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Cct 6 1988
+ Qct 6 1988

. Cct 6 1988

[oct 13 1986

!Dec 5 1988
|
|Dec 5 1988

1Dec 22 1988
t
i

jDec 28 1988
f

lJan 9 1989
3

I
Jan 10 19891

J an 17 1989

;Jan 25 1989

Jan 25 1989,

%Eeb‘ 15 1989
Feb 27 1989
Mar: 10 1989

Kar: 31 1989

Filing fee of $60 paid by plaintiff.

One separately bound vol ume of exhibits to the conpl aint
filed.

Noti ce of assignnment to Judge Eric G Bruggi nk
filed. Copy to parties.

Def endant' s notice of appearance filed. Service: 10/ 13/88.
Defendant's answer filed. Service: 12/5/88.

Defendant's notion for a scheduling order re filing of adm n-
istrative record filed. Service: 12/5/88. GRANTED I N PART: SEE
ORDER ENTERED MAR 10 1989.

Plaintiff's response to notion for scheduling order re admnistra-
tive record and cross-motion for scheduling order re adm nistra-
tive record filed. Service: 12/22/88. GRANTED IN PART: SEE
ORDER ENTERED MAR 10 1989.

Plaintiff's notion to strike affirmative allegations from

defendant's answer filed. Service: 12/28/88.

SEE ORDER OF NOVEMBER 29, 1989.
Defendant's reply in support of its notion for a scheduling order
re: admnistrative record and opposition to plaintiff's cross-
notion filed. -Service: 1/9/89.

Defendant's motion for extension of time (to 30 days after date
of the filing of the admnistrative record) to respond to
plaintiff's notion to strike filed. Service: 1/10/89.

ALLOAED: JAN 17 1989.

Joint notion for enlargenment of tine (60 days after filing of admn, redi
to file the joint prelimnary status report filed.
ALLONED: JAN 18 1989.

Plaintiff''s motion for leave to file its reply in support. of
cross-motion for scheduling order,;. etc.. out: of time filed.
Service: 1/24/89. ALLOMNED: JAN 25 1989.

Plaintiff's reply in support of its cross-notion for scheduling
order rj; admnistrative record filed.

Order entered scheduling oral argument.. Copy to parties..

O der entered re further proceedings. Copy to parties.

O der entered superseding the.2/27/89;: granting in part . parties'.,
notions of 12/5/88 & 12/22/88 with defendant. to file a certified
copy of the admnistrative record by April 10; 1989.. Copy to
parties.

Transcri pt. of  proceedi ngs: (1. vol une): taken. at. \ashi ngton,. D.C..,.
on February 24, 1989, filed. Notice to parties..

-. CONTI'NUED ON PACE THREE -
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DaTe PROCEEDINGS Br uggi nk

Apr 14 1S89 | Defendant's motion for leave to file motion for enlargenent
out of time, and notion for enlargenent of tinme (to April 17,

1989) to file the adninistrative record filed.

Service: 4/13/89. ALLONED Apr 17 1989.

Apr 17 1989 Defendant's notion for enlargenent of time (to April 19, 1989)
to file the adninistrative record filed by |eave of the Judge.
Service: 4/14/89. ALLONED: Apr 17 1989.

Apr 19 1989 Defendant's notion for leave to file only one copy of the
adm ni strative record etc. filed. Service: 4/19/89.
ALLONED: APR 20 1989.

Apr 20 1989 Defendant's certification of admnistrative record, index to
adm nistrative record, and ten boxes of docunents fil ed.

Apr 20 1989 | Order entered directing plaintiff to file its response to the
y

adm ni strative record May 10, 1989 with defendant to reply
by May 25, 1989. Copy to parties.

May 8 1989 Defendant's nmotion for |eave to have enpl oyee insert itens into the
adm ni strative record, to have enployee check out originals of
exhibits VTI-625, -Aa and -Ab, file one copy of Addendumto Part V3
of adm nistrative record and give notice of corrections to its
previous filings filed. Service: 5/4/89. ALLOAED: MNAY 10 1989.

May 10 1989| Defendant's addendumto part VII of the Admi nistrative Record
(contained in one box) filed.

May 12 1989| Plaintiff's notion excepting to admnistrative record filed by

defendant filed by |eave of the Judge. Service: 5/10/89.

: SEE CPIN ON OF OCTCBER 2, 1989.

May 25 1989 | Plaintiff's nmotion for leave to file copies of itens 586, 650,
and the remainder of a copy of itemof Part IV of the Adm n.

Record; to file corrected copies of index to Part 1V and table

of additional itens; and to reserve right to take exception to

contents of Addendumto Part VII of the Adnmin. Record filed by

| eave of the Judge. Service: 5/24/89.

SEE CPINION OF CBER 2, 1989.

May 25 1989 O der entered waiving the requirenment of filing of copies

of the adnministrative record or any proposed addition.
Copy to parti es.

May 26 1989 Defendant's response to plaintiff's notion excepting to
admnistrative record filed. Service: 5/25/8S. '

May 31 1989 Joint prelimnary status report filed. /

Jun 2 1989 Plaintiff's reply to response to notion excepting to admnistrative
record etc. filed. Service: 6/2/89.

Jun 8 1989 Order entered scheduling oral argument on notion excepting to
adm ni strative record; -s."directing defendant £6"file-its notion to

di smiss 60 days after filing of administrative record. Copy to
parties.

- CONTINUED ON PAGE FOR -
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Jun 21 1989 | Defendant's notion for |leave to oive notice of recent decision
filed. Service.by hand: 6/20/89" ALLOWED. JUU 26 1989. Plaintiff
may respond on or before July 7, 1989. No reply.

Jul 5 1989 Judge's order scheduling oral argunent filed. Copy to parties.

Jul 5 1989 Plaintiff's response to defendant's notion for |eave to give
notice filed. Service: 7/5/89.

Judge's order allowing plaintiff to file an affidavit by
Aug 22 1989 | septenmber 1, 1989, with defendant allowed to file a responsive
affidavit within 10 days of service filed. Copy to parties.

Plaintiff's nmotion for leave to file out of time the -
Sep 5 1989 affidavit of WlliamC \Walsh filed. Service: 9/5/89.
ALLOVWED: SEP 7 1989.

Sep 7 1989 Affidavit of WIlliam C. Walsh filed.

Sep 19 1982 Defendant's response to plaintiff's affidavit filed.
Service: S/18/89.

Sep 21 1989 Transcri pt of proceedings (1 volume) taken at Washington, D.C.,
on August 22, 1989, filed. Notice to parties.

Sep 26 1989 Plaintiff's notion to strike response to affidavit filed.
Service: 9/26/89. DEN ED: SEP 27 1989.

Oct 2 1989 Judge's opinion allowing plaintiff's notion for leave filed May 25,
1989; and granting in part and denying in part plaintiff's notion
excepting to adm nistrative record; permtting plaintiff to substitute
l egible copies of materials; directing defendant to file its notion to
di smi ss by Novenmber 15, 1989, or its notion for summary judgnent by
Decenber 1, 1989; and directing defendant to respond to notion to
strike affirmative allegations by October 30, 1989, filed. Copy to
parties.

| Cct 30 1989 Def endant's response to notion to strike filed.
Service: 10/30/89.

Nov 13 1989 Plaintiff's reply to response to notion to strike filed.
Service: 11/13/89.

Nov 15 1989 Def endant's notion for enlargenent of tinme (to Novenmber 22, 1989)
to file its notion to dismss filed. Service: 11/14/89.

ALLOWED: NOV 16 1989. '

Nov 15 1989 Def endantes notion to enter attached order supplenenting the
provi sions of Rule 56 filed. Service: 11/14/89.

ALLOWED: SEE ORDER ENTERED: NOV 17 1989.

Nov 17 1989 Order supplementing Rule 56(d) filed. Copy to parties.

NOTE; Each proposed findings to be on separate page; statenment of
genui ne issues shall be docunent consisting of proposed finding
with response typed under it; and a reply to statenent may be filed
consi sting of proposed finding, response, and reply thereto as

i ndi cated above. Rule 12 notions may have proposed findings.

Nov 22 1989 Def endant's - notion to dismss filed together with a one vol ume

: appendi x. Service: 11/22/89.

Page of Pages - CONTINIJED ON PAGE FIVE - , ] A OFFICE : 1963 863 '{on'
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Nov 22 1989 Def endant's proposed findings of uncontroverted fact filed.
Service: 11/22/89.

Nov 29 1989 Judge's order denying plaintiff's nmotion to strike affirmative
al l egations from defendant's answer fil ed. Copy to parties.

Dae 19 1989 Plaintiff's notion for enlargement of tinme (to January 25,

1990) to respond to notion to dismss filed. Service: 12/19/89.
ALLOWED: DEC 20 -1989.
Jan 25 1990 Plaintiff's cross nmotion to declare the final adverse ruling
null and void fil ed. See brief for service.
DENI ED: SEE OPI NI ON DATED JULY 13, 1990.

Jan 25 1990 Plaintiff's brief in opposition to notion to dismss and
in support of its cross notion, etc., together with two
separately bound vol unes of appendix filed. Service: 1/25/90.

Jan 25 1990 Plaintiff's proposed findings of uncontroverted facts filed.
See brief for service.

Jan 25 1990 Plaintiff's response to defendant's proposed findings of
uncontroverted fact filed. See brief for service.

Feb 1 1990 Defendant's nmotion to suspend proceedings on plaintiff's
cross-motion until after ruling on motion to dismss filed.
Service: 1/31/90. SEE ORDER OF FEBRUARY 13, 1S90.

Feb 6 1990 Def endant's motion for leave to give notice of citation
forms filed. Service: 2/5/90. ALLOVED: FEB 7 T990.

Feb 7 1990 Order entered scheduling a phone conference. Copy to parties.

Feb 8 1990 Plaintiff's opposition to nmotion to suspend proceedi ngs on
plaintiff's cross-notion filed. Service: 2/8/90.

Feb 8 1990 Def endant's notion for enlargenent of tine (to February 26, 1990)

A to file its reply brief filed. Service: 2/8/90.
ALLOWED: FEB 9 1990.

Feb 13 1990 Judge's order granting defendant's notion to suspend proceedings
on plaintiff's cross-motion; directing plaintiff to file a
suppl enmental response to defendant's proposed findings of fact
by February 23, 1990, with the date for filing defendant's
reply brief to run from service of the supplemental filing;
directing defendant to respond to plaintiff's proposed findings
as part of its reply; allowing plaintiff to reply within L7
days of service; and scheduling oral argument filed. Copy
to parties.

Feb 16 1990 Plaintiff's supplenental response to defendant's proposed
findings of uncontroverted fact fil ed. Service. by
hand: 2/16/90.

Mar 2 1990 Def endant's nmotion for enlargenment of tinme (to March 9, 1990)

to file its reply brief filed. Service: 3/2/90.
ALLOWED: MAR 5 1990.

- CONTINUED ON PAGE SI X - Page of  Pages
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Mar 9 1990 Def endant's notion for enlargement of time (to March 12, 1990)

to file its reply brief filed. Service: 3/9/90.

ALLOVED: MAR 12 1990.

Mar 12 1990 Defendant's reply brief filed together with a one volunme appendi x.
Service: 3/12/90..

Mar 12 1990 Defendant's reply to responses to proposed findings of
uncontroverted fact fil ed. Service: 3/12/90.

Mar 12 1990 Def endant's responses to proposed findings of uncontroverted
fact filed. Service: 3/12/90.

Mar 20 1990 pefendant's notion for leave to make correction in its reply
brief filed. Service: 3/19/90. ALLOVED: MAR 26 1990.

Mar 29 1990 Plaintiff's reply to responses to proposed findings of
uncontroverted fact filed together with a one volune appendi x.
Service: 3/29/90.

Apr 11 1990 Order entered scheduling oral argunent. Copy to parties.

May 8 1990 Order entered deﬁyi ng defendant's notion to dism ss; and allow ng
plaintiff's oral motion to file its supplenent to its cross-
motion by My. 22, 1990 with defendant to respond 30 days after
service and - plaintiff to reply 14 days after service. Copy

to parties.

May 18 1990 Transcript of proceedings (1 volume) taken at Washi ngton, D.C.,
on May 7, 1990, filed. Notice to parties.

fs:mmm; May 22 1990 Plaintiff's supplenmental brief in support of its cross-
motion filed together with a two volume appendi x.
Service: 5/22/90.

May 22 1990 Plaintiff's proposed findings of uncontroverted fact fil ed.
Service: 5/22/90.

May 25 1990 Judge's order directing parties to file an original and one copy
of all future briefs or appendices to other filings filed. Copy
to parties.

Jun 21 1990 Def endant's opposition to plaintiff's "cross-notion" filed.
Service: 6/21/90.

Jun 21 1990 Def endant's responses to plaintiff's proposed findi ngs of
uncontroverted fact (Second set) filed. Service: 6/20/90.

I
Jul 5 1990 Plaintiff's reply to-defendant *s opposition to its cross-notion
filed. Service: 7/5/90.

Jul 5 1990 Plaintiff's reply to response to its proposed findings of
uncontroverted fact fil ed. Service: 7/5/90.

Jul 13 1990 Opi nion entered denying plaintiff's 1/25/90 notion to declare
the final adverse ruling null and void; and directing parties

to file a joint status report by July 27, 1990. Copy to
parties.

- CONTI NUED ON PAGE SEVEN -
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Jul 27 1S90

Aug 8 1990

Cct 15 1990

Cct 15 1990
Dec 14 1990

Dec 14 1990

Dec 14 1990

Dec 18 1990

Dec 27 1990

Jan 7 1991
Jan 14 1991

Jan 14 1991

Jan 18 1991

Jan 31 1991
Jan 31 1991
Jan 31 1991

May 30 1991

Joint status report filed by defendant. Service: 7/27/90.

O der entered adopting the schedule in the 7/27/90 status
report ie: plaintiff tofile its brief, proposed findings
of fact, and docunentary appendi x by Cctober 15, 1990;
defendant to file its brief, proposed findings, responses
to proposed findings, and appendi x 60 days after service
of plaintiff's brief; plaintiff to file its reply brief
and responses to proposed findings, reply to responses to
proposed findings, and any suppl emental docunentary
appendi x 45 days after service. Page limtation on breifs
are a follows: 80/80/40. Copy to parti es.

Plaintiff's brief filed together with a four vol ume appendi x.
Servi ce: 10/15/90 by hand.

Plaintiff's proposed findings of uncontroverted fact filed.
Service: 10/15/90 by hand.

Defendant's notion for enlargement of tinme (to January 14,
smyE~Ar»wWAEAN BT ete filed  geryice: 12/13/90.

Plaintiff's opposition to motion for enlargenent of tine
filed. Service: 12/14/90.

Defendant's reply to opposition to notion for enlargenent of
time filed. Service: 12/14/90.
O der granting defendant's 12/14/90 noti on;

plaintiff's reply brief be filed by June 17,
Copy to parties.

Defendant's nmotion to withdraw its objections to

5/8/89 notion to include comercialismsubmssion in the
admnistrative record filed. Service: 12/26/90.

DENI ED: 1/ 16/ 91 SEE ENDORSEMENT ON MOTI ON.

Def endant's notice of appearance filed. Service: 1/4/91.
Plaintiff's opposition to notion for |eave to give notice
of withdrawn objection filed. Service: 1/14/91.

Defendant's nmotion for enlargenent of tinme (to January 21,

1991) to file reply brief filed. Service: 1/11/91.
ALLONED: 1/16/91.

Defendant's notion for enl argenment of tine §t0 January 31,
1991) to file brief and other subm ssions fil ed.

Service: 1/1/7/91. ALLOMNED over opposition. -
requests for extensions may be fil ed. i
subm ssion on plaintiff's counsel
1/ 24/ 91. ,

Defendant's brief on the merits filed together with a two vol une
appendi x. Service: 1/31/91 by hand.

Def endant's proposed findings of fact fil ed.
hand.

Def endant's responses to proposed findings of fact filed.
Service: 1/31/91 by hand.

Def endnat's notice of
Servi ce: 5/29/19.
CONTI NUED

and directing
1991 fil ed.

No. further
Service of defendant's
must be by hand delivery:

Servi ce:

1/31/91 by

rel ated case (91-1176T) fil ed.

ON PAGE 8
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Jun 17 1981} Plaintiff's reply brief; appendix tc reply brief; replies to
responses to proposed findings of feet; responses to proposed
findings of fact; appendix of administrative record volunmes 1-3;
appendi x of admi nistrative record volunme 4; and admi nistrative
record exhibit 111-351 (contained in 7 separate volunes) filed.
Service: 6/17/91.

Juu 28 1991 | Order scheduling oral argument filed. Copy to parties.

Sep 4 1991 | Order vacating 6/28/91 order; and rescheduling oral argunent filed.
Copy to parties.

Sep 9 1991 Plaintiff's motion to supplenment the administrative record
filed. Service: 9/ 6/91. SEE ORDER ENTERED MAY 26 1992. DENI ED.

Sep 16 1S91| Defendant's motion to strike notion to supplenent the administrative
record and supporting brief filed. Servi ce: 9/ 13/ 91.
DENI ED AS MOOT BY ORDER ENTERED MAY 26 1992.

Sep 20 1991 | plaintiff's opposition to défendant's motion to strike, etc. filed.
Service by hand;- 9/20/91.
e

Oct 1 1991 | Defendant's" reply to plaintiff's opposition to motion to strike filed.
Service: 9/30/91.

Qct 15 1991 |—Order entered directing parties to file supplenmental briefs
which are not to exceed 20 pages by Novenber 12, 1991. Copy to
pasti es.

Cct 16 1991 Transcript of proceedings (1 vol.) taken at Washington, DC on
October 11, 1991, filed. Notice to parties.

Ry

Cct 24 1991 Suppl emental information submtted by the United States filed.
Service: 10/23/91.

Nov 12 1991 Def endant's suppl emental brief filed. Servi ce: 11/12/91.

Nov 12 1991 Plaintiff's supplenmental brief filed. Servi ce: 11/12/91.

Nov 21 ii)9l %ﬁ%'ﬁvsﬁééo&f&% rw 2félfggz.Servi ce: 11/20/91,

Dec 4 1991 Plaintiff's notion to strike allegations fron defendant's notion
to strike filed. Servi ce: 12/ 4/91. GRANTED BY ORDER ENTERED MAY 26,

1992.
Dae 4 1S91 Plaintiff's opposition to defendant's nmotion to strike; and brief in
support of its motion to strike filed. service: 12/4/S1. |/

Dec 11 1991 Def endant's opposition to nmotion tc strike filed
Service: 12/11/91.

Dec 11 1951 Defendant s reply to response to its notion to strike filed.
Service: =2/1i/9=%.

Dec 20 1991 | Plaintiff's reply briaf filed Sec.ce. 12/20/9i.

(continued on page 9)
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26 1992
26 1992

May

May
My 26 1992

Jun 8 1992

Jun 25 1992
Jun 29 1992

Jul 10 1992

Jul 15 1992

Jul 21 1992

Jul 30 1992

Aug 4 1992

Aug 13 1992

My 4 1993

Bill

Def endant's bill

def endant .

O der entered on four procedural

Plaintiff's notice of appeal
CAF.C'[$105 fee paid.] CAFC #92-5155.

of Costs filed.

Mandat e of CAFC dated, My 3,
dains decision filed.

pi nion entered directing di sm ssal
to parties.

Judgenent entered that the conpl aint
def endant .

Judgnent entered that the conplaint
Copy to parties.

Plaintiff's objections to defendant's bill
Service: 7/10/92.

Defendant's reply in support of its bill of costs filed.
Service: 7/15/92.

O der entered vacating the judgnent of My 26,
parties. '

of Costs filed.
fi.l ed.

1993,

not i ons.

of the conplaint.

is dismssed.

is dismssed.

Plaintiff's motion for leave to file response to reply

support of its Bill
ALLONED: AUG 13 '1992.

Servi ce:

1992.

Copy to parties.

Copy

Costs to

VACATED. SEE CRDER OF 7/21/92.

Cost to

of costs fil ed.

in

7/ 30/ 92.

Copy to defendant and

Copy to

Plaintiff's response to defendant's reply in support of its

affirmng Court of Federal

Copy to Judge.

Copy to parties.
Plaintiff's notion for reconsideration (Rule 59) of the May 26,
1992 opinion filed. Service: 6/5/92.
of costs filed. Service: 6/25/92.
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