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SUE BEITIA CLERK
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF HAWAII

IN THE MATTER OF ORDER REGARDING AMENDMENT OF
CIVIL LOCAL RULE 99.16.2 OF
THE LOCAL RULES OF PRACTICE
FOR THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT
COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF

HAWATT

The Local Rules of Practice
for the United States District
Court for the District of
Hawaii
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ORDER REGARDING AMENDMENT OF CIVIL LOCAL RULE 99.16.2
OF THE LOCAL RULES OF PRACTICE FOR THE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF HAWATT

Having published a proposed amendment for public
comment and having received and considered such comments, this

court hereby orders that the following Civil Local Rule be

amended:
LR99.16.2 Pretrial Scheduling Orders in Prisoner
Actions
et
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This amendment reflects changes made to the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure effective December 1, 2015 and is

attached hereto. These amendments are effective July 1, 2016.

IT IS SO ORDERED

DATED: June 29, 2016 at Honolulu, Hawaii,
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/s/ J. Michael Seabright
J. Michael Seabright
Chief United States District Judge

E /[s/ Leslie E. Kobayashi

Leslie E. Kobayashi
United States District Judge
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/s/ Derrick K. Watson
Derrick K. Watson
United States District Judge




ORDER REGARDING AMENDMENT OF CIVIL LOCAL RULE 99.16.2 OF THE
LOCAL RULES OF PRACTICE FOR THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR
THE DISTRICT OF HAWAII

LR99.16.2. Pretrial Scheduling Orders in Prisoner Actions.

After an opposing party has entered an appearance by
filing an answer or other response to a complaint, responding to
a petition, or removing an action from the state court, pretrial
scheduling conferences shall be held in pro se prisoner actions
as set forth in LR16.2. Pro se prisoners shall attend such
conferences by telephone pursuant to LR99.16.1. The requirements
for the conference of the parties and planning for discovery as
mandated by FRCP Rule 26 (f) shall not apply to pro se prisoner
actions.

At the conclusion of the scheduling conference, the
judge shall enter a scheduling order as set forth in LR16.3. The
pro se prisoner scheduling order is substantially identical to
that in represented cases as set forth in LR16.3, with the
following exceptions.

(a) All motions filed in pro se prisoner actions shall
be designated as non-hearing motions unless otherwise designated
by the court.

(b) The parties shall serve and file an opposition or
reply to all prisoner motions according to the schedule set forth
in LR7.4, except that the following pro se prisoner motions
require no opposition unless otherwise directed by the court:
motions to proceed in forma pauperis, motions for appointment of
counsel, motions for copies, motions for extension or enlargement
of time, and general requests that would not normally require
input from an opposing party.

(c) When an answer sets forth the affirmative defense
of failure to exhaust prison administrative remedies, pursuant to
42 U.S.C. § 1997e(a), the party asserting that defense shall file
a dispositive motion to that effect within seventy (70) days (ten
weeks) after entry of the scheduling order.



(d) Pursuant to LRS54, any party that has consented in
writing to electronic service and who has waived the right to
personal service shall be deemed served with a pPro se prisoner’s
documents and pleadings, other than service of process, when the
documents or pleadings are entered on the court’s docket through
the court’s transmission facilities in accordance with the
administrative procedures adopted by a general order of this
court. Receipt of Notice of Electronic Filing (“NEF”) generated
by the court’s Electronic Case Files (*ECF”) shall constitute the
equivalent of service of the pro se prisoner’s pleading or other
paper.




