs’ principal witnesses by February 21, 2014; 

o Defendants’ witnesses by February 25, 2014; and 

o Plaintiffs’ rebuttal witnesses by noon on February 28, 2014.   

 Any motions in limine shall be filed not later than February 21, 2014, with any 

response due not later than February 25, 2014.   

 The stay of discovery currently in place in this case shall be lifted on February 12, 

2014.  The court expects the parties to work cooperatively to expedite any 

reasonable discovery request but is available on short notice to settle any disputes 

that may arise.  Preferably, though in an appropriate circumstance not necessarily, 

the parties should raise any such dispute by written motion. 

 Entered this 24th day of January, 2014. 

 

      BY THE COURT: 

 

      /s/ 

      __________________________________ 

      WILLIAM M. CONLEY 

      District Judge 

 


