IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY,ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, CHANCERY DIVISION
SHELDON LANGER, RONALD M. YERMACK,
LANCE R. GOLDBERG, ROBERT PROSI,
GERALD PETROW, individually on behalf of
themselves and all others similarly situated,
Plaintiffs,

)

No.2014 CH 00829

)
)

Calendar 6

)
)
)

v

CME GROUP, INC., a Delaware Corporation; THE
BOARD OF TRADE OF THE CITY OF
CHICAGO, INC., a Delaware Corporation,
Defendants.

)
)
)

Honorable Celia G. Gamrath Presiding

)

)
)
)
)

JTIRY TRIAL DEMANDED

STIPULATION AND AGRT,ED ORDER

1.

According to the Coufi's Order dated October 8, 2020 Plaintiffs are expected to

submit their Reply to Defendants' Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion for Class Certification ("Replv
Papers") on or before November 6,2020.

2.

Plaintiffs anticipate the possibility that their Reply and supporting materials may

include information that has been designated by Defendants as Confidential Information under the
Agreed Confidentiality Order dated November 2,2015.

3.
accordance

To promote the orderly sealing of appropriated designated materials, and,
with Paragraph 8 of the Agreed Confidentiality Order, the Parties shall follow

in

the

following procedure:
a.

On or before November 6, 2020, Plaintiffs will serve (but not file) complete,
unredacted copies of their Reply Papers. Plaintiffs will also submit complete,
unredacted courtesy copies of their Reply Papers to the Court.

b.

By November 10, 212},Defendants shall identify any information in Plaintiffs' Reply
Papers that Defendants contend should be sealed.

c.

By November 12,2020,Plaintiffs shall advise Defendants of any disagreements with
Defendants' sealing proposal.

1

The Parties shall meet and confer regarding any disagreements on November 13,

d.

2020.

At the

Status Hearing on November 18, 2020 at I :00 p.m., Defendants shall identify
those portions of the Plaintiffs Reply papers that they propose to be sealed (by
agreement or otherwise). The Court will accordingly enter an appropriate sealing

e.

order.

4.

Upon entry of the Court's sealing order, Plaintiffs shall file corresponding redacted

and sealed unredacted copies of their Reply Papers with the Clerk of the Circuit Court.

5.

in addition, to comprehensively address the points raised in Defendants' opposition to

Plaintiffs' motion for class certification, Plaintiffs request an extension to 23 pages for their Reply
memorandum. Plaintiffs have discussed this request with Defendants, and they do not object.
Accordingly, Plaintiffs' request to file a Reply memorandum of up to 23 pages is GRANTED.

6. The court reminds the parties that court proceedings and filings are meant to be open,
transparent, and public, and no document shall be sealed or redacted absent compelling reasons. The

parties' own self-assessment as to what portions of the record shall be sealed or redacted is not
binding on the court. Further, any document, whether designated confidential or previously sealed or
redacted,

will likely be unsealed and lose its designation as confidential if offered

as an exhibit or

evidence at trial or hearing of a dispositive motion.

SO ORDERED this 5 day of November 2020
Judge

Prepared by:
Suyash Agrawal
Massey & Gail LLP (Cook County Firm No. 56232)
50 E. Washington Street, Suite 400
Chicago, Illinois 60602
(312) 283-1590 main
sagrawal @m asseygail. com
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Gamrath

