
THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

FORTH WORTH DIVISION 
 
 
DATA MARKETING PARTNERSHIP, LP, et 
al., 
 
 Plaintiffs, 
 
v. 
 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF 
LABOR, et al., 
 
 Defendants. 
 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

 
 
 
 
 
Civil Action No. 4:19-cv-00800-O 
 

 

SECOND JOINT MOTION TO STAY DEADLINES 
FOR 60 DAYS PENDING SETTLEMENT NEGOTIATIONS 

 

Plaintiffs Data Marketing Partnership, LP (“DMP”) and LP Management Services, LLC 

(“LPMS”) and Defendants Department of Labor (“DOL”), Acting Secretary of Department of 

Labor Keith E. Sonderling, in his official capacity only (the “Secretary”) and the United States of 

America (“USA”) respectfully file this Second Motion to Stay all Deadlines for 60 days Pending 

Settlement Negotiations during which the Parties intend to negotiate in good faith to resolve their 

disputes. As set forth below, the Parties state: 

RELEVANT BACKGROUND 
 

1. On April 24, 2026, the Parties submitted a Joint Status Report and Motion for 

Extension of Deadlines (ECF No. 100) to resolve discovery disputes in anticipation of a hearing 

on Defendants’ Motion to Compel. (ECF No. 98). 

2. On April 27, 2026, this Court entered an Order requiring Plaintiff to produce 

documents identified in the Parties’ Joint Status Report by May 8, 2026. (ECF No. 101). The Order 

also set deadlines for the filing of the Parties’ motions for summary judgment thereafter. Id. The 

Court’s Order was based upon the Parties’ Joint Status Report. (ECF No. 100). 
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3. While Plaintiffs have produced some of the documents identified in the Parties’ 

Joint Status Report (ECF No. 100), a dispute remains ongoing as to the completeness of the 

production; however, the Parties believe that postponing the discovery period, as well as the 

remaining deadlines would be conducive to productive settlement negotiations rather than 

diverting the Parties’ attention and resources away from those discussions. Accordingly, on June 

18, 2026, the parties filed a Joint Motion to Stay Deadlines for 60 Days Pending Settlement 

Negotiations (ECF No. 102). 

4. On June 22, 2026, this Court granted the Parties’ Joint Motion to Stay Deadlines 

Pending Settlement Negotiations. (ECF No. 103). This order stayed all deadlines set forth in this 

Court’s April 27, 2026 Order for 60 days up to and including August 21, 2026. 

5. The Parties continue to discuss settlement. Nevertheless, it is unlikely that any 

settlement will be reached before the current deadline of August 21, 2026. Accordingly, settlement 

negotiations would be facilitated by an additional 60-day extension of the August 21, 2026, 

deadline to October 20, 2026.  

LEGAL ARGUMENT 
 

6. A district court has the inherent power to control its own docket, including the 

power to stay proceedings before it. Clinton v. Jones, 520 U.S. 681, 706 (1997) (“The District 

Court has broad discretion to stay proceedings as an incident to its power to control its own 

docket.”); Kirsch Research and Development, LLC v. IKO Industries, Inc., 6:20-cv-00317-ADA, 

2021 WL 4555610, at *1 (W.D. Tex. Oct. 4, 2021). 

7. This court has courteously granted multiple extensions to assist the Parties in 

completing discovery. See Doc. 86 (extending discovery to March 2026); Doc. 90 (extending 

discovery to April 2026); Doc. 101 (extending discovery to June 2026). The court also granted an 

initial 60-day stay while the Parties engaged in settlement discussions. See Doc. 103. 

Case 4:19-cv-00800-O     Document 104     Filed 08/17/26      Page 2 of 4     PageID 2298



8. Now, the Parties seek a second 60-day stay of all deadlines to continue facilitating 

settlement negotiations. At the end of the 60-day stay, the Parties propose 14 days from the end of 

the second stay to resolve ongoing discovery disputes and 30 days from the end of the stay for 

Plaintiffs to file their Motion for Summary Judgment. This proposed stay will not only allow the 

Parties to continue engaging in settlement negotiations but also will preserve the Parties’ ability to 

resolve outstanding discovery disputes and adequately prepare and engage in motion practice 

should settlement efforts not succeed. 

9. Maintaining this procedural safeguard ensures that the Parties can resume litigation 

efficiently, if necessary, while promoting judicial economy and avoiding unnecessary expenditure 

of resources if the settlement efforts do not succeed. 

10. This request is made in good faith, not for purposes of delay, and is intended to support 

the Parties’ efforts to resolve this matter efficiently. The requested extension will not affect any 

scheduled hearings or prejudice any non-parties. No trial date has been set, and the extension is sought 

solely to facilitate ongoing negotiations that may eliminate the need for further litigation. 

11. This request is limited in scope and is not an indefinite request. 

12. The Parties hereby make this request for good cause shown. 

WHEREFORE, the Parties respectfully request this Honorable Court issue an appropriate 

Order staying these proceedings under the conditions set forth above. The Parties further request this 

Honorable Court accept this Joint Motion without a supporting memorandum of law as the grounds 

for granting the Motion are fully stated herein. A proposed Order is submitted via email per the local 

rules for the convenience of this Honorable Court. 
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Dated: August 17, 2026 
 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 

/s/ Allen W. Nelson  
Allen W. Nelson, Esq. (Ga. Bar #537680) 
Jonathan D. Crumly, Esq. (Ga. Bar #199466) 
anelson@clarkhill.com  
jcrumly@clarkhill.com 
Admitted Pro Hac Vice 
CLARK HILL PLC 
3630 Peachtree Road, NE #700 
Atlanta, Georgia 30326 
Telephone : 470-845-0222 
Facsimile : 678-370-4358 
 
 

BRETT A. SHUMATE 
Assistant Attorney General 
 
NOAH T. KATZEN 
Assistant Director  
Civil Division, Federal Programs Branch 
 
/s/ Katheen Carr Jacobs   
KATHLEEN CARR JACOBS 
Trial Attorney 
Texas Bar No. 24091154 
1100 L St. NW   
Washington, D.C. 20005 
Telephone: (202) 598-7615 
Kathleen.C.Jacobs@usdoj.gov 
 
Counsel for Defendants 

Robert G. Chadwick, Jr., Esq. 
Texas Bar No. 04056075 
bob.chadwick@fmglaw.com 
FREEMAN MATHIS & GARY, LLP 
7160 North Dallas Parkway, #625 
Plano, Texas 75024 
Telephone: 469-895-3003 
Facsimile: 888-356-3602 
 
Counsel for Plaintiffs 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT  
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS  

FORT WORTH DIVISION 

DATA MARKETING PARTNERSHIP, LP  
and LP MANAGEMENT SERVICES, LLC 

§ 
§ 
§ 

  

Plaintiffs, 
v. 

§ 
§ 
  

  § CIV. ACTION NO. 4:19-cv-00800-O 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF §   
LABOR, et al., § 

§ 
  

Defendants. §   
  §    

PROPOSED ORDER 
 

AND NOW, this day of __ 2026, upon consideration of the Parties’ Second Joint  

Motion to stay all deadlines for 60 days pending settlement negotiations, it is hereby DECREED and 

ORDERED that the Motion is GRANTED and all deadlines as of the entry of this Order shall be stayed 

for sixty (60) days from the date of this Order. 

Therefore, the Court enters the following scheduling Order: 

1. All deadlines in this case set in the Court’s April 27, 2026 Order are stayed for 60 

additional days up through and including the ____ day of , 2026. 

2. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if and when the stay is lifted, all other deadlines 

previously set in the Court’s April 27, 2026 Order, shall be reset by the Court with the discovery period 

to conclude 14 days after the date the stay is lifted and summary judgment motion practice to commence 

with Plaintiffs’ opening brief 30 days after the date the stay is lifted. 

3. Defendants will then have 45 days to file their opposition to Plaintiffs’ motion for summary 

judgment consolidated with Defendants’ cross-motion for summary judgment and Plaintiffs will have 15 

days to file their reply brief in support of their motion for summary judgment consolidated with their 

opposition to Defendants’ cross motion for summary judgment.  
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______________________________ 
Reed O’Connor 
CHIEF UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 

 
 

Agreed as to Form and Substance: 
/ s /  A l l e n  W .  N e l s o n   
Allen W. Nelson, Esq. (Ga. Bar #537680) 
Jonathan D. Crumly, Esq. (Ga. Bar #199466) 
anelson@clarkhill.com  
jcrumly@clarkhill.com  
Admitted Pro Hac Vice 
CLARK HILL PLC 
3630 Peachtree Road, NE #700 
Atlanta, Georgia 30326 
Telephone : 470-845-0222 
Facsimile : 678-370-4358 

Robert G. Chadwick, Jr., Esq. Texas 
Bar No. 04056075 
bob.chadwick@fmglaw.com 
FREEMAN MATHIS & GARY, LLP 
7160 North Dallas Parkway, #625 
Plano, Texas 75024 
Telephone: 469-895-3003  
Facsimile: 888-356-3602 

Counsel for Plaintiffs 

BRETT A. SHUMATE  
Assistant Attorney General 
 
NOAH T. KATZEN 
Assistant Director 
Civil Division, Federal Programs Branch 

/s/ Katheen Carr Jacobs 
KATHLEEN CARR JACOBS 
Trial Attorney 
Texas Bar No. 24091154 
1100 L St. NW 
Washington, D.C. 20005 
Telephone: (202) 598-7615 
Katie.Jacobs@usdoj.gov  

Counsel for Defendants 
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