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UNITED STATES JUDICIAL PANEL
on 


MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION


FIRST AMENDMENT TO THE HEARING SESSION ORDER
AND ATTACHED SCHEDULE FILED DECEMBER 18, 2014


IT IS ORDERED that the Hearing Session Order and attached Schedule filed by the United
States Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation on December 18, 2014, are amended to add the
following action on Schedule B (matters designated for consideration without oral argument) of the
Schedule for the hearing session on January 29, 2015, in Miami, Florida.


MDL No. 2165 – IN RE: ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT SECTION 4 DEADLINE
LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Brad Hutchinson, et al., to transfer the following action to the United
States District Court for the District of District of Columbia; and opposition of MDL No. 2165
plaintiffs the Center for Biological Diversity and WildEarth Guardians to the separation and remand
of certain claims in the following action:


Northern District of Oklahoma


HUTCHISON, ET AL. V. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, ET AL., 
    C.A. No. 4:14-00509


FOR THE PANEL:


                                   
Jeffery N. Lüthi 
Clerk of the Panel
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UNITED STATES JUDICIAL PANEL
on


MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION
 


NOTICE OF HEARING SESSION


Pursuant to the order of the United States Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation filed today,
notice is hereby given that a hearing session has been scheduled to consider various matters
under 28 U.S.C. § 1407. 


DATE OF HEARING SESSION:          January 29, 2015


LOCATION OF HEARING SESSION: Wilkie D. Ferguson, Jr. U.S. Courthouse
                                                                  Ceremonial Courtroom 13-3, 13th Floor  
                                                        400 North Miami Avenue 
                                                            Miami, Florida  33128       
                                                                                                             
TIME OF HEARING SESSION:  In those matters designated for oral argument, counsel
presenting oral argument must be present at 8:00 a.m. in order for the Panel to allocate the
amount of time for oral argument.  Oral argument will commence at 9:30 a.m.


SCHEDULED MATTERS:  Matters scheduled for consideration at this hearing session are listed 
on the enclosed Hearing Session Order and Schedule of Matters for Hearing Session. 


• Section A of this Schedule lists the matters designated for oral argument and 
includes all actions encompassed by Motion(s) for transfer filed pursuant to 
Rules 6.1 and 6.2.  Any party waiving oral argument pursuant to Rule 11.1(d) 
need not attend the Hearing Session. 


• Section B of this Schedule lists the matters that the Panel has determined to 
consider without oral argument, pursuant to Rule 11.1(c).  Parties and 
counsel involved in these matters need not attend the Hearing Session.  


ORAL ARGUMENT:  The Panel carefully considers the positions advocated in filings with the
Panel when it allocates time to attorneys presenting oral argument.  The Panel, therefore, expects
attorneys to adhere to those positions (including those concerning an appropriate transferee
district).  Any change in position should be conveyed to Panel staff before the beginning of oral
argument.  Where an attorney thereafter advocates a position different from that conveyed to
Panel staff, the Panel may reduce the allotted argument time and decline to hear further from that
attorney.
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For those matters listed on Section A of the Schedule, the "Notice of Presentation or Waiver of 
Oral Argument" must be filed in this office no later than January 12, 2015.  The procedures 
governing Panel oral argument (Panel Rule 11.1) are attached.  The Panel strictly adheres to
these procedures.  


FOR THE PANEL:


Jeffery N. Lüthi
Clerk of the Panel


           
          cc:  Clerk, United States District for the Southern District of Florida  
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UNITED STATES JUDICIAL PANEL
on


MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION


HEARING SESSION ORDER


The Panel issues the following orders in connection with its next hearing session,


IT IS ORDERED that on January 29, 2015, the Panel will convene a hearing session 
in Miami, Florida, to consider the matters on the attached Schedule under 28 U.S.C. 
§ 1407.


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Panel may, on its own initiative, consider transfer
of any or all of the actions in those matters to any district or districts.


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Panel will hear oral argument on the matters listed
on Section A of the attached Schedule, unless the parties waive oral argument or unless the Panel 
decides to dispense with oral argument pursuant to Panel Rule 11.1(c).


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Panel will consider without oral argument the
matters listed on Section B of the attached Schedule pursuant to Panel Rule 11.1(c).  The Panel
reserves the prerogative, on any basis including submissions of parties pursuant to Panel Rule
11.1(c), to designate any of those matters for oral argument.  


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk of the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict
Litigation shall direct notice of this hearing session to counsel for all parties involved in the
matters on the attached Schedule.


      PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION


                    _________________________________                         
                              Sarah S. Vance 
                                   Chair


                                                   Marjorie O. Rendell Charles R. Breyer 
Lewis A. Kaplan     R. David Proctor      


                            Ellen Segal Huvelle Catherine D. Perry    
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SCHEDULE OF MATTERS FOR HEARING SESSION
January 29, 2015 !! Miami, Florida


SECTION A
MATTERS DESIGNATED FOR ORAL ARGUMENT


(This schedule contains only those civil actions listed in the Schedule(s) of Actions submitted with the docketed
motion(s) for transfer. See Panel Rules 6.1 and 6.2. In the event these dockets are centralized, other actions of which
the Panel has been informed may be subject to transfer pursuant to Panel Rule 7.1.)


MDL No. 2593 - IN RE: MINUTE MAID POMEGRANATE BLUEBERRY FLAVORED
JUICE BLEND MARKETING AND SALES PRACTICES LITIGATION


Motion of defendants The Minute Maid Company and The Coca-Cola Company to
transfer the following actions to the United States District Court for the Central District of
California:


Central District of California


SAEIDAIN v. THE COCA COLA COMPANY, C.A. No. 2:09!06309


Northern District of Florida


STANSFIELD, ET AL. v. MINUTE MAID COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 4:14!00290


MDL No. 2594 ! IN RE: DIRECTV, INC., FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT (FLSA) AND
WAGE AND HOUR LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiffs to transfer the following actions to a single United States District
Court: 


Central District of California


JONES, ET AL. v. DIRECTV, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:13!08108
ADDISION, ET AL. v. DIRECTV, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:13!08109


District of Colorado


SAIS v. DIRECTV, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!02050


District of Connecticut


GRETTLER, ET AL. v. DIRECTV, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!01052
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Northern District of Illinois


ANAYA, ET AL. v. DIRECTV, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!05703


District of Maryland


HALL, ET AL. v. DIRECTV, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!02355


District of Minnesota


SCHMIDT, ET AL. v. DIRECTV, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 0:14!03000


District of New Jersey


DEMARCO, ET AL. v. DIRECTV, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!04623


Southern District of New York


 MULLINGS, ET AL. v. DIRECTV, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!05743


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


FIELDS, ET AL. v. DIRECTV, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:14!04427


Eastern District of Wisconsin


MCCAFFERY, ET AL. v. DIRECTV, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:14!00877


MDL No. 2595 ! IN RE: COMMUNITY HEALTH SYSTEMS, INC., CUSTOMER DATA
SECURITY BREACH LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiffs Denise B. Alverson, et al., to transfer the following actions to the
United States District Court for the Northern District of Alabama:


Northern District of Alabama


ALVERSON, ET AL. v. COMMUNITY HEALTH SYSTEMS, INC., ET AL.,
C.A. No. 2:14!01620


Southern District of Mississippi


LAWSON, ET AL. v. COMMUNITY HEALTH SYSTEMS, INC., ET AL.,
C.A. No. 3:14!00712
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District of New Mexico


BRITO v. COMMUNITY HEALTH SYSTEMS PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!00929


Middle District of Pennsylvania


ROMAN v. COMMUNITY HEALTH SYSTEMS, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!01705


Southern District of West Virginia


GLAH, ET AL. v. COMMUNITY HEALTH SYSTEMS, INC., ET AL., C.A.
No. 2:14!25783


MDL No. 2596 ! IN RE: IMPULSE MONITORING, INC., HUMANA
INTRAOPERATIVE MONITORING SERVICES CLAIMS AND
EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME SECURITY ACT (ERISA)
LITIGATION


Motion of defendant Humana Health Plan, Inc., to transfer the following actions to the
United States District Court for the Western District of Tennessee or, in the alternative, to the
United States District Court for the Northern District of Georgia:


Northern District of Georgia


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!01637


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!01639


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!01640


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!01641


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!01642


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!01643


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!01644


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!01645


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!01646
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IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!01647


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!01649


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!01650


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!01651


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!01652


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!01653


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!01654


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!01655


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!01656


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!02039


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!02053


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!02054


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!02056


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!02058


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!02059


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!02060


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!02061


District of Minnesota


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC., ET AL. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC.,
ET AL., C.A. No. 0:14!01815


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 0:14!02146
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Eastern District of North Carolina


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 5:14!00327


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 5:14!00328


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 5:14!00329


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 7:14!00103


Western District of North Carolina


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 2:14!00021


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 3:14!00296


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 3:14!00297


District of South Carolina


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN INC., 
C.A. No. 3:14!02052


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN INC., 
C.A. No. 3:14!02280


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN INC., 
C.A. No. 4:14!02050


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN INC., 
C.A. No. 4:14!02154


Eastern District of Tennessee


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC.,
C.A. No. 3:14!00250


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 3:14!00313


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 3:14!00314
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Middle District of Tennessee


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 2:14!00055


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 3:14!01253


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 3:14!01254


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 3:14!01407


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 3:14!01438


Western District of Tennessee


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!01124


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!01125


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!01131


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!01158


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:14!02514


Western District of Texas


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 3:14!00207


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 3:14!00215


Western District of Virginia


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 6:14!00017


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 7:14!00308
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Northern District of West Virginia


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC. v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 3:14!00050


IMPULSE MONITORING, INC.  v. HUMANA HEALTH PLAN, INC., 
C.A. No. 3:14!00051


MDL No. 2598 ! IN RE: NARCONON DRUG REHABILITATION MARKETING,
SALES PRACTICES, AND PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiffs David Welch, et al., to transfer the following actions to the United
States District Court for the District of Nevada:


Central District of California


LOVETT v. ASSOCIATION OF BETTER LIVING AND EDUCATION 
INTERNATIONAL, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:14!06430


NORD!SHAFER, ET AL. v. ASSOCIATION OF BETTER LIVING
AND EDUCATION INTERNATIONAL, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:14!06438


Northern District of California


O'CONNELL, ET AL. v. NARCONON OF NORTHERN
CALIFORNIA, ET AL., C.A. No. 5:14!02660


Southern District of California


ESTRADA, ET AL. v. NARCONON FRESH START, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!00586
AMATO v. NARCONON FRESH START, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!00588
BURCHETT, ET AL. v. NARCONON FRESH START, ET AL., 


C.A. No. 3:14!01678
KELLER, ET AL. v. NARCONON FRESH START, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!02168
HENNING, ET AL. v. NARCONON FRESH START, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!02379


District of Colorado


MOTT, ET AL. v. NARCONON FRESH START, C.A. No. 1:14!01293
MATTHYS, ET AL. v. NARCONON FRESH START, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!01304
LEVY v. NARCONON FRESH START, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!01591
VAIRO, ET AL. v. NARCONON FRESH START, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!02748
COURSON, ET AL. v. NARCONON FRESH START, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!02768
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District of Nevada


WELCH, ET AL. v. NARCONON FRESH START, C.A. No. 2:14!00167
TARR, ET AL. v. NARCONON FRESH START, C.A. No. 2:14!00283
GEANACOPULOS, ET AL. v. NARCONON FRESH START, ET AL.,  


C.A. No. 2:14!00629
YATES, ET AL. v. NARCONON FRESH START, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:14!00837
WINCHELL, ET AL. v. NARCONON FRESH START, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:14!00851
MCCLURE, ET AL. v. NARCONON FRESH START, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:14!00995
TINO, ET AL. v. NARCONON FRESH START, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:14!01083
KOSLOW, ET AL. v. NARCONON FRESH START, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:14!01588
MARTIN, ET AL. v. NARCONON FRESH START, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:14!01599


MDL No. 2599 ! IN RE: TAKATA AIRBAG PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiffs Craig Dunn, et al., to transfer the following actions to the United
States District Court for the Southern District of Florida:


Central District of California


TAKEDA, ET AL. v. TAKATA CORPORATION, ET AL., 
C.A. No. 2:14!08324


ARCHER v. TAKATA CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:14!08447


Southern District of Florida


DUNN, ET AL. v. TAKATA CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!24009
BONET, ET AL. v. TAKATA CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!24087


Eastern District of Michigan


MORRIS, ET AL. v. TAKATA CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:14!14209


MDL No. 2600 ! IN RE: PROTEGRITY CORPORATION AND PROTEGRITY USA,
INC., PATENT LITIGATION


Motion of Protegrity Corporation and Protegrity USA, Inc., to transfer the following
actions to the United States District Court for the District of Connecticut:


Northern District of California


PROTEGRITY CORP. v. INFORMATICA CORP., C.A. No. 3:14!02588
SKYHIGH NETWORKS, INC. v. PROTEGRITY CORP., C.A. No. 3:14!03151
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SQUARE, INC. v. PROTEGRITY CORP., C.A. No. 3:14!03423
PROTEGRITY CORP. v. DATAGUISE, INC., C.A. No. 3:14!04283


Southern District of California


IPS GROUP, INC. v. PROTEGRITY CORP., C.A. No. 3:14!00075


District of Connecticut


PROTEGRITY CORP. v. PERSPECSYS USA, INC., C.A. No. 3:13!01383
PROTEGRITY CORP. v. PRIME FACTORS, INC., C.A. No. 3:13!01384
PROTEGRITY CORP. v. TRUSTWAVE HOLDINGS, INC., C.A. No. 3:13!01409
PROTEGRITY CORP. v. AJB SOFTWARE DESIGN, INC., C.A. No. 3:13!01484
PROTEGRITY CORP. v. TOKENEX, LLC, C.A. No. 3:13!01719
PROTEGRITY CORP. v. EPICOR SOFTWARE CORP., C.A. No. 3:13!01781
PROTEGRITY CORP. v. SHIFT4 CORP., C.A. No. 3:13!01802
PROTEGRITY CORP., ET AL. v. CORDURO, INC., C.A. No. 3:14!01076
SHIFT4 CORPORATION v. PROTEGRITY CORP., C.A. No. 3:14!01427


Northern District of Oklahoma


TOKENEX, LLC v. PROTEGRITY CORP., C.A. No. 4:14!00445


District of Oregon


PRIME FACTORS, INC. v. PROTEGRITY USA, INC., C.A. No. 6:14!00476


Northern District of Texas


TRANSFIRST, LLC v. PROTEGRITY CORP., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!02727
CORDURO, INC. v. PROTEGRITY CORP., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!02990


MDL No. 2601 ! IN RE: CONVERGENT OUTSOURCING, INC., FAIR DEBT
COLLECTION PRACTICES ACT (FDCPA) LITIGATION


Motion of defendant Convergent Outsourcing, Inc., to transfer the following actions to the
United States District Court for the Southern District of Texas:


Middle District of Florida


RIFFLE v. CONVERGENT OUTSOURCING, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 6:14!01181
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Northern District of Illinois


MCMAHON v. GALAXY ASSET PURCHASING, LLC, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!05257


Western District of Pennsylvania


WHALEN v. CONVERGENT OUTSOURCING, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:14!01519


District of South Carolina


ALDRICH v. CONVERGENT OUTSOURCING, INC., C.A. No. 7:14!03456


Southern District of Texas


KEETON v. CONVERGENT OUTSOURCING, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!00131
KEETON v. CONVERGENT OUTSOURCING, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!00132


MDL No. 2602 ! IN RE: RUST!OLEUM RESTORE MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES
AND PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Motion of defendant Rust-Oleum Corporation to transfer the following actions to the
United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois:


Northern District of Illinois


MCCAIN, ET AL. v. RUST!OLEUM CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!04852
SHOGREN, ET AL. v. RUST!OLEUM CORPORATION, C.A. No. 1:14!08058


District of Maryland


WEBBER, ET AL. v. RUST!OLEUM CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!02248


Southern District of New York


FERNANDEZ v. RUST!OLEUM CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 7:14!08857


Eastern District of North Carolina


LEONARD, ET AL. v. RUST!OLEUM CORPORATION, C.A. No. 7:14!00259


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


CADY, ET AL. v. RUST!OLEUM CORPORATION, C.A. No. 5:14!06156
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MDL No. 2603 ! IN RE: GENERAL ELECTRIC CAPITAL CORPORATION THOMAS
PETTERS INVESTMENT LITIGATION


Motion of defendant General Electric Capital Corporation to transfer the following 
actions to the United States District Court for the District of Minnesota:


Southern District of Florida


MUKAMAL v. GENERAL ELECTRIC CAPITAL CORPORATION, 
Bky. Adv. No. 9:12!01979


Northern District of Illinois


GECKER v. GENERAL ELECTRIC CAPITAL CORPORATION, 
C.A. No. 1:14!08447


District of Minnesota


GREENPOND SOUTH, LLC v. GENERAL ELECTRIC CAPITAL CORPORATION,
C.A. No. 0:14!01214


Southern District of New York


RITCHIE CAPITAL MANAGEMENT, LL., ET AL. v. GENERAL ELECTRIC
CAPITAL CORPORATION, C.A. No. 1:14!08623


MDL No. 2604 ! IN RE: CARIBBEAN CRUISE LINE, INC., TELEPHONE CONSUMER
PROTECTION ACT (TCPA) LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiffs David Izsak, et al., to transfer the following actions to the United
States District Court for the Southern District of Florida:


Southern District of Florida


IZSAK, ET AL. v. CARIBBEAN CRUISE LINE, INC., C.A. No. 0:14!62231


Northern District of Illinois


GORDON v. CARIBBEAN CRUISE LINE, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!05848
IOSELLO v. CARIBBEAN CRUISE LINE, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!06118


Eastern District of New York


JACKSON v. CARIBBEAN CRUISE LINE, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:14!02485
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SECTION B
MATTERS DESIGNATED FOR CONSIDERATION WITHOUT ORAL ARGUMENT


MDL No. 875 ! IN RE: ASBESTOS PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION (NO. VI)


Opposition of defendants CBS Corporation; Saint-Gobain Abrasives, Inc.; Sepco
Corporation; Honeywell International, Inc.; Dana Companies, LLC; Crane Co.; Cameron
International Corporation; and Cummins, Inc., to remand, under 28 U.S.C. § 1407(a), of the
following action to the United States District Court for the Southern District of Alabama:


Southern District of Alabama


PRESLEY v. BILL VANN COMPANY, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:11!00444


MDL No. 2165 ! IN RE: ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT SECTION 4 DEADLINE
LITIGATION


Motion of defendants United States Department of the Interior, S.M.R. Jewell, The United
States Fish and Wildlife Service, Daniel Ashe, Gary Frazer, and Jontie Aldrich to transfer the
following action to the United States District Court for the District of District of Columbia:


Northern District of Oklahoma


THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA, ET AL. v. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
ET AL., C.A. No. 4:14!00123


MDL No. 2265 ! IN RE: COUNTRYWIDE FINANCIAL CORP. MORTGAGE!BACKED
SECURITIES LITIGATION


Motion of defendant Countrywide Securities Corporation to transfer the following action
to the United States District Court for the Central District of California:


Eastern District of Virginia


COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA EX REL. INTEGRA REC LLC v.
COUNTRYWIDE SECURITIES CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!00706


-12-
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MDL No. 2272 ! IN RE: ZIMMER NEXGEN KNEE IMPLANT PRODUCTS LIABILITY
LITIGATION


Opposition of defendants Zimmer, Inc.; Zimmer Holdings, Inc.; and Zimmer Surgical,
Inc., f/k/a Zimmer Orthopaedic Surgical Products, Inc., to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois:


Western District of Wisconsin


SOBOTTKA v. ZIMMER SURGICAL, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!00800


MDL No. 2286 ! IN RE: MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., TELEPHONE
CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT (TCPA) LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs Adeline Vales and Henry Gaddis to transfer of their respective
following actions to the United States District Court for the Southern District of California:


Northern District of Georgia


VALES v. MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!02590


Northern District of Texas


GADDIS v. MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., C.A. No. 3:14!03661


MDL No. 2326 ! IN RE: BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORP. PELVIC REPAIR SYSTEM           
                 PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION 


Opposition of plaintiffs Anita L. Zurliene, et al., to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Southern District of West Virginia:


Southern District of Illinois


ZURLIENE, ET AL. v. KOTSIKAS, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!01293


MDL No. 2327 ! IN RE: ETHICON, INC., PELVIC REPAIR SYSTEM PRODUCTS
LIABILITY LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs Cheryl Pemberton, et al.; Helen Huston, et al.; Rose Kraft, et al.;
Brenda Kroll, et al.; Teresa Evans, et al.; and Nadine Seymour, et al., to transfer of their
respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Southern District of West
Virginia:


Western District of Missouri


PEMBERTON, ET AL. v. ROBERTS, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!05150


-13-
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Northern District of Texas


HUSTON, ET AL. v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!03465
KRAFT, ET AL. v. ETHICON, INC., C.A. No. 3:14!03467
KROLL, ET AL. v. ETHICON, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!03955


Southern District of Texas


EVANS, ET AL. v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 4:14!02800
SEYMOUR, ET AL. v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 4:14!02804


MDL No. 2331 ! IN RE: PROPECIA (FINASTERIDE) PRODUCTS LIABILITY
LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Kyle Michelson to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Eastern District of New York:


Central District of California


MICHELSON v. RICHARD RASSMAN, M.D., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:14!07486


MDL No. 2419 ! IN RE: NEW ENGLAND COMPOUNDING PHARMACY, INC.,
PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Oppositions of defendants Anonymous Health Care Provider 1, Anonymous Health Care
Provider 4, Anonymous Health Care Provider 5, Anonymous Medical Clinic, and Anonymous
M.D., to transfer of their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the
District of Massachusetts:


Northern District of Indiana


HOSEA, ET AL. v. UNIFIRST CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!01878


Southern District of Indiana


ALLEN v. ANONYMOUS HEALTH CARE PROVIDERS 1!8, C.A. No. 3:14!00119


-14-
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MDL No. 2428 ! IN RE: FRESENIUS GRANUFLO/NATURALYTE DIALYSATE
PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs Nyree Burris, et al.; Paula Bodnar, et al.; Paul Cook, et al.;
Lahoma Schultz, et al.; Joy Nicholson, et al.; Joseph Laskowski, et al.; Claire Hawk, et al.; and
Linda Huffman, et al., and defendants Renal Treatment Center-West, Inc.; and Chris M. Sholer,
M.D., to transfer of their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the
District of Massachusetts:


Western District of Oklahoma


BURRIS, ET AL. v. FRESENIUS USA, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:14!01065
BODNAR, ET AL. v. FRESENIUS USA, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:14!01083
COOK, ET AL. v. FRESENIUS USA, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:14!01104
SCHULTZ, ET AL. v. FRESENIUS USA, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:14!01113
NICHOLSON, ET AL. v. FRESENIUS USA, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:14!01114
LASKOWSKI, ET AL. v. FRESENIUS USA, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:14!01154
HAWK, ET AL. v. FRESENIUS USA, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:14!01162
HUFFMAN, ET AL. v. FRESENIUS USA, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:14!01191


MDL No. 2434 ! IN RE: MIRENA IUD PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Tyana Anderson and defendant Bayer HealthCare Pharmaceuticals
Inc., to transfer the following action to the United States District Court for the Southern District
of New York:


District of New Jersey


ANDERSON v. BAYER HEALTHCARE PHARMACEUTICALS, INC., ET AL.,
C.A. No. 2:14!05607


MDL No. 2478 ! IN RE: CONVERGENT TELEPHONE CONSUMER PROTECTION
ACT (TCPA) LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs Phillip Adkins and Guy Manning and defendant T-Mobile USA,
Inc., to transfer of the Adkins and Manning actions to the United States District Court for the
District of Connecticut and motions of defendant Convergent Outsourcing, Inc., to transfer the
Phan and Dietz actions to the United States District Court for the District of Connecticut:


Middle District of Florida


PHAN v. COVERGENT OUTSOURCING, INC., C.A. No. 3:14!00084
ADKINS v. T!MOBILE USA, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 8:14!02554


-15-
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District of Nevada


MANNING v. CONVERGENT OUTSOURCING, INC., C.A. No. 2:14!01633


Western District of Washington


DIETZ v. CONVERGENT OUTSOURCING, INC., C.A. No. 3:14!05838


MDL No. 2543 ! IN RE: GENERAL MOTORS LLC IGNITION SWITCH LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Karen Bloom to transfer of the Bloom action to the United States
District Court for the Southern District of New York and motion of defendant General Motors
LLC for reconsideration of the Panel’s order vacating conditional transfer order of the Morgan
action:


Western District of Louisiana


MORGAN, ET AL. v. GENERAL MOTORS LLC, C.A. No. 5:14!01058


Middle District of Pennsylvania


BLOOM v. GENERAL MOTORS LLC, C.A. No. 3:14!01903


MDL No. 2545 ! IN RE: TESTOSTERONE REPLACEMENT THERAPY PRODUCTS
LIABILITY LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs Cheryl Hoholek, et al., and Sylvester Hebron, et al., to transfer of
their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Northern District of
Illinois:


Northern District of Indiana


HOHOLEK, ET AL. v. ABBVIE, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:14!00405


Eastern District of Missouri


HEBRON, ET AL. v. ABBVIE INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:14!01910


-16-
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MDL No. 2557 ! IN RE: AUTO BODY SHOP ANTITRUST LITIGATION


Opposition of defendant Farm Bureau Town & Country Insurance Company of Missouri 
to transfer of the Concord Auto Body, Inc. action to the United States District Court for the
Middle District of Florida, and motion of defendant Progressive Hawaii Insurance Company to
transfer the Price's Collision Center, LLC, action to the United States District Court for the
Middle District of Florida:


Eastern District of Missouri


CONCORD AUTO BODY, INC. v. STATE FARM MUTUAL AUTOMOBILE
INSURANCE COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 4:14!01857


Middle District of Tennessee


PRICE'S COLLISION CENTER, LLC v. PROGRESSIVE HAWAII INSURANCE 
CORPORATION, C.A. No. 3:12!00873


-17-
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RULE 11.1: HEARING SESSIONS AND ORAL ARGUMENT


(a) Schedule. The Panel shall schedule sessions for oral argument and consideration of other
matters as desirable or necessary. The Chair shall determine the time, place and agenda for each hearing
session. The Clerk of the Panel shall give appropriate notice to counsel for all parties. The Panel may
continue its consideration of any scheduled matters.


(b) Oral Argument Statement. Any party affected by a motion may file a separate statement
setting forth reasons why oral argument should, or need not, be heard. Such statements shall be captioned
"Reasons Why Oral Argument Should [Need Not] Be Heard" and shall be limited to 2 pages.


(i) The parties affected by a motion to transfer may agree to waive oral argument. The
Panel will take this into consideration in determining the need for oral argument.


(c) Hearing Session. The Panel shall not consider transfer or remand of any action pending in a
federal district court when any party timely opposes such transfer or remand without first holding a
hearing session for the presentation of oral argument. The Panel may dispense with oral argument if it
determines that:


(i) the dispositive issue(s) have been authoritatively decided; or
(ii) the facts and legal arguments are adequately presented and oral argument would not


significantly aid the decisional process.


Unless otherwise ordered, the Panel shall consider all other matters, such as a motion for reconsideration,
upon the basis of the pleadings.


(d) Notification of Oral Argument. The Panel shall promptly notify counsel of those matters in
which oral argument is scheduled, as well as those matters that the Panel will consider on the pleadings.
The Clerk of the Panel shall require counsel to file and serve notice of their intent to either make or waive
oral argument. Failure to do so shall be deemed a waiver of oral argument. If counsel does not attend oral
argument, the matter shall not be rescheduled and that party's position shall be treated as submitted for
decision on the basis of the pleadings filed. 


(i) Absent Panel approval and for good cause shown, only those parties to actions who
have filed a motion or written response to a motion or order shall be permitted to
present oral argument.


(ii) The Panel will not receive oral testimony except upon notice, motion and an order
expressly providing for it.


(e) Duty to Confer. Counsel in an action set for oral argument shall confer separately prior to
that argument for the purpose of organizing their arguments and selecting representatives to present all
views without duplication. Oral argument is a means for counsel to emphasize the key points of their
arguments, and to update the Panel on any events since the conclusion of briefing.


(f) Time Limit for Oral Argument. Barring exceptional circumstances, the Panel shall allot a
maximum of 20 minutes for oral argument in each matter. The time shall be divided among those with
varying viewpoints. Counsel for the moving party or parties shall generally be heard first.
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UNITED STATES JUDICIAL PANEL
on


MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION


FIRST AMENDMENT TO THE HEARING SESSION ORDER 
AND ATTACHED SCHEDULE FILED OCTOBER 21, 2015


IT IS ORDERED that the Hearing Session Order and attached Schedule filed by the Judicial
Panel on Multidistrict Litigation on October 21, 2015, are amended to update the following matter
on Section B of the Schedule for the hearing session on December 3, 2015, in New Orleans,
Louisiana.  


MDL No. 2327 - IN RE: ETHICON, INC., PELVIC REPAIR SYSTEM
PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION:


Strike:


Central District of California


BUCHANAN v. JOHNSON AND JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15-05315
CARMONA v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15-05317
ORSI v. JOHNSON AND JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15-05371
ROBINSON v. JOHNSON AND JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15-05382
SKELTON v. JOHNSON AND JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15-05385


and insert in lieu thereof, 


Eastern District of Arkansas 


VICKIE SKELTON v. ETHICON, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:15-00648 


Eastern District of California 


ROBINSON v. JOHNSON AND JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15-01601 


Southern District of Florida 


SARA CARMONA v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15-23913 


Eastern District of Missouri 


FLORENCE BUCHANAN v. JOHNSON AND JOHNSON, ET AL., 
C.A. No. 1:15-00184 


(Continued.....)
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Western District of Washington 


MARY ORSI v. JOHNSON AND JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15-05754 


FOR THE PANEL:


                                   
Jeffery N. Lüthi 
Clerk of the Panel


-2-
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UNITED STATES JUDICIAL PANEL
on


MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION
 


NOTICE OF HEARING SESSION


Pursuant to the order of the United States Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation filed today,
notice is hereby given that a hearing session has been scheduled to consider various matters
under 28 U.S.C. § 1407. 


DATE OF HEARING SESSION:          December 3, 2015


LOCATION OF HEARING SESSION: Hale Boggs Federal Building
        United States Courthouse
                                                                     Courtroom C-501, 5th Floor
                                                                     500 Poydras Street


New Orleans, Louisiana  70130 
                                
TIME OF HEARING SESSION:  In those matters designated for oral argument, counsel
presenting oral argument must be present at 8:00 a.m. in order for the Panel to allocate the
amount of time for oral argument.  Oral argument will commence at 9:30 a.m.


SCHEDULED MATTERS:  Matters scheduled for consideration at this hearing session are listed 
on the enclosed Hearing Session Order and Schedule of Matters for Hearing Session. 


• Section A of this Schedule lists the matters designated for oral argument and 
includes all actions encompassed by Motion(s) for transfer filed pursuant to 
Rules 6.1 and 6.2.  Any party waiving oral argument pursuant to Rule 11.1(d) 
need not attend the Hearing Session. 


• Section B of this Schedule lists the matters that the Panel has determined to 
consider without oral argument, pursuant to Rule 11.1(c).  Parties and 
counsel involved in these matters need not attend the Hearing Session.  


ORAL ARGUMENT:  The Panel carefully considers the positions advocated in filings with the
Panel when it allocates time to attorneys presenting oral argument.  The Panel, therefore, expects
attorneys to adhere to those positions (including those concerning an appropriate transferee
district).  Any change in position should be conveyed to Panel staff before the beginning of oral
argument.  Where an attorney thereafter advocates a position different from that conveyed to
Panel staff, the Panel may reduce the allotted argument time and decline to hear further from that
attorney.
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For those matters listed on Section A of the Schedule, the "Notice of Presentation or Waiver of 
Oral Argument" must be filed in this office no later than November 16, 2015.  The procedures 
governing Panel oral argument (Panel Rule 11.1) are attached.  The Panel strictly adheres to
these procedures.  


FOR THE PANEL:


Jeffery N. Lüthi
Clerk of the Panel


           
          cc:  Clerk, United States District for the Eastern District of Louisiana  
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UNITED STATES JUDICIAL PANEL
on


MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION


HEARING SESSION ORDER


The Panel issues the following orders in connection with its next hearing session,


IT IS ORDERED that on December 3, 2015, the Panel will convene a hearing session 
in New Orleans, Louisiana, to consider the matters on the attached Schedule under 28 U.S.C. 
§ 1407.


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Panel may, on its own initiative, consider transfer
of any or all of the actions in those matters to any district or districts.


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Panel will hear oral argument on the matters listed
on Section A of the attached Schedule, unless the parties waive oral argument or unless the Panel
later decides to dispense with oral argument pursuant to Panel Rule 11.1(c).


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Panel will consider without oral argument the
matters listed on Section B of the attached Schedule pursuant to Panel Rule 11.1(c).  The Panel
reserves the prerogative, on any basis including submissions of parties pursuant to Panel Rule
11.1(c), to designate any of those matters for oral argument.  


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk of the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict
Litigation shall direct notice of this hearing session to counsel for all parties involved in the
matters on the attached Schedule.


      PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION


                    _________________________________                         
                              Sarah S. Vance 
                                   Chair


                                                   Marjorie O. Rendell Charles R. Breyer 
Lewis A. Kaplan     Ellen Segal Huvelle      


                            R. David Proctor  Catherine D. Perry    
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SCHEDULE OF MATTERS FOR HEARING SESSION
December 3, 2015 !! New Orleans, Louisiana


SECTION A
MATTERS DESIGNATED FOR ORAL ARGUMENT


(This schedule contains only those civil actions listed in the Schedule(s) of Actions submitted with the docketed
motion(s) for transfer. See Panel Rules 6.1 and 6.2. In the event these dockets are centralized, other actions of which
the Panel has been informed may be subject to transfer pursuant to Panel Rule 7.1.)


MDL No. 2665 ! IN RE: MCCORMICK & COMPANY, INC., PEPPER PRODUCTS
     MARKETING AND SALES PRACTICES LITIGATION


Motion of defendant McCormick & Company, Inc., to transfer the following actions to
the United States District Court for the District of Maryland:


Eastern District of California


MARSH v. MCCORMICK & COMPANY, INC., C.A. No. 2:15!01625


Southern District of California


BUNTING, ET AL. v. MCCORMICK & COMPANY, INC., C.A. No. 3:15!01648


District of Minnesota


WATKINS INCORPORATED v. MCCORMICK AND COMPANY, INC., 
    C.A. No. 0:15!02688


Eastern District of New York


DUPLER v. MCCORMICK & COMPANY, INC., C.A. No. 2:15!03454


MDL No. 2666 ! IN RE: BAIR HUGGER FORCED AIR WARMING DEVICES
PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff William Lichlyter to transfer the following actions to the United
States District Court for the District of Minnesota:


Northern District of Alabama


RHOTON, ET AL. v. 3M COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!01306


Eastern District of Arkansas


EDWARDS v. 3M COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 4:15!00465
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District of Kansas


JOHNSON v. 3M COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:14!02044


District of Minnesota


LICHLYTER v. 3M COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 0:15!03139
NAYLOR v. 3M COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 0:15!03140
NOTTINGHAM v. 3M COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 0:15!03141
SCHACKMANN v. 3M COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 0:15!03142
REED v. 3M COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 0:15!03143
GRUSHESKY v. 3M COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 0:15!03328
LIBBY v. 3M COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 0:15!03329
WILLIAMS v. 3M COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 0:15!03331
ROSTEN v. 3M COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 0:15!03338


Northern District of Ohio


KENT, ET AL. v. 3M COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!01661


Southern District of Texas


WALTON v. 3M COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 4:13!01164


MDL No. 2667 ! IN RE: MEDICAL INFORMATICS ENGINEERING, INC.,
                           CUSTOMER DATA SECURITY BREACH LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Terri Greulich to transfer the following actions to the United States
District Court for the Southern District of California:


Southern District of California


GREULICH v. MEDICAL INFORMATICS ENGINEERING, INC., 
C.A. No. 3:15!01750


Northern District of Indiana


YOUNG, ET AL.  v. MEDICAL INFORMATICS ENGINEERING, INC., 
     C.A. No. 1:15!00197
HILL, ET AL. v. MEDICAL INFORMATICS ENGINEERING, INC., 


 C.A. No. 1:15!00204
POOL v. MEDICAL INFORMATICS ENGINEERING, INC., C.A. No. 1:15!00209
JONES v. MEDICAL INFORMATICS ENGINEERING, INC., C.A. No. 1:15!00215
HARRIS v. MEDICAL INFORMATICS ENGINEERING, INC., C.A. No. 1:15!00225


 - 2 -
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Southern District of Indiana


HAYES, ET AL. v. MEDICAL INFORMATICS ENGINEERING, INC.,
C.A. No. 1:15!01308


District of Kansas


SCHUTTLER v. MEDICAL INFORMATICS ENGINEERING, INC., 
 C.A. No. 2:15!09210


Western District of Washington


MOORE v. MEDICAL INFORMATICS ENGINEERING, INC., C.A. No. 3:15!05595


MDL No. 2668 ! IN RE: NATIONAL FOOTBALL LEAGUE'S "SUNDAY TICKET"          
               ANTITRUST LITIGATION 


Motion of plaintiff Ninth Inning Inc. d/b/a The Mucky Duck to transfer the following
actions to the United States District Court for the Central District of California:


Central District of California


ABRAHAMIAN v. NATIONAL FOOTBALL LEAGUE, INC., ET AL.,
 C.A. No. 2:15!04606


NINTH INNING, INC. v. NATIONAL FOOTBALL LEAGUE, INC., ET AL.,
 C.A. No. 2:15!05261


ROOKIES SPORTS CAFE, L.L.C., ET AL. v. NATIONAL FOOTBALL LEAGUE,
 INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05813


1465 3RD AVE. REST. CORP. v. NATIONAL FOOTBALL LEAGUE, INC.,
ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06145


MAIN STREET AMERICA LTD. v. NATIONAL FOOTBALL LEAGUE, INC.,
ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06402


Southern District of New York


8812 TAVERN CORP. D/B/A BENCH SPORTS BAR, ET AL. v. NATIONAL
FOOTBALL LEAGUE, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!06771


 - 3 -


Case MDL No. 1672   Document 65   Filed 10/21/15   Page 6 of 28







MDL No. 2669 ! IN RE: ASHLEY MADISON CUSTOMER DATA SECURITY BREACH
LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Jane Doe to transfer the following actions to the United States District
Court for the Eastern District of Missouri:


Northern District of Alabama


DOE v. AVID LIFE MEDIA, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 6:15!01464


Central District of California


 DOE v. AVID LIFE MEDIA, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06405
 DOE 1, ET AL. v. AVID LIFE MEDIA, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 8:15!01347


Eastern District of Missouri


DOE v. AVID LIFE MEDIA, INC., C.A. No. 4:15!01132


Northern District of Texas


DOE v. AVID LIFE MEDIA, INC., C.A. No. 3:15!02750


MDL No. 2670 ! IN RE: PACKAGED SEAFOOD PRODUCTS ANTITRUST
LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Olean Wholesale Grocery Cooperative, Inc., to transfer the following
actions to the United States District Court for the Southern District of California:


Northern District of California


AFFILIATED FOODS, INC. v. TRI!UNION SEAFOODS, LLC, ET AL., 
C.A. No. 3:15!03815


PIGGLY WIGGLY ALABAMA DISTRIBUTING CO., INC. v. BUMBLE BEE
FOODS, LLC, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!03906


Southern District of California


OLEAN WHOLESALE GROCERY COOPERATIVE, INC., ET AL. v. BUMBLE
BEE FOODS LLC, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!01714


PACIFIC GROSERVICE, INC. v. BUMBLE BEE FOODS LLC, ET AL., 
C.A. No. 3:15!01791


YOUNGBLOOD v. BUMBLE BEE FOODS LLC, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!01863


 - 4 -


Case MDL No. 1672   Document 65   Filed 10/21/15   Page 7 of 28







CAPITOL HILL SUPERMARKET v. BUMBLE BEE FOODS LLC, ET AL., 
C.A. No. 3:15!01867


MATTHEWS v. BUMBLE BEE FOODS LLC, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!01878
WALNUM v. BUMBLE BEE FOODS LLC, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!01887


Southern District of Mississippi


HARVESTERS ENTERPRISES, LLC v. BUMBLE BEE FOODS LLC, ET AL.,
C.A. No. 3:15!00628


MDL No. 2671 ! IN RE: QUEST INTEGRITY USA, LLC, ('874) PATENT LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Quest Integrity USA, LLC, to transfer the following actions to the
United States District Court for the District of Delaware:


District of Delaware


QUEST INTEGRITY USA LLC v. CLEAN HARBORS INDUSTRIAL SERVICES 
INC., C.A. No. 1:14!01482


QUEST INTEGRITY USA LLC v. COKEBUSTERS USA INC., C.A. No. 1:14!01483


Western District of Washington


QUEST INTEGRITY USA, LLC v. A.HAK INDUSTRIAL SERVICES US, LLC,
C.A. No. 2:14!01971


MDL No. 2672 ! IN RE: VOLKSWAGEN "CLEAN DIESEL" MARKETING, SALES        
                 PRACTICES, AND PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION  


Motion of plaintiff Christopher J. D'Angelo to transfer the following actions to the United
States District Court for the Central District of California; motion of plaintiffs Peter Brewitt, et
al., to transfer the following actions to the United States District Court for the Eastern District of
Virginia; and motion of plaintiff Holly Harris to transfer the following actions to the United
States District Court for the Southern District of Texas:


Northern District of Alabama


WARREN MANUFACTURING INCORPORATED, ET AL. v. VOLKSWAGEN
GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., C.A. No. 2:15!01655


REDMOND v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., C.A. No. 5:15!01648
LUCAS, ET AL. v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., 


C.A. No. 5:15!01672
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Central District of California


NETKIN v. VOLKSWAGEN OF AMERICA, INC., ET AL., 
C.A. No. 2:15!07367


MITSUDA v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., ET AL., 
C.A. No. 2:15!07375


ANGELO v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., C.A. No. 2:15!07390
STEELE v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., C.A. No. 2:15!07391
WALKER v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., ET AL.,


 C.A. No. 2:15!07395
YELL v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., ET AL.,


C.A. No. 2:15!07429
MACAULEY v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., ET AL., 


C.A. No. 2:15!07430
STRICKLIN, ET AL. v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC.,


ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!07431
TEMKIN, ET AL. v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., 


C.A. No. 2:15!07432
GIAUQUE, ET AL. v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC.,


C.A. No. 2:15!07473
WEISS, ET AL. v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., 


C.A. No. 2:15!07474
CROSSON, ET AL. v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., ET AL., 


C.A. No. 2:15!07475
KOUDSI, INC. v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., 


C.A. No. 2:15!07477
HILL v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., ET AL., 


C.A. No. 2:15!07517
MCCABE, ET AL. v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., 


C.A. No. 5:15!01930
HENDRICKS v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC.,


C.A. No. 5:15!01948
DELL'AQUILA, ET AL. v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., ET AL.,  


 C.A. No. 8:15!01525


Northern District of California


GOODRICH, ET AL. v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., ET AL., 
C.A. No. 3:15!04397


DRURY, ET AL. v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., 
C.A. No. 3:15!04401


FIOL v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., C.A. No. 4:15!04278
BENIPAYO, ET AL. v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC.,


C.A. No. 4:15!04314
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HALL v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., C.A. No. 4:15!04340
MAYERSON, ET AL. v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., ET AL., 


 C.A. No. 4:15!04390
LAU, ET AL. v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., ET AL.,


C.A. No. 5:15!04302


Southern District of California


BENNETT v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., C.A. No. 3:15!02106
KARCSAY v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., C.A. No. 3:15!02110
HANDAL v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., C.A. No. 3:15!02127


District of Colorado


STANLEY v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., C.A. No. 1:15!02113


Middle District of Florida


SMITH v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., C.A. No. 2:15!00570


Southern District of Florida


LOWRANCE v. VOLKSWAGEN AG, ET AL., C.A. No. 0:15!61993
WEILAND v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., ET AL., 


C.A. No. 9:15!81316


Middle District of Georgia


WEST v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., C.A. No. 3:15!00093


Northern District of Georgia


SILVERMAN v. VOLKSWAGEN AG, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!03332


Northern District of Illinois


DORN, ET AL. v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:15!08286


Southern District of Illinois


SMITH v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., C.A. No. 3:15!01053
LANCE, ET AL. v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., 


C.A. No. 3:15!01058
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Southern District of Iowa


GALL v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., ET AL., 
C.A. No. 3:15!00106


District of Kansas


BUSTAMANTE, ET AL. v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., ET AL., 
C.A. No. 2:15!09278


Eastern District of Kentucky


TRIPLETT v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., ET AL., 
C.A. No. 0:15!00076


Western District of Kentucky


WAGNER v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., C.A. No. 3:15!00748


District of Maryland


FELDMAN, ET AL. v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:15!02894


District of Massachusetts


NAPARSTEK v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., C.A. No. 1:15!13418
BONDA v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., C.A. No. 1:15!13419
KERWOOD v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., C.A. No. 1:15!13435


Eastern District of Michigan


CARROLL v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., C.A. No. 2:15!13360


Western District of Missouri


HENLEY v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., C.A. No. 4:15!00734


District of New Jersey


LEVIN v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., C.A. No. 2:15!06985
CRISTON v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., C.A. No. 2:15!06988
DEFIESTA, ET AL. v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA INC.,


C.A. No. 2:15!07012
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Eastern District of New York


CLINTON, ET AL. v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:15!05497


ENDY, ET AL. v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., ET AL.,
C.A. No. 1:15!05516


Western District of North Carolina


VINSON v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., C.A. No. 1:15!00213


Northern District of Ohio


KINDSVATTER, ET AL. v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., ET AL.,    
C.A. No. 5:15!01958


Southern District of Ohio


FARMER v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., C.A. No. 1:15!00615


District of Oregon


BRICKER v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, C.A. No. 3:15!01785


Eastern District of Tennessee


HENDERSON v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:15!00248


SONNENBURG, ET AL. v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., ET AL.,
C.A. No. 1:15!00250


BULLARD v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., ET AL., 
C.A. No. 1:15!00251


Southern District of Texas


HARRIS v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, INC., C.A. No. 2:15!00405


District of Utah


CATLETT v. VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF AMERICA, C.A. No. 2:15!00681


Eastern District of Virginia


BREWITT, ET AL. v. VOLKSWAGEN AG, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!01223
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MDL No. 2673 ! IN RE: TREASURY SECURITIES AUCTION ANTITRUST
LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiffs State-Boston Retirement System and Arkansas Teacher Retirement
System to transfer the following actions to the United States District Court for the Southern
District of New York:


Northern District of Illinois


THE POLICE RETIREMENT SYSTEM OF ST. LOUIS v. BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA, 
NEW YORK AGENCY, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!08417


Southern District of New York


STATE!BOSTON RETIREMENT SYSTEM v. BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA, NEW     
    YORK AGENCY, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!05794
BEAVER COUNTY EMPLOYEES' RETIREMENT FUND, ET AL. v. BANK


OF NOVA SCOTIA, NEW YORK AGENCY, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!05807
ARKANSAS TEACHER RETIREMENT SYSTEM v. BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA, 
     NEW YORK AGENCY, ET AL.,  C.A. No. 1:15!05830
FEDERIGHI v. BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA, NEW YORK AGENCY, ET AL.,


C.A. No. 1:15!05843
UNITED FOOD AND COMMERCIAL WORKERS UNION AND PARTICIPATING


FOOD INDUSTRY EMPLOYERS TRI!STATE PENSION FUND v. BANK OF
NOVA SCOTIA, NEW YORK AGENCY, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!05931


INTER!LOCAL PENSION FUND GRAPHIC COMMUNICATIONS CONFERENCE
OF THE INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF TEAMSTERS v. BANK OF
NOVA SCOTIA, NEW YORK AGENCY, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!05939


UNITED INTERNATIONAL INSURANCE COMPANY v. BANK OF NOVA
SCOTIA, NEW YORK AGENCY, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!05957


IBEW LOCAL 640 ARIZONA CHAPTER NECA PENSION TRUST FUND v. BMO
CAPITAL MARKETS CORP., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!06003


CITY OF PONTIAC POLICE AND FIRE RETIREMENT SYSTEM, ET AL. v. BANK 
     OF NOVA SCOTIA, NEW YORK AGENCY, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!06072
RUTGERS ENHANCED INSURANCE COMPANY v. BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA,      
     NEW YORK AGENCY, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!06129
ST. JOHN v. BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA, NEW YORK AGENCY, ET AL., 


C.A. No. 1:15!06139
OKLAHOMA FIREFIGHTERS PENSION AND RETIREMENT SYSTEM v. BANK


OF NOVA SCOTIA, NEW YORK AGENCY, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!06474
CLEVELAND BAKERS AND TEAMSTERS PENSION FUND, ET AL. v. BANK OF


NOVA SCOTIA, NEW YORK AGENCY, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!06782
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UNITED FOOD AND COMMERCIAL WORKERS LOCAL 1776 &
PARTICIPATING EMPLOYERS PENSION FUND v. BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA,


 NEW YORK AGENCY, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!06853
FOUTS v. BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA, NEW YORK AGENCY, ET AL., 


C.A. No. 1:15!06892
EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTEM OF RHODE ISLAND, ET AL. v. BANK OF


NOVA SCOTIA, NEW YORK AGENCY, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!07006
CITY OF ATLANTA FIREFIGHTERS' PENSION FUND v. BANK OF


NOVA SCOTIA, NEW YORK AGENCY, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!07111
VARNER v. BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA, NEW YORK AGENCY, ET AL., 


C.A. No. 1:15!07325
FRANKLIN, ET AL. v. BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA, NEW YORK AGENCY, ET AL.,  


  C.A. No. 1:15!07329
LABORERS LOCAL 100 AND 397 HEALTH AND WELFARE FUND, ET AL. v.
     BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA, NEW YORK AGENCY, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!07385
BANK OF JERUSALEM, LTD. v. BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA, NEW YORK


AGENCY, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!07390
ALASKA ELECTRICAL PENSION FUND v. BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA, NEW   


YORK AGENCY, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!07420
ENDEAVOR TRADING, LLC v. BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA, NEW YORK AGENCY,


ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!07481


District of Virgin Islands


EMPLOYEES' RETIREMENT SYSTEM OF THE GOVERNMENT OF THE
VIRGIN ISLANDS v. BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA, NEW YORK AGENCY, 


  ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00055


MDL No. 2674 ! IN RE: LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC, COPYRIGHT LITIGATION  


Motion of defendant Florida State Realty Group, Inc., to transfer the following actions to
the United States District Court for the Middle District of Florida:


Central District of California


LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. AMERICAN MATAR INTERNATIONAL, INC.,
ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05190


LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. GREGORY S. SANDERSON, ET AL., 
C.A. No. 2:15!06358


LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. THE GREEN GARMENTO, LLC, ET AL.,
C.A. No. 2:15!06363


LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. LONG NGOC PHAN DMD, INC., ET AL.,
C.A. No. 5:15!01388
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LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. AZ METROWAY, INC., ET AL., 
C.A. No. 5:15!01701


LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. AMERICAN COMPANION AND CAREGIVERS,
INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:15!01702


Middle District of Florida


LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. JACKSON & JOYCE FAMILY DENTISTRY,
P.L., C.A. No. 5:15!00232


LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. EXPO DESIGN, INC., C.A. No. 6:15!00729
LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. DRUTMAN, C.A. No. 8:15!01128


Southern District of Florida


LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. FLORIDA STATE REALTY GROUP, INC.,
C.A. No. 0:15!60972


LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. SKIN PRO INTERNATIONAL, INC., 
ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!21475


LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. RACHIMI, C.A. No. 9:15!80601


District of Maryland


LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. BALTIMORE COUNTY EMPLOYEES FEDERAL
CREDIT UNION, C.A. No. 1:15!02018


District of New Jersey


LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. SUSSEX EQUIPMENT CORP., ET AL., 
C.A. No. 1:15!04081


LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. SMART MOVE SEARCH, INC., ET AL.,
C.A. No. 1:15!04198


LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. BROKERSBULLPEN, LLC, ET AL., 
C.A. No. 1:15!06838


LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. HIPPOCRATIC SOLUTIONS, LLC, ET AL.,
C.A. No. 1:15!06874


Southern District of New York


LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. FIVE BORO MOLD SPECIALIST, INC., 
C.A. No. 1:15!04779


LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC  v. MICHAEL ADAIR TECHNOLOGY CONSULTING   
LLC, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!04809


LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. BIBLIO HOLDINGS, LLC, ET AL., 
C.A. No. 1:15!04848
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Eastern District of Pennsylvania


LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. BAKER, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!00862
LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. THE CONTROL GROUP MEDIA COMPANY,


INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!01306
LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. EXTREME GYM, INC., ET AL., 


C.A. No. 2:15!02836
LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. EXPRESS SIGN OUTLET, INC., ET AL.,


C.A. No. 5:15!03765


Eastern District of Texas


LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. SUPREME FOOD SERVICES, INC., ET AL., 
     C.A. No. 6:15!00654


Northern District of Texas


LIVE FACE ON WEB LLC v. THE ROBIN ARK GROUP LLC, ET AL., 
C.A. No. 3:15!02234


LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. MCDONALD, ET AL., C.A. No. 4:15!00490


Southern District of Texas


LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. THE DOAN LAW FIRM, PC, C.A. No. 4:15!02112
LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. DOAN, C.A. No. 4:15!02152
LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. PRIMECARE ASSOCIATION, ET AL., 


C.A. No. 7:15!00301


Western District of Texas


LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. MORENO, ET AL., C.A. No. 5:15!00539
LIVE FACE ON WEB, LLC v. T&K BUTLER, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:15!00541
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SECTION B
MATTERS DESIGNATED FOR CONSIDERATION WITHOUT ORAL ARGUMENT


MDL No. 1672 ! IN RE: EXPRESS SCRIPTS, INC., PHARMACY BENEFITS
MANAGEMENT LITIGATION


Opposition of defendants Express Scripts, Inc., and National Prescription Administrators,
Inc., to remand, under 28 U.S.C. § 1407(a), of the following action to the United States District
Court for the Southern District of New York:


Southern District of New York


LYNCH v. NATIONAL PRESCRIPTION ADMINISTRATORS, INC., ET AL.,
C.A. No. 1:03!01303


MDL No. 1880 ! IN RE: PAPST LICENSING DIGITAL CAMERA PATENT 
LITIGATION


Opposition of Hewlett-Packard Company to transfer of the following actions to the
United States District Court for the District of Columbia:


Northern District of California


HEWLETT!PACKARD COMPANY v. PAPST LICENSING GMBH & CO. KG,
C.A. No. 3:15!02101


District of Delaware


PAPST LICENSING GMBH & CO. KG v. HEWLETT!PACKARD COMPANY,
C.A. No. 1:15!00497


MDL No. 2158 ! IN RE: ZIMMER DUROM HIP CUP PRODUCTS LIABILITY
LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Rose Torres and Steve Silva to transfer of their respective
following actions to the United States District Court for the District of New Jersey:


District of New Mexico


TORRES v. HASSINGER, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00855
SILVA v. ZIMMER HOLDINGS, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00856
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MDL No. 2187 ! IN RE: C.R. BARD, INC., PELVIC REPAIR SYSTEM PRODUCTS
LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Jacqueline Weist, et al., and Shelia DeKalb, et al., to transfer of their
respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Southern District of West
Virginia:


Central District of California


 WEIST, ET AL. v. C.R. BARD, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06047
 DEKALB, ET AL. v. C.R. BARD, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06063


MDL No. 2272 ! IN RE: ZIMMER NEXGEN KNEE IMPLANT PRODUCTS LIABILITY
 LITIGATION


Opposition of defendants Zimmer, Inc.; Zimmer Biomet Holdings, Inc., f/k/a Zimmer
Holdings, Inc.; and Zimmer Surgical, Inc., f/k/a Zimmer Orthopaedic Surgical Products, Inc., to
transfer of the following action to the United States District Court for the Northern District of 
Illinois:


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


WILBANKS, ET AL. v. ZIMMER, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!03803


MDL No. 2326 ! IN RE: BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORP. PELVIC REPAIR SYSTEM
PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs in the Central District of California cases and defendants
Frederick B. Hendricks, et al., in the District of District of Columbia action to transfer of their
respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Southern District of West
Virginia:


Central District of California


ROBINSON v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06752
JONES v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06753
NELSON v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06754
KERR v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06755
FEUCHTWANGER v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., 


  C.A. No. 2:15!06756
FLORES v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06757
JORDAN v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06760
MITCHELL v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06761
GRANT v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06762
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PETERSON v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06763
ADKINS v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06764
MULLINS v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06765
KINSEY, ET AL. v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL.,


C.A. No. 2:15!06768
BEHEL v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06769
TOWERY v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06771
WARREN v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, C.A. No. 2:15!06773
MARTIN v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, C.A. No. 2:15!06774
WEAVER v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06776
BISHOP v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06777
WEBB v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06778
DALE v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06781
FLORES v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06782
YARBROUGH v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06785
BERGIN v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06787
BENSON v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06788
HOLMAN v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06790
BOUTWELL v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, C.A. No. 2:15!06791
WASCHKOWSKI v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., 


 C.A. No. 2:15!06792
ENGLAND v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06793
CHRISTIAN v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06795
HALE v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06796
GILLUM v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06799
AINESWORTH v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., 


C.A. No. 2:15!06800
JORDAN v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06804
JENNINGS v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06806
GIORDANO v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06809
KREDER v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06810
SOKERKA v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06811
MCQUISTON v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06815
BRANHAM v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06816
HODGES v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06817
ROBERTS v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06820
BOND v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06824
KING v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06825
MACMURDO v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06827
ROMERO v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06828
OLIVER!STITT v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL.,  


C.A. No. 2:15!06829
BLANKENSHIP v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., 


C.A. No. 2:15!06830


 - 16 -


Case MDL No. 1672   Document 65   Filed 10/21/15   Page 19 of 28







REIMOND v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06832
STANLEY v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06833
MOOREHEAD v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06836
CALHOUN v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06837
PATE v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06838
REYNOLDS v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06839
FLOYD v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06841
CAMPBELL v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06844
RICHARDS v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, C.A. No. 2:15!06845
MCALISTER v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06846
SANDERS v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06847
THOMPSON v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06848
HAYMES v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06849


 LACKEY v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06850
 ALGAIER v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06851


KMIECIAK v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06852
KELLEY v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06853
LINGNAU v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06854
NIMMER v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06855
MARET v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06856
NAVARRO v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06857
PRUETT v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06858
RIVERA v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06859
SCARAMUZZINI v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., 


C.A. No. 2:15!06862
LEARD v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06863
BALLARD v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06864
TITTLE v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06865
TORRES v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06868
BOSHERS v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06869
BABB v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06871
HATCHER v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06872
CRAIG v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06873
PHILLIPS v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06875
BRENNER v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06877
DEAN v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06879
RED v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06882
LEFLEUR v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06883
HUNT v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06885
HARPER v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06887
BARRAZA v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06890
HOWE v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06892
WILLIAMS v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06895
ALLEN v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06896
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NOVOTNY v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06897
GRIFFIN v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06898
JOHNSON v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06901
STONE v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06902
BARTON v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06904
ANDERSON v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06905
KNOX v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06909
BAGBY v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06911
MAUCK v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06913
LEACH v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06914
MCCORKLE v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06916
NEIGHBORS v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06917
PROUT v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06918
CAMPBELL v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06920
MORALES v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06921
RAINES v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06922
TERRELL v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06924
DABNEY v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06925
ROGERS v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06926
LESTER v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06927
PIRKLE v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06929
HENRY v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06931
PHILLIPS v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06932
GARZA v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06934
ROWE v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06937
CHACON v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06938
SEARLES v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06939
RODRIGUEZ v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06940
THOMPSON v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06941
CRAVEN v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06942
CARPENTER v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06944
CARNEY v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06945
SPROUSE v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06946
FISHER v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06947
SANSOM v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06948
SMITH v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06949
QUINTERO v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06951
JEANE v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06952
SITES v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06953
MARTIN v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06956
WOOTTON v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06957
RIEGEL v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06958
CROWE v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06960
WYMAN v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06961
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POWE v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06963
STEPP v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06966
MCCARTHY v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06967
WALLACE v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06970
MAXWELL v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06971
MORRISON!MCCOOL v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., 


C.A. No. 2:15!06972
CARRIE LEWIS v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL.,


C.A. No. 2:15!06973
PETRICH v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06974
SMITH v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06975
HOYER v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06976
SLYE v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06977
SNODGRASS v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06978
OHLER v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06979
SERRANO v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06980
MOSLEY v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06981
VODICKA v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06982
SPARKS v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06983
SULLIVAN v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06984
CLAYTON v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06985
TAYLOR v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06986
DAMVERVAL v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06987
FULLEN v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06988
COOPER v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06989
WILLIAMS v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06990
HARRIS v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06991
EDGAR v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06992
FRY v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06993
BIVINS v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06994


 DOLBEE!NORRIS v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., 
C.A. No. 2:15!06995


GARCIA v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06996
LANDON v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06997
CROWELL v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06998
CLARK v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!06999
GRANCHEY v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!07000
MCLEOD v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!07001
HITCHCOCK, ET AL. v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL.,   
   C.A. No. 2:15!07002


MANSEY v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!07003
HELM v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!07004
KEISER v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!07005
HULSEY v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!07007
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KOWARSH v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!07008
JELACO v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!07009
LIMBASUTA v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!07010
MCDONALD v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!07011
AQEL v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!07012
POPER v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!07013
CAMACHO v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!07014
PORTER v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!07015
GOFORTH v. BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!07019


District of  District of Columbia


SMITH v. HENDRICKS, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!01226


MDL No. 2327 ! IN RE: ETHICON, INC., PELVIC REPAIR SYSTEM PRODUCTS
LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Florence Buchanan, Sara Carmona, Mary Orsi, Xochilt Robinson, and
Vickie Skelton to transfer of their respective following actions to the United States District Court for
the Southern District of West Virginia:


Central District of California


BUCHANAN v. JOHNSON AND JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05315
CARMONA v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05317
ORSI v. JOHNSON AND JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05371
ROBINSON v. JOHNSON AND JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05382
SKELTON v. JOHNSON AND JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05385


MDL No. 2391 ! IN RE: BIOMET M2A MAGNUM HIP IMPLANT PRODUCTS
LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Donald Wayne Eastman to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Northern District of Indiana:


Western District of Arkansas


EASTMAN v. BIOMET ORTHOPEDICS, LLC, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!01056
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MDL No. 2418 ! IN RE: PLAVIX MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES AND PRODUCTS
LIABILITY LITIGATION (NO. II)


Oppositions of plaintiffs Richard F. Chandler, Mary L. Rice, and Rose H. Davis to
transfer of their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the District 
of New Jersey:


District of Delaware


CHANDLER v. BRISTOL!MYERS SQUIBB COMPANY, ET AL., 
 C.A. No. 1:15!00685


RICE v. BRISTOL!MYERS SQUIBB COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00737
DAVIS v. BRISTOL!MYERS SQUIBB COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00774


MDL No. 2428 ! IN RE: FRESENIUS GRANUFLO/NATURALYTE DIALYSATE
PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiff Carlotta Jerry and defendant Renal Treatment Centers-West, 
Inc., to transfer of the following action to the United States District Court for the District of
Massachusetts:


Western District of Oklahoma


JERRY v. FRESENIUS USA, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:15!00937


MDL No. 2434 ! IN RE: MIRENA IUD PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Jennifer Miller, et al., to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Southern District of New York:


Eastern District of Missouri


MILLER, ET AL. v. BAYER HEALTHCARE PHARMACEUTICALS, INC., 
  C.A. No. 4:15!01401
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MDL No. 2441 ! IN RE: STRYKER REJUVENATE AND ABG II HIP IMPLANT
PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Nancy Ann Brushwood; Marvin L. Dees; Parker D. Ingram, et
al.; Nicholas Anthony Taylor, et al.; and Jackson A. Todd to transfer of their respective
following actions to the United States District Court for the District of Minnesota:


Western District of Oklahoma


BRUSHWOOD v. HOWMEDICA OSTEONICS CORP., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:15!00917
DEES v. HOWMEDICA OSTEONICS CORP., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:15!00918
INGRAM, ET AL. v. HOWMEDICA OSTEONICS CORP., ET AL., 
     C.A. No. 5:15!00919
TAYLOR, ET AL. v. HOWMEDICA OSTEONICS CORP., ET AL., 


 C.A. No. 5:15!00920
TODD, ET AL. v. HOWMEDICA OSTEONICS CORP., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:15!00921


MDL No. 2493 ! IN RE: MONITRONICS INTERNATIONAL, INC., TELEPHONE
CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT (TCPA) LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs Michael C. Worsham and Brian D. Kaider to transfer of their
respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Northern District of West
Virginia:


District of Maryland


WORSHAM v. MONITRONICS INTERNATIONAL, INC., ET AL.,
      C.A. No. 1:15!02139
KAIDER v. MONITRONICS INTERNATIONAL, INC., C.A. No. 8:15!02138


MDL No. 2543 ! IN RE: GENERAL MOTORS LLC IGNITION SWITCH LITIGATION


Motion of defendant General Motors LLC to transfer the following action to the United
States District Court for the Southern District of New York:


Central District of California


SUSAN E. HAMMATT, ET AL. v. GENERAL MOTORS COMPANY, ET AL.,
     C.A. No. 5:15!01559
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MDL No. 2545 ! IN RE: TESTOSTERONE REPLACEMENT THERAPY PRODUCTS
LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Alvin Liggins, et al., to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois:


Eastern District of Missouri


LIGGINS, ET AL. v. ABBVIE, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:15!01434


MDL No. 2592 ! IN RE: XARELTO (RIVAROXABAN) PRODUCTS LIABILITY
LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs to transfer of their respective following actions to the United
States District Court for the Eastern District of Louisiana:


District of Delaware


WALLACE v. JANSSEN PHARMACEUTICALS, INC., ET AL., 
   C.A. No. 1:15!00764


PADGETT, ET AL. v. JANSSEN PHARMACEUTICALS, INC., ET AL.,
     C.A. No. 1:15!00770
STEPHENS, ET AL. v. JANSSEN RESEARCH & DEVELOPMENT, LLC, ET AL., 


  C.A. No. 1:15!00771
FURCHAK v. JANSSEN PHARMACEUTICALS, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00778
NEWER v. JANSSEN PHARMACEUTICALS, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00797
CONWAY, ET AL. v. JANSSEN RESEARCH & DEVELOPMENT, LLC, ET AL., 
     C.A. No. 1:15!00798
AUGLUR, ET AL. v. JANSSEN RESEARCH & DEVELOPMENT, LLC, ET AL., 
      C.A. No. 1:15!00803
EPTON v. JANSSEN RESEARCH & DEVELOPMENT, LLC, ET AL., 
     C.A. No. 1:15!00823


Eastern District of Missouri


APPEL, ET AL. v. JANSSEN RESEARCH & DEVELOPMENT, LLC, ET AL., 
     C.A. No. 4:15!01198
GLENN, ET AL. v. JANSSEN RESEARCH & DEVELOPMENT, LLC, ET AL., 
     C.A. No. 4:15!01341
BOOKER, ET AL. v. JANSSEN RESEARCH & DEVELOPMENT, LLC, ET AL., 


   C.A. No. 4:15!01346
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MDL No. 2595 ! IN RE: COMMUNITY HEALTH SYSTEMS, INC., CUSTOMER DATA
SECURITY BREACH LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Aubrey J. Ferrao to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Northern District of Alabama:


Middle District of Florida


FERRAO v. COLLIER HMA PHYSICIAN MANAGEMENT, LLC, ET AL., 
  C.A. No. 2:15!00519


MDL No. 2599 ! IN RE: TAKATA AIRBAG PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Annette Reid to remand, under 28 U.S.C. § 1407(a), of the following
action to the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas:


Eastern District of Texas


REID v. TAKATA CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00335


MDL No. 2606 ! IN RE: BENICAR (OLMESARTAN) PRODUCTS LIABILITY
LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Mary Moore, et al., to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the District of New Jersey:


Eastern District of Missouri


MOORE, ET AL. v. DAIICHI SANKYO, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:15!01156


MDL No. 2643 - IN RE: MOHAMMED AHMED HASSAN ABDALLAH OMRAN               
                LITIGATION 


Motion of plaintiff Mohammed Ahmed Hassan Abdallah Omran for reconsideration of
the Panel’s decision to deny transfer of the following actions to the United States District Court
for the District of Massachusetts: 
 


District of Massachusetts


OMRAN v. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!13881


District of New Hampshire


OMRAN v. BLEEZARDE, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00190
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RULE 11.1: HEARING SESSIONS AND ORAL ARGUMENT


(a)       Schedule.  The Panel shall schedule sessions for oral argument and consideration of
other matters as desirable or necessary. The Chair shall determine the time, place and agenda for each
hearing session. The Clerk of the Panel shall give appropriate notice to counsel for all parties. The
Panel may continue its consideration of any scheduled matters.


(b)       Oral Argument Statement.  Any party affected by a motion may file a separate
statement setting forth reasons why oral argument should, or need not, be heard. Such statements shall
be captioned “Reasons Why Oral Argument Should [Need Not] Be Heard” and shall be limited to 2
pages.


(i)  The parties affected by a motion to transfer may agree to waive oral argument.  The 
Panel will take this into consideration in determining the need for oral argument.


   (c)       Hearing Session.  The Panel shall not consider transfer or remand of any action
pending in a federal district court when any party timely opposes such transfer or remand without first
holding a hearing session for the presentation of oral argument. The Panel may dispense with oral
argument if it determines that:


           (i) the dispositive issue(s) have been authoritatively decided; or
                       (ii) the facts and legal arguments are adequately presented and oral argument                


would not significantly aid the decisional process.


Unless otherwise ordered, the Panel shall consider all other matters, such as a motion for
reconsideration, upon the basis of the pleadings.


        (d)       Notification of Oral Argument.  The Panel shall promptly notify counsel of those matters
in which oral argument is scheduled, as well as those matters that the Panel will consider on the
pleadings. The Clerk of the Panel shall require counsel to file and serve notice of their intent to either
make or waive oral argument. Failure to do so shall be deemed a waiver of oral argument. If counsel
does not attend oral argument, the matter shall not be rescheduled and that party’s position shall be
treated as submitted for decision on the basis of the pleadings filed.


           (i) Absent Panel approval and for good cause shown, only those parties to actions
who have filed a motion or written response to a motion or order shall be 
permitted to present oral argument.


                   (ii) The Panel will not receive oral testimony except upon notice, motion and an
order expressly providing for it.


           (e)       Duty to Confer.  Counsel in an action set for oral argument shall confer separately prior
to that argument for the purpose of organizing their arguments and selecting representatives to present
all views without duplication. Oral argument is a means for counsel to emphasize the key points of
their arguments, and to update the Panel on any events since the conclusion of briefing.


           (f)        Time Limit for Oral Argument.  Barring exceptional circumstances, the Panel shall allot
a maximum of 20 minutes for oral argument in each matter. The time shall be divided among those
with varying viewpoints.  Counsel for the moving party or parties shall generally be heard first.
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		MDL-2326

		MDL-2327

		MDL-2391

		MDL-2418

		MDL-2428

		MDL-2434

		MDL-2441

		MDL-2493

		MDL-2543

		MDL-2545

		MDL-2592

		MDL-2595

		MDL-2599

		MDL-2606

		MDL-2643



		Rule 11.1: Hearing Sessions and Oral Argument












UNITED STATES JUDICIAL PANEL
on 


MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION


FIRST AMENDMENT TO THE HEARING SESSION ORDER
AND ATTACHED SCHEDULE FILED FEBRUARY 11, 2015


IT IS ORDERED that the Hearing Session Order and attached Schedule filed by the United
States Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation on February 11, 2015, are amended to include the
following matter on Schedule B (matters designated for consideration without oral argument) of the
Schedule for the hearing session on March 26, 2015, in San Diego, California. 


MDL No. 2601 - IN RE: CONVERGENT OUTSOURCING, INC., FAIR DEBT
COLLECTION PRACTICES ACT (FDCPA) LITIGATION   


Motion of defendant Convergent Outsourcing, Inc., for reconsideration of the Panel’s
February 5, 2015, order denying transfer. 


FOR THE PANEL:


                                   
Jeffery N. Lüthi 
Clerk of the Panel
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UNITED STATES JUDICIAL PANEL
on


MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION
 


NOTICE OF HEARING SESSION


Pursuant to the order of the United States Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation filed today,
notice is hereby given that a hearing session has been scheduled to consider various matters
pursuant to under 28 U.S.C. § 1407. 


DATE OF HEARING SESSION:          March 26, 2015


LOCATION OF HEARING SESSION: James M. Carter and Judith N. Keep 
                                                                         United States Courthouse
                                                                  Courtroom 15B, 15th Floor
                                                         333 West Broadway
                                                             San Diego, California  92101      
                                                                                                             
TIME OF HEARING SESSION:  In those matters designated for oral argument, counsel
presenting oral argument must be present at 8:00 a.m. in order for the Panel to allocate the
amount of time for oral argument.  Oral argument will commence at 9:30 a.m.


SCHEDULED MATTERS:  Matters scheduled for consideration at this hearing session are listed 
on the enclosed Hearing Session Order and Schedule of Matters for Hearing Session. 


• Section A of this Schedule lists the matters designated for oral argument and 
includes all actions encompassed by Motion(s) for transfer filed pursuant to 
Rules 6.1 and 6.2.  Any party waiving oral argument pursuant to Rule 11.1(d) 
need not attend the Hearing Session. 


• Section B of this Schedule lists the matters that the Panel has determined to 
consider without oral argument, pursuant to Rule 11.1(c).  Parties and 
counsel involved in these matters need not attend the Hearing Session.  


ORAL ARGUMENT:  The Panel carefully considers the positions advocated in filings with the
Panel when it allocates time to attorneys presenting oral argument.  The Panel, therefore, expects
attorneys to adhere to those positions (including those concerning an appropriate transferee
district).  Any change in position should be conveyed to Panel staff before the beginning of oral
argument.  Where an attorney thereafter advocates a position different from that conveyed to
Panel staff, the Panel may reduce the allotted argument time and decline to hear further from that
attorney.
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For those matters listed on Section A of the Schedule, the "Notice of Presentation or Waiver of 
Oral Argument" must be filed in this office no later than March 9, 2015.  The procedures 
governing Panel oral argument (Panel Rule 11.1) are attached.  The Panel strictly adheres to
these procedures.  


FOR THE PANEL:


Jeffery N. Lüthi
Clerk of the Panel


           
          cc:  Clerk, United States District for the Southern District of California  
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UNITED STATES JUDICIAL PANEL
on


MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION


HEARING SESSION ORDER


The Panel issues the following orders in connection with its next hearing session,


IT IS ORDERED that on March 26, 2015, the Panel will convene a hearing session 
in San Diego, California, to consider the matters on the attached Schedule under 28 U.S.C. 
§ 1407.


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Panel may, on its own initiative, consider transfer
of any or all of the actions in those matters to any district or districts.


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Panel will hear oral argument on the matters listed
on Section A of the attached Schedule, unless the parties waive oral argument or unless the Panel
later decides to dispense with oral argument pursuant to Panel Rule 11.1(c).


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Panel will consider without oral argument the
matters listed on Section B of the attached Schedule pursuant to Panel Rule 11.1(c).  The Panel
reserves the prerogative, on any basis including submissions of parties pursuant to Panel Rule
11.1(c), to designate any of those matters for oral argument.  


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk of the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict
Litigation shall direct notice of this hearing session to counsel for all parties involved in the
matters on the attached Schedule.


      PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION


                    _________________________________                         
                              Sarah S. Vance 
                                   Chair


                                                   Marjorie O. Rendell  Charles R. Breyer 
Lewis A. Kaplan      R. David Proctor      


                            Ellen Segal Huvelle   Catherine D. Perry    
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SCHEDULE OF MATTERS FOR HEARING SESSION
March 26, 2015 !! San Diego, California


SECTION A
MATTERS DESIGNATED FOR ORAL ARGUMENT


(This schedule contains only those civil actions listed in the Schedule(s) of Actions submitted with the docketed
motion(s) for transfer. See Panel Rules 6.1 and 6.2. In the event these dockets are centralized, other actions of which
the Panel has been informed may be subject to transfer pursuant to Panel Rule 7.1.)


MDL No. 2605 ! IN RE: NUTEK BABY WIPES PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Motion, as amended, of defendants First Quality Enterprises, Inc.; First Quality Consumer
Products, LLC; and Nutek Disposables, Inc., to transfer the following actions to the United States
District Court for the Eastern District of New York:


Eastern District of New York


JONES v. WAL!MART STORES, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:14!06305


Northern District of Oklahoma


GAMBLE, ET AL. v. NUTEK DISPOSABLES, INC., C.A. No. 4:14!00767
AULESTIA v. NUTEK DISPOSABLES, INC., C.A. No. 4:14!00769


MDL No. 2606 ! IN RE: BENICAR (OLMESARTAN) PRODUCTS LIABILITY
     LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Annette Johnson to transfer the following actions to the United States
District Court for the Northern District of Ohio:


Southern District of California


AMBLER, ET AL. v. DAIICHI SANKYO, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!01475


Central District of Illinois


DIRKSEN, ET AL. v. DAIICHI SANKYO, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!03318


Southern District of Iowa


SCHEFFLER, ET AL. v. DAIICHI SANKYO, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:14!00450
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Eastern District of Louisiana


VON EBERSTEIN, ET AL. v. DAIICHI SEIYAKU COMPANY, LTD., ET AL., 
       C.A. No. 2:14!00089


BUJOL!BROWN v. DAIICHI SANKYO, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:14!01762


District of Montana


VAN DYKE, ET AL. v. DAIICHI SANKYO, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!00137


Northern District of Ohio


LANEY v. DAIICHI SANKYO, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!02515
KUHN v. DAIICHI SANKYO, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!02781
CHARLTON v. DAIICHI SANKYO, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!02786
JOHNSON v. DAIICHI SANKYO, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!02672
BAUGH v. DAIICHI SANKYO, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:14!02309
HUGLEY v. DAIICHI SANKYO, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:14!02787
BONNER v. DAIICHI SANKYO, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:14!02671
CHANGET v. DAIICHI SANKYO, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:14!02782
MCCLESKEY v. DAIICHI SANKYO, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:14!02784


MDL No. 2608 ! IN RE: NBTY, INC., GINKGO BILOBA MARKETING AND SALES
     PRACTICES LITIGATION


Motion, as amended, of defendants NBTY, Inc.; Natures Bounty, Inc.; Rexall Sundown,
Inc.; and Costco Wholesale Corp., to transfer the following action to the United States District
Court for the Southern District of California:


Northern District of California


KOROLSHTEYN v. COSTCO WHOLESALE CORP., C.A. No. 3:14!05447 


Southern District of California


PETKEVICIUS v. REXALL SUNDOWN, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!02482
PETKEVICIUS v. NBTY, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!02616


 - 2 -
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MDL No. 2609 ! IN RE: BAILEY FINANCING LITIGATION


Motion of Bighorn Capital, Inc., to transfer the following actions to the United States
District Court for the Northern District of Illinois:


Northern District of Illinois


BIGHORN CAPITAL, INC. v. PSB PARTNERS, LLC, C.A. No. 1:14!09045


District of Nevada


BLUE ACQUISITION MEMBER, LLC v. BAILEY PEAVY BAILEY, PLLC, 
     C.A. No. 2:14!02013


Southern District of Texas


F. KENNETH BAILEY, JR. PC, ET AL. v. ENTLER, ET AL., C.A. No. 4:13!03521
BIGHORN CAPITAL, INC. v. BAILEY PEAVY BAILEY, PLLC, ET AL., 
    C.A. No. 4:14!03070


MDL No. 2610 ! IN RE: LVNV FUNDING, LLC, FAIR DEBT COLLECTION
     PRACTICES ACT (FDCPA) LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Jerold S. Rawson to transfer the following actions to the United States
District Court for the Northern District of Illinois:


Central District of California


WURDEMANN v. FIRST NATIONAL COLLECTION BUREAU, INC., 
      ET AL., C.A. No. 5:14!02075


Northern District of California


PATHMAN v. CONVERGENT OUTSOURCING, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!04303


Middle District of Florida


RIFFLE v. CONVERGENT OUTSOURCING, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 6:14!01181


Northern District of Georgia


LOPEZ v. CONVERGENT OUTSOURCING, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!03901


 - 3 -
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Central District of Illinois


DELGADO v. CAPITAL MANAGEMENT SERVICES, LP, ET AL., 
    C.A. No. 4:12!04057


Northern District of Illinois


RAWSON v. SOURCE RECEIVABLES MANAGEMENT, LLC, ET AL., 
      C.A. No. 1:11!08972
MCMAHON v. LVNV FUNDING, LLC, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:12!01410
DOLEMBA v. NORTHLAND GROUP INC., C.A. No. 1:13!05308


Northern District of Indiana


ANGUIANO, ET AL. v. LVNV FUNDING LLC, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:12!00523


District of South Carolina


ALDRICH v. CONVERGENT OUTSOURCING, INC., C.A. No. 7:14!03456


Southern District of Texas


KEETON v. TATE & KIRLIN ASSOCIATES, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!00130
KEETON v. CONVERGENT OUTSOURCING, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!00131
KEETON v. CONVERGENT OUTSOURCING, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!00132


MDL No. 2611 ! IN RE: LVNV FUNDING, LLC, "TIME-BARRED" PROOF OF CLAIM   
                             FAIR DEBT COLLECTION PRACTICES ACT (FDCPA) LITIGATION 


Motion of defendants Resurgent Capital Services, L.P., and LVNV Funding, LLC, to
transfer the following actions to the United States District Court for the Southern District of
Alabama:


Southern District of Alabama


BROCK, ET AL. v. RESURGENT CAPITAL SERVICES, LP, ET AL., 
     C.A. No. 1:14!00324


Middle District of Florida


IDARRAGA v. LVNV FUNDING, LLC, C.A. No. 3:14!01335


 - 4 -
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Southern District of Georgia


ALIFF, ET AL. v. RESURGENT CAPITAL SERVICES, LP, ET AL., 
    C.A. No. 1:14!00198


MDL No. 2612 ! IN RE: TESTOFEN MARKETING AND SALES PRACTICES
     LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiffs Michael Ryan, et al., to transfer the following actions to the United
States District Court for the Northern District of California:


Northern District of California


RYAN, ET AL. v. GENCOR NUTRIENTS, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:14!05682


District of Massachusetts


CAMEY, ET AL. v. FORCE FACTOR LLC, C.A. No. 1:14!14717


MDL No. 2613 ! IN RE: TD BANK, N.A., DEBIT CARD OVERDRAFT FEE
     LITIGATION


Motion of defendant TD Bank, N.A., to transfer the following actions to the United States
District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania or, in the alternative, the United States
District Court for the District of South Carolina:


District of Connecticut


AUSTIN v. TD BANK, N.A., C.A. No. 3:15!00088


Middle District of Florida


GOODALL v. TORONTO!DOMINION BANK, ET AL., C.A. No. 8:15!00023


District of New Jersey


HUREL v. TD BANK, N.A., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!07621
KLEIN, ET AL. v. TD BANK, N.A., C.A. No. 1:15!00179
UCCIFERRI v. TD BANK, N.A., C.A. No. 1:15!00424


Southern District of New York


KOSHGARIAN v. TD BANK, N.A., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!10250


 - 5 -
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Eastern District of Pennsylvania


PADILLA, ET AL. v. TD BANK, N.A., C.A. No. 2:14!01276


District of South Carolina


KING, ET AL. v. TD BANK, N.A., C.A. No. 6:13!02264


MDL No. 2614 ! IN RE: INDUSTRIAL PRINT TECHNOLOGIES, LLC, PATENT
     LITIGATION


Motion of defendants Hewlett-Packard Company and O’Neil Data Systems, Inc., to
transfer the following actions to the United States District Court for the Southern District of New
York or, in the alternative, the United States District Court for the Northern District of Texas:


District of Delaware


INDUSTRIAL PRINT TECHNOLOGIES LLC v. VISTAPRINT USA, INC., ET AL.,
                C.A. No. 1:15!00049


Middle District of Florida


TESSERON, LTD. v. PUNCH INTERNATIONAL NV, ET AL., C.A. No. 6:10!00909


Northern District of Illinois


INDUSTRIAL PRINT TECHNOLOGIES LLC v. FORT DEARBORN COMPANY, 
    ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00467


Southern District of New York


CANON, INC., ET AL. v. TESSERON LTD., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!05462
INDUSTRIAL PRINT TECHNOLOGIES LLC v. CANON U.S.A., INC.,


                C.A. No. 1:15!00672


Eastern District of Texas


INDUSTRIAL PRINT TECHNOLOGIES LLC v. O’NEIL DATA SYSTEMS, INC.,
    ET AL., C.A. No. 2:14!00048
INDUSTRIAL PRINT TECHNOLOGIES LLC v. O’NEIL DATA SYSTEMS, INC.,
    ET AL., C.A. No. 2:14!00892
INDUSTRIAL PRINT TECHNOLOGIES LLC v. O’NEIL DATA SYSTEMS, INC., 
    ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!00020


 - 6 -
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INDUSTRIAL PRINT TECHNOLOGIES LLC v. QUAD/GRAPHICS, INC., 
    ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!00025


Northern District of Texas


INDUSTRIAL PRINT TECHNOLOGIES LLC v. CENVEO, INC., ET AL.,
    C.A. No. 3:15!00165


MDL No. 2615 ! IN RE: MICHAELS STORES, INC., FAIR CREDIT REPORTING ACT    
                             (FCRA) LITIGATION 


Motion of plaintiff Michele Castro to transfer the following actions to the United States
District Court for the Northern District of Texas:


Western District of Missouri


BURNSIDE v. MICHAELS STORES, INC., C.A. No. 6:15!03010


District of New Jersey


GRAHAM v. MICHAELS STORES, INC., C.A. No. 2:14!07563


Northern District of Texas


CASTRO v. MICHAELS STORES, INC., C.A. No. 3:15!00276


MDL No. 2616 ! IN RE: LEADING EDGE RECOVERY SOLUTIONS, LLC, FAIR DEBT
                             COLLECTION PRACTICES ACT (FDCPA) LITIGATION


Motion of defendant Leading Edge Recovery Solutions, LLC, to transfer the following
actions to the United States District Court for the Eastern District of New York:


District of New Jersey


MORELLO v. LEADING EDGE RECOVERY SOLUTIONS, LLC, ET AL., 
      C.A. No. 3:14!06817


Eastern District of New York


RODRIGUEZ v. LEADING EDGE RECOVERY SOLUTIONS, LLC, 
     C.A. No. 1:14!06559
LEBOVITS v. LEADING EDGE RECOVERY SOLUTIONS LLC, 
     C.A. No. 1:14!06611


 - 7 -
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SECTION B
MATTERS DESIGNATED FOR CONSIDERATION WITHOUT ORAL ARGUMENT


MDL No. 875 ! IN RE: ASBESTOS PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION (NO. VI)


Opposition of defendant Dana Companies, LLC, to remand, under 28 U.S.C. § 1407(a), of
the following action to the United States District Court for the Northern District of Alabama:


Northern District of Alabama


FRANKLIN v. BILL VANN COMPANY, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:11!02731


MDL No. 2187 ! IN RE: C.R. BARD, INC., PELVIC REPAIR SYSTEM PRODUCTS
     LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Lisa D. Hudspeth to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Southern District of West Virginia:


Middle District of Florida


HUDSPETH v. C.R. BARD, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!01465


MDL No. 2244 ! IN RE: DEPUY ORTHOPAEDICS, INC., PINNACLE HIP IMPLANT
     PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Ernest J. Hutchinson, IV, to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Northern District of Texas:


District of Connecticut


HUTCHINSON v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!01723


MDL No. 2272 ! IN RE: ZIMMER NEXGEN KNEE IMPLANT PRODUCTS LIABILITY
     LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Christine Ghezzi to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois:


Southern District of California


GHEZZI v. ZIMMER HOLDINGS, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!00106


 - 8 -
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MDL No. 2284 ! IN RE: IMPRELIS HERBICIDE MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES
    AND PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff E. Joan Ekiert to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania:


District of New Hampshire


EKIERT v. E.I. DUPONT DE NEMOURS AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 1:14!00528


MDL No. 2286 ! IN RE: MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., TELEPHONE
    CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT (TCPA) LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiff David E. Mack to transfer of the following actions to the United
States District Court for the Southern District of California:


Eastern District of Texas


MACK v. MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., C.A. No. 4:14!00414
MACK v. MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., C.A. No. 4:14!00481
MACK v. MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., C.A. No. 4:14!00578
MACK v. MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., C.A. No. 4:14!00841
MACK v. MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., C.A. No. 4:14!00843
MACK v. MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., C.A. No. 4:15!00045
MACK v. MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., C.A. No. 4:15!00048


MDL No. 2295 ! IN RE: PORTFOLIO RECOVERY ASSOCIATES, LLC, TELEPHONE
                             CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT (TCPA) LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs Jeanette Antonette Andasola and Ross A. Miller to transfer of
their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Southern District of
California:


District of Arizona


ANDASOLA v. PORTFOLIO RECOVERY ASSOCIATES LLC, C.A. No. 2:14!02635


Eastern District of Virginia


MILLER v. PORTFOLIO RECOVERY ASSOCIATES, LLC., C.A. No. 3:14!00865


 - 9 -
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MDL No. 2308 ! IN RE: SKECHERS TONING SHOE PRODUCTS LIABILITY
     LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Linda Delaney to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Western District of Kentucky:


District of Massachusetts


DELANEY v. SKECHERS U.S.A., INC., C.A. No. 1:14!14164


MDL No. 2385 ! IN RE: PRADAXA (DABIGATRAN ETEXILATE) PRODUCTS
     LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Max Ridings, et al., to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Southern District of Illinois:


Western District of Missouri


RIDINGS, ET AL. v. MAURICE, ET AL., C.A. No. 4:15!00020


MDL No. 2416 ! IN RE: CAPITAL ONE TELEPHONE CONSUMER PROTECTION          
                             ACT (TCPA) LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs Richard Ramcharitar, et al., and Frank Anthony to transfer of
their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Northern District of
Illinois:


Southern District of Florida


RAMCHARITAR, ET AL. v. CAPITAL ONE BANK (USA) N.A., 
      C.A. No. 0:14!62640


Southern District of New York


ANTHONY v. CAPITAL ONE BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, 
      C.A. No. 1:14!02927
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MDL No. 2418 ! IN RE: PLAVIX MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES AND PRODUCTS  
                             LIABILITY LITIGATION (NO. II)


Opposition of plaintiffs Kesler Blair and Bernice L. Martin to transfer of their respective
following actions to the United States District Court for the District of New Jersey:


District of Delaware


BLAIR v. BRISTOL!MYERS SQUIBB COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!01470
MARTIN v. BRISTOL!MYERS SQUIBB COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!01471


MDL No. 2428 ! IN RE: FRESENIUS GRANUFLO/NATURALYTE DIALYSATE
     PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs Margaret Pryor, et al., and Joyce Dawn Lowe Brother, et al., to
transfer of their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the District of
Massachusetts:


Eastern District of Missouri


PRYOR, ET AL. v. FRESENIUS MEDICAL CARE NORTH AMERICA, INC.,
     ET AL., C.A. No. 4:14!02075


Western District of Oklahoma


LOWE BROTHER, ET AL. v. FRESENIUS USA, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:14!01408


MDL No. 2434 !IN RE: MIRENA IUD PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiffs Marciela Barrera, et al., to transfer the following action to the United
States District Court for the Southern District of New York:


Northern District of California


BARRERA, ET AL. v. BAYER HEALTHCARE PHARMACEUTICALS, INC.,
     C.A. No. 5:14!03418


 - 11 -
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MDL No. 2455 ! IN RE: STERICYCLE, INC., STERI!SAFE CONTRACT LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Bay Area Surgical Management, LLC, et al., to transfer of the
following action to the United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois:


Northern District of California


BAY AREA SURGICAL MANAGEMENT, LLC., ET AL. v. STERICYCLE, INC., 
     ET AL., C.A. No. 5:14!05364


MDL No. 2478 ! IN RE: CONVERGENT TELEPHONE CONSUMER PROTECTION
     ACT (TCPA) LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff John J. Tauro to remand, under 28 U.S.C. § 1407(a), the following
action to the United States District Court for Western District of Pennsylvania:


Western District of Pennsylvania


TAURO v. CONVERGENT OUTSOURCING, INC., C.A. No. 2:14!00761


MDL No. 2493 ! IN RE: MONITRONICS INTERNATIONAL, INC., TELEPHONE
     CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT (TCPA) LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Newton Vaughan to transfer of the Vaughan action to the United
States District Court for the Northern District of West Virginia and motion of defendant
Monitronics International, Inc., to transfer the Redden action to the United States District Court
for the Northern District of West Virginia:


Central District of California


VAUGHAN v. VERSATILE MARKETING SOLUTIONS, INC., ET AL.,
                  C.A. No. 2:14!08880


Southern District of West Virginia


REDDEN v. MONITRONICS INTERNATIONAL, INC., C.A. No. 5:14!27757
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MDL No. 2543 ! IN RE: GENERAL MOTORS LLC IGNITION SWITCH LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Danny E. Brochey, et al., to transfer of the Brochey action to the
United States District Court for the Southern District of New York and motion of defendant
General Motors LLC to transfer the Grant action to the United States District Court for the
Southern District of New York:


Middle District of Florida


GRANT v. GENERAL MOTORS LLC, C.A. No. 6:14!02132


Western District of Pennsylvania


BROCHEY, ET AL. v. GENERAL MOTORS, LLC, C.A. No. 1:14!00304


MDL No. 2557 ! IN RE: AUTO BODY SHOP ANTITRUST LITIGATION


Oppositions of defendants Oregon Mutual Insurance Company and Grange Insurance
Association to transfer of the following action to the United States District Court for the Middle
District of Florida:


District of Oregon


LEIF'S AUTO COLLISION CENTERS, LLC v. STATE FARM MUTUAL
    AUTOMOBILE INSURANCE COMPANY OF OREGON, ET AL., 


                C.A. No. 3:14!01777


MDL No. 2587 ! IN RE: INTRAMTA SWITCHED ACCESS CHARGES LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs Sprint Communications Company, L.P., and defendants Alliance
Communications Cooperative, Inc.; RC Communications, Inc.; Venture Communications
Cooperative; Western Telephone Company; Brookings Municipal Utilities d/b/a Swiftel
Communications; Fort Randall Telephone Company; Golden West Telecommunications
Cooperative, Inc.; James Valley Cooperative Telephone Company; Jefferson Telephone
Company, LLC; Northern Valley Communications, LLC; Santel Communications Cooperative,
Inc.; TrioTel Communications, Inc.; Chillicothe Telephone Co.; Minford Telephone Company;
Cincinnati Bell Telephone Company LLC; Verizon California, Inc.; Verizon New England, Inc.;
Verizon New York, Inc.; and Verizon Florida LLC to transfer of their respective following
actions to the United States District Court for the Northern District of Texas:


District of Colorado


SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY L.P. v. LEVEL 3 COMMUNICATIONS,
     LLC, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!01659
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District of Delaware


SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY L.P. v. VERIZON MARYLAND LLC, 
     ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!00743
SPRINT COMMUNICATION COMPANY LP v. BRIGHT HOUSE NETWORKS
    INFORMATION SERVICES (ALABAMA) LLC, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!01298


Eastern District of Missouri


SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY L.P. v. PACIFIC BELL TELEPHONE
    COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 4:14!01750
SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY L.P. v. VERIZON NEW ENGLAND,
    INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:14!01831
SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY L.P. v. VERIZON FLORIDA LLC,
    C.A. No. 4:14!01941


District of North Dakota


SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY, L.P. v. DAKOTA CENTRAL
    TELECOMMUNICATIONS COOPERATIVE, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:14!00065


Southern District of Ohio


SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY L.P. v. CHILLICOTHE TELEPHONE
    COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:14!00610
MCI COMMUNICATIONS SERVICES, INC., ET AL. v. THE CHILLICOTHE
     TELEPHONE COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:14!01457


District of South Dakota


SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY, L.P. v. ALLIANCE COMMUNICATIONS
    COOPERATIVE, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:14!04099
MCI COMMUNICATIONS SERVICES, INC., ET AL. v. ALLIANCE


                COMMUNICATIONS COOPERATIVE, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:14!04139
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MDL No. 2588 ! IN RE: WHOLE FOODS MARKET, INC., GREEK YOGURT
     MARKETING AND SALES PRACTICES LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Meredith Frydman to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Western District of Texas:


Southern District of Florida


FRYDMAN v. WHOLE FOODS MARKET GROUP, INC., ET AL., 
     C.A. No. 9:15!80007


MDL No. 2591 ! IN RE: SYNGENTA AG MIR162 CORN LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiff Daniel E. Groothuis and defendant Interstate Grain Corporation to
transfer of their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the District of
Kansas:


District of Minnesota


GROOTHUIS v. SYNGENTA CORP., ET AL., C.A. No. 0:15!00058


Southern District of Texas


LUTRINGER v. SYNGENTA CORP., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:14!03664
KALINA, ET AL. v. SYNGENTA CORP., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:14!03666
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RULE 11.1: HEARING SESSIONS AND ORAL ARGUMENT


(a)  Schedule. The Panel shall schedule sessions for oral argument and consideration of other
matters as desirable or necessary. The Chair shall determine the time, place and agenda for each hearing
session. The Clerk of the Panel shall give appropriate notice to counsel for all parties. The Panel may
continue its consideration of any scheduled matters.


(b) Oral Argument Statement. Any party affected by a motion may file a separate statement
setting forth reasons why oral argument should, or need not, be heard.  Such statements shall be captioned
"Reasons Why Oral Argument Should [Need Not] Be Heard" and shall be limited to 2 pages.


(i) The parties affected by a motion to transfer may agree to waive oral argument. The
Panel will take this into consideration in determining the need for oral argument.


(c) Hearing Session. The Panel shall not consider transfer or remand of any action pending in a
federal district court when any party timely opposes such transfer or remand without first holding a
hearing session for the presentation of oral argument. The Panel may dispense with oral argument if it
determines that:


(i) the dispositive issue(s) have been authoritatively decided; or
(ii) the facts and legal arguments are adequately presented and oral argument would not


significantly aid the decisional process.


Unless otherwise ordered, the Panel shall consider all other matters, such as a motion for reconsideration,
upon the basis of the pleadings.


(d) Notification of Oral Argument. The Panel shall promptly notify counsel of those matters in
 which oral argument is scheduled, as well as those matters that the Panel will consider on the pleadings.
The Clerk of the Panel shall require counsel to file and serve notice of their intent to either make or waive
oral argument. Failure to do so shall be deemed a waiver of oral argument. If counsel does not attend oral
argument, the matter shall not be rescheduled and that party's position shall be treated as submitted for
decision on the basis of the pleadings filed. 


(i) Absent Panel approval and for good cause shown, only those parties toactions who
have filed a motion or written response to a motion or order shall be permitted to
present oral argument.


(ii) The Panel will not receive oral testimony except upon notice, motion
and an order expressly providing for it.


(e) Duty to Confer. Counsel in an action set for oral argument shall confer separately prior to
that argument for the purpose of organizing their arguments and selecting representatives to present all
views without duplication. Oral argument is a means for counsel to emphasize the key points of their
arguments, and to update the Panel on any events since the conclusion of briefing.


(f) Time Limit for Oral Argument. Barring exceptional circumstances, the Panel shall allot a
maximum of 20 minutes for oral argument in each matter. The time shall be divided among those with
varying viewpoints. Counsel for the moving party or parties shall generally be heard first.
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UNITED STATES JUDICIAL PANEL
on


MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION
 


NOTICE OF HEARING SESSION


Pursuant to the order of the United States Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation filed today,
notice is hereby given that a hearing session has been scheduled to consider various matters 
under 28 U.S.C. § 1407. 


DATE OF HEARING SESSION:          May 28, 2015


LOCATION OF HEARING SESSION: United States Courthouse
                                                                Ceremonial Courtroom, 15th Floor   
                                                                  300 South Fourth Street
                                                        Minneapolis, Minnesota  55415         
                                                                                     
TIME OF HEARING SESSION:  In those matters designated for oral argument, counsel
presenting oral argument must be present at 8:00 a.m. in order for the Panel to allocate the
amount of time for oral argument.  Oral argument will commence at 9:30 a.m.


SCHEDULED MATTERS:  Matters scheduled for consideration at this hearing session are listed 
on the enclosed Hearing Session Order and Schedule of Matters for Hearing Session. 


• Section A of this Schedule lists the matters designated for oral argument and 
includes all actions encompassed by Motion(s) for transfer filed pursuant to 
Rules 6.1 and 6.2.  Any party waiving oral argument pursuant to Rule 11.1(d) 
need not attend the Hearing Session. 


• Section B of this Schedule lists the matters that the Panel has determined to 
consider without oral argument, pursuant to Rule 11.1(c).  Parties and 
counsel involved in these matters need not attend the Hearing Session.  


ORAL ARGUMENT:  The Panel carefully considers the positions advocated in filings with the
Panel when it allocates time to attorneys presenting oral argument.  The Panel, therefore, expects
attorneys to adhere to those positions (including those concerning an appropriate transferee
district).  Any change in position should be conveyed to Panel staff before the beginning of oral
argument.  Where an attorney thereafter advocates a position different from that conveyed to
Panel staff, the Panel may reduce the allotted argument time and decline to hear further from that
attorney.
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For those matters listed on Section A of the Schedule, the "Notice of Presentation or Waiver of 
Oral Argument" must be filed in this office no later than May 11, 2015.  The procedures 
governing Panel oral argument (Panel Rule 11.1) are attached.  The Panel strictly adheres to
these procedures.  


FOR THE PANEL:


Jeffery N. Lüthi
Clerk of the Panel


           
          cc:  Clerk, United States District for the District of Minnesota  
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UNITED STATES JUDICIAL PANEL
on


MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION


HEARING SESSION ORDER


The Panel issues the following orders in connection with its next hearing session,


IT IS ORDERED that on May 28, 2015, the Panel will convene a hearing session 
in Minneapolis, Minnesota, to consider the matters on the attached Schedule under 28 U.S.C. 
§ 1407.


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Panel may, on its own initiative, consider transfer
of any or all of the actions in those matters to any district or districts.


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Panel will hear oral argument on the matters listed
on Section A of the attached Schedule, unless the parties waive oral argument or unless the Panel
later decides to dispense with oral argument pursuant to Panel Rule 11.1(c).


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Panel will consider without oral argument the
matters listed on Section B of the attached Schedule pursuant to Panel Rule 11.1(c).  The Panel
reserves the prerogative, on any basis including submissions of parties pursuant to Panel Rule
11.1(c), to designate any of those matters for oral argument.  


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk of the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict
Litigation shall direct notice of this hearing session to counsel for all parties involved in the
matters on the attached Schedule.


      PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION


                    _________________________________                         
                              Sarah S. Vance 
                                   Chair


                                                   Marjorie O. Rendell Charles R. Breyer 
Lewis A. Kaplan    Ellen Segal Huvelle       


                             R. David Proctor  Catherine D. Perry    


Case MDL No. 875   Document 10027   Filed 04/09/15   Page 3 of 23







SCHEDULE OF MATTERS FOR HEARING SESSION
May 28, 2015 !! Minneapolis, Minnesota


SECTION A
MATTERS DESIGNATED FOR ORAL ARGUMENT


(This schedule contains only those civil actions listed in the Schedule(s) of Actions submitted with the docketed
motion(s) for transfer. See Panel Rules 6.1 and 6.2. In the event these dockets are centralized, other actions of which
the Panel has been informed may be subject to transfer pursuant to Panel Rule 7.1.)


MDL No. 2617 ! IN RE: ANTHEM, INC., CUSTOMER DATA SECURITY BREACH         
                 LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Michael S. Weinberger to transfer the following actions to the United
States District Court for the Southern District of Indiana:


Northern District of Alabama


JULIANO v. ANTHEM, INC., C.A. No. 2:15!00219


Central District of California


KIRBY v. ANTHEM, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!00820
HOOD v. ANTHEM, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!00918
DOE v. ANTHEM, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!00934
MORRIS v. ANTHEM, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 8:15!00196
LIU v. ANTHEM, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 8:15!00215


Eastern District of California


POWELL, ET AL. v. ANTHEM, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!00314


Northern District of California


GIOTTA v. ANTHEM, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:15!00618


Northern District of Georgia


D'ANGELO, ET AL. v. ANTHEM, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00371


Southern District of Indiana


MEADOWS v. ANTHEM, INC., C.A. No. 1:15!00163
KEYSER v. ANTHEM, INC., C.A. No. 1:15!00178
GARSON v. ANTHEM, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00180
PANTUSO v. ANTHEM INSURANCE COMPANIES, INC., C.A. No. 1:15!00181
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KASLOWITZ v. ANTHEM, INC., C.A. No. 1:15!00188
WEINBERGER v. ANTHEM, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00201
BRESCIA v. ANTHEM, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00203


Southern District of Ohio


MCKINLEY, ET AL. v. ANTHEM, INC., C.A. No. 1:15!00096


MDL No. 2619 ! IN RE: WALGREENS HERBAL SUPPLEMENTS MARKETING AND    
                             SALES PRACTICES LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff John Hollis to transfer the following actions to the United States
District Court for the Northern District of Illinois:


Western District of Arkansas


CLEMMONS v. WALGREEN CO., C.A. No. 5:15!05032


Central District of California


CUMMINS v. WALGREEN CO., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!00911


Northern District of California


DE LA TORRE, ET AL. v. WALGREEN CO., C.A. No. 5:15!00556


Southern District of California


HERNANDEZ v. WALGREENS COMPANY, C.A. No. 3:15!00260


Northern District of Illinois


HALE, ET AL. v. WALGREEN CO., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!01182
ALLSUP v. WALGREEN CO., C.A. No. 1:15!01244
HOLLIS v. WALGREENS BOOTS ALLIANCE, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!01265
ANDREWS v. WALGREEN CO., C.A. No. 1:15!01308


Eastern District of Missouri


KARDASZ v. WALGREEN CO., C.A. No. 4:15!00251


Southern District of Ohio


TRINIDAD v. WALGREEN CO., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00090


 - 2 -
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MDL No. 2620 ! IN RE: WAL!MART STORES, INC., HERBAL SUPPLEMENTS             
                             MARKETING AND SALES PRACTICES LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiffs Mercedes Taketa, et al., to transfer certain of the following actions to
the United States District Court for the Northern District of California; motion of plaintiff Shane
Sparks to transfer certain of the following actions to the United States District Court for the
Western District of Arkansas; and motion of plaintiffs George Marshall, et al., to transfer the
following actions to the United States District Court for the Western District of Arkansas:


Eastern District of Arkansas


JONES v. WAL!MART STORES, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:15!00085


Western District of Arkansas


SPARKS v. WAL!MART STORES, INC., C.A. No. 5:15!05031


Central District of California


SHAHRASHIAN v. WAL!MART STORES, INC., ET AL., 
    C.A. No. 2:15!00978


Northern District of California


TAKETA v. WAL!MART STORES, INC., C.A. No. 3:15!00542
DE LA TORRE, ET AL. v. WAL!MART STORES, INC., C.A. No. 5:15!00557


Northern District of Florida


HAJE v. WAL!MART STORES, INC., C.A. No. 3:15!00039


Southern District of Florida


MARSHALL, ET AL. v. WAL!MART STORES, INC., C.A. No. 0:15!60246


Northern District of Illinois


HALE, ET AL. v. WALGREEN CO., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!01182


Southern District of Indiana


MYERS v. WAL!MART STORES, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:15!00019


 - 3 -
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Western District of Kentucky


MOORS v. WAL!MART STORES, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!00123


District of Massachusetts


MAYER v. WAL!MART STORES INC., C.A. No. 1:15!10287


Eastern District of Missouri


FIGUEIREDO, ET AL. v. WAL!MART STORES, INC., C.A. No. 4:15!00249
HANNA, ET AL. v. WAL!MART STORES, ET AL., C.A. No. 4:15!00295


Western District of Missouri


STOKES v. WAL!MART STORES, INC., C.A. No. 2:15!04027
LOWE v. WAL!MART STORES, INC., C.A. No. 2:15!04030


Northern District of Ohio


MAGER v. GNC HOLDINGS, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:15!00267


Southern District of Ohio


TRINIDAD v. WAL!MART STORES, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00091


District of Oregon


STEVENS v. WAL!MART STORES, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!00243


MDL No. 2621 ! IN RE: GNC CORP. HERBAL SUPPLEMENTS MARKETING AND       
                             SALES PRACTICES LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Gretchen Dore to transfer the following actions to the United States
District Court for the Southern District of Florida:


Western District of Arkansas


 CLEMMONS v. GENERAL NUTRITION CORP., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:15!05036


Northern District of California


DE LA TORRE, ET AL. v. GNC HOLDINGS, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:15!00561


 - 4 -
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Southern District of Florida


REYES v. GENERAL NUTRITION CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!20513
DORE v. GNC HOLDINGS, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!20618


Northern District of Ohio


MAGER v. GNC HOLDINGS, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:15!00267


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


WRIGHT v. GNC HOLDINGS, INC., C.A. No. 2:15!00566


MDL No. 2622 ! IN RE: TARGET CORP. HERBAL SUPPLEMENTS MARKETING         
                            AND SALES PRACTICES LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Melanie Barber to transfer the following actions to the United States
District Court for the Northern District of California:


Western District of Arkansas


SPARKS v. TARGET BRANDS, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:15!05033


Northern District of California


FARRELL v. TARGET CORPORATION, C.A. No. 3:15!00635
BARBER v. TARGET CORPORATION, C.A. No. 4:15!00568
DE LA TORRE, ET AL. v. TARGET CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 5:15!00559


MDL No. 2623 ! IN RE: ACCRETIVE HEALTH, INC., FAIR DEBT COLLECTION          
                             PRACTICES ACT (FDCPA) LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Mahala A. Church to transfer the following actions to the United
States District Court for the Southern District of Alabama:


Southern District of Alabama


CHURCH v. ACCRETIVE HEALTH, INC., C.A. No. 1:14!00057


Eastern District of Michigan


ANGER v. ACCRETIVE HEALTH, INC., C.A. No. 2:14!12864
CASSALE v. ACCRETIVE HEALTH, INCORPORATED, C.A. No. 2:15!10496


 - 5 -
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MDL No. 2624 ! IN RE: LENOVO ADWARE LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Lukas Pick to transfer the following actions to the United States
District Court for the Eastern District of North Carolina:


Northern District of California


STERLING INTERNATIONAL CONSULTING GROUP v. LENOVO (UNITED
    STATES), INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:15!00807
HUNTER v. LENOVO (UNITED STATES), INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:15!00819


Southern District of California


BENNETT v. LENOVO (UNITED STATES), INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!00368


Eastern District of North Carolina


PICK v. LENOVO (UNITED STATES), INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:15!00068


MDL No. 2625 ! IN RE: KMART CORPORATION CUSTOMER DATA SECURITY         
                             BREACH LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff First NBC Bank to transfer the following actions to the United States
District Court for the Northern District of Illinois:


Northern District of Illinois


FIRST NBC BANK v. KMART CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!10088


Eastern District of Louisiana


GULF COAST BANK & TRUST COMPANY v. KMART CORPORATION, ET AL.,
      C.A. No. 2:15!00558


Western District of Pennsylvania


FIRST CHOICE FEDERAL CREDIT UNION v. KMART CORPORATION, ET AL.,      
   C.A. No. 2:15!00241


 - 6 -
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MDL No. 2626 ! IN RE: DISPOSABLE CONTACT LENS ANTITRUST LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiffs Rachel Miller, et al., to transfer of certain of the following actions to
the United States District Court for the Northern District of California and motion of plaintiff
Clemente Cesare to transfer the following actions to the United States District Court for the 
Southern District of Florida:


Northern District of California


COSTCO WHOLESALE CORPORATION v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON VISION
     CARE, INC., C.A. No. 3:15!00941
MACHIKAWA, ET AL. v. COOPER VISION, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!01001
MILLER, ET AL. v. ALCON LABORATORIES, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!01028
FERNANDES v. ALCON LABORATORIES, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!01045
MANGUM v. COOPERVISION, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:15!01064


Southern District of Florida


CESARE v. COOPERVISION, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 0:15!60466


District of Kansas


GRAY, ET AL. v. ALCON LABORATORIES, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!02642


MDL No. 2627 ! IN RE: LUMBER LIQUIDATORS CHINESE!MANUFACTURED           
                             FLOORING PRODUCTS MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES AND        
                             PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiffs Shelly Conte, et al., to transfer the following actions to the United
States District Court for the Northern District of California:


Central District of California


TYRRELL, ET AL. v. LUMBER LIQUIDATORS, INC., C.A. No. 2:15!01615
HURD, ET AL. v. LUMBER LIQUIDATORS, INC., C.A. No. 5:15!00424


Northern District of California


BALERO, ET AL. v. LUMBER LIQUIDATORS, INC., C.A. No. 3:15!01005
CONTE, ET AL. v. LUMBER LIQUIDATORS, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!01012
EZOVSKI ET AL v. LUMBER LIQUIDATORS, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:15!01074
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Northern District of Florida


CONSTATINE v. LUMBER LIQUIDATORS, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:15!00130


Southern District of Florida


BADIAS v. LUMBER LIQUIDATORS, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!20876


Northern District of Illinois


BLOOMFIELD v. LUMBER LIQUIDATORS, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!01956


Eastern District of North Carolina


CAIOLA v. LUMBER LIQUIDATORS, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:15!00094 


Western District of Oklahoma


MARTIN, ET AL. v. LUMBER LIQUIDATORS, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:15!00233


MDL No. 2628 ! IN RE: DEER CONSUMER PRODUCTS, INC., SECURITIES                   
                             LITIGATION


Motion of defendants Goldman Kurland and Mohidin, LLP, and Ahmed Mohidin to
transfer the following actions to the United States District Court for the Central District of
California:


District of Arizona


BOCKER, ET AL. v. DEER CONSUMER PRODUCTS INCORPORATED, ET AL.,
     C.A. No. 2:15!00046


Central District of California


DE SEJOURNET, ET AL. v. GOLDMAN KURLAND AND MOHIDIN, LLP, ET AL.,
    C.A. No. 2:13!01682


 - 8 -
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MDL No. 2629 ! IN RE: LESSER PRAIRIE!CHICKEN ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT   
                             LISTING LITIGATION


Motion of defendants U.S. Department of the Interior; U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service;
S.M.R. Jewell; Daniel M. Ashe; Gary Frazer; and Jonna Polk to transfer the following actions to
the United States District Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma or, in the alternative, the
United States District Court for the District of District of Columbia:


Northern District of Oklahoma


OKLAHOMA INDEPENDENT PETROLEUM ASSOCIATION, ET AL. v.
      DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, ET AL., C.A. No. 4:14!00307


DEFENDERS OF WILDLIFE, ET AL. v. JEWELL, ET AL., C.A. No. 4:14!00721


Western District of Texas


PERMIAN BASIN PETROLEUM ASSOCIATION, ET AL. v. DEPARTMENT OF
     THE INTERIOR, ET AL., C.A. No. 7:14!00050


MDL No. 2630 ! IN RE: CORINTHIAN COLLEGES, INC., QUI TAM LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiffs Patricia Salazar, Brian Payne, Christi Hays, Mamie Andrews, and
Carolina Marion to transfer the following actions to the United States District Court for the
Northern District of California or, in the alternative, the United States District Court for the
Central District of California:


Central District of California


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, EX REL. CHRISTI HAYS v. CORINTHIAN
     COLLEGES INC., C.A. No. 8:11!01395
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, EX REL. MAMIE ANDREWS, ET AL. v.             
     CORINTHIAN COLLEGES, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 8:11!01675


Northern District of California


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, EX REL. CAROLINA MARION v. HEALD
    COLLEGE, LLC, ET AL., C.A. No. 5:12!02067


 Northern District of Georgia


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA EX REL., PATRICIA SALAZAR, ET AL. v.               
     CORINTHIAN COLLEGES, INC., C.A. No. 1:11!00053
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MDL No. 2631 ! IN RE: ALIBABA GROUP HOLDING LIMITED SECURITIES                
                             LITIGATION


Motion of defendants Alibaba Group Holding Limited, Jack Yun Ma, Joseph C. Tsai,
Jonathan Zhaoxi Lu, and Maggie Wei Wu to transfer the following actions to the United States
District Court for the Southern District of New York:


Central District of California


HUANG v. ALIBABA GROUP HOLDING LIMITED, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!00789
CHAO v. ALIBABA GROUP HOLDING LIMITED, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!01102


Southern District of New York


KHUNT v. ALIBABA GROUP HOLDING LIMITED, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00759
KLEIN v. ALIBABA GROUP HOLDING LIMITED, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00811
RAND v. ALIBABA GROUP HOLDING LIMITED, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00991
ZIOLKOWSKI, ET AL. v. ALIBABA GROUP HOLDING LIMITED, ET AL., 
    C.A. No. 1:15!01405


MDL No. 2632 ! IN RE: CALIFORNIA WINE INORGANIC ARSENIC LEVELS                
                             PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Laura Marvin to transfer the following actions to the United States
District Court for the Middle District of Louisiana:


Northern District of Florida


WASHINGTON, ET AL. v. THE WINE GROUP, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:15!00163


Middle District of Louisiana


MARVIN v. THE WINE GROUP, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!00176
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MDL No. 2633 ! IN RE: PREMERA BLUE CROSS CUSTOMER DATA SECURITY          
                             BREACH LITIGATION 


Motion, as amended, of plaintiff Bradd Guenser to transfer the following actions to the
United States District Court for the Western District of Washington:


District of Oregon 


COLCORD v. PREMERA BLUE CROSS, C.A. No. 3:15!00516 


Western District of Washington 


CUSHNIE v. PREMERA BLUE CROSS, C.A. No. 2:15!00413 
BLACKWOLFE, ET AL. v. PREMERA BLUE CROSS, C.A. No. 2:15!00429
GUENSER v. PREMERA BLUE CROSS, C.A. No. 2:15!00441 
HOIRUP, ET AL. v. PREMERA BLUE CROSS, C.A. No. 2:15!00445 
COSSEY, ET AL. v. PREMERA BLUE CROSS, C.A. No. 2:15!00472 
FORSETER, ET AL. v. PREMERA BLUE CROSS, C.A. No.  2:15!00499 
ARCHIBALD v. PREMERA BLUE CROSS, C.A. No. 2:15!00505
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SECTION B
MATTERS DESIGNATED FOR CONSIDERATION WITHOUT ORAL ARGUMENT


MDL No. 875 ! IN RE: ASBESTOS PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION (NO. VI)


Motion of plaintiff Valerie K. Presley to transfer the following action to the United States
District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania:


Southern District of Alabama


PRESLEY v. BILL VANN COMPANY, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:11!00444


MDL No. 2004 ! IN RE: MENTOR CORP. OBTAPE TRANSOBTURATOR SLING            
                             PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Joan Bradshaw, et al., to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Middle District of Georgia:


Eastern District of Missouri


BRADSHAW, ET AL. v. MENTOR WORLDWIDE, LLC, C.A. No. 4:15!00332


MDL No. 2165 ! IN RE: ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT SECTION 4 DEADLINE               
                             LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs F.I.M. Corp., et al., to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the District of District of Columbia:


District of Nevada


F.I.M. CORP., ET AL. v. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, ET AL., 
      C.A. No. 3:14!00630


MDL No. 2244 ! IN RE: DEPUY ORTHOPAEDICS, INC., PINNACLE HIP IMPLANT      
                             PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Heather DuPont to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Northern District of Texas:


District of Massachusetts


DUPONT v. DEPUY ORTHOPAEDICS, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!10702
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MDL No. 2262 ! IN RE: LIBOR!BASED FINANCIAL INSTRUMENTS ANTITRUST       
                             LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Cicchini Enterprises, Inc., to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Southern District of New York:


Northern District of Ohio


CICCHINI ENTERPRISES, INC. v. JPMORGAN CHASE & CO., ET AL., 
    C.A. No. 5:15!00422


MDL No. 2272 ! IN RE: ZIMMER NEXGEN KNEE IMPLANT PRODUCTS LIABILITY 
                             LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Jan Reynolds to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois:


District of Vermont


REYNOLDS v. DARTMOUTH!HITCHCOCK MEDICAL CENTER, ET AL., 
     C.A. No. 1:14!00137


MDL No. 2286 ! IN RE: MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., TELEPHONE          
                            CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT (TCPA) LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff David E. Mack to transfer of the following actions to the United
States District Court for the Southern District of California:


Eastern District of Texas


MACK v. MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., C.A. No. 4:15!00135
MACK v. MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., C.A. No. 4:15!00136
MACK v. MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., C.A. No. 4:15!00138
MACK v. MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, C.A. No. 4:15!00139
MACK v. MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, C.A. No. 4:15!00140
MACK v. MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., C.A. No. 4:15!00141
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MDL No. 2308 ! IN RE: SKECHERS TONING SHOE PRODUCTS LIABILITY                  
                             LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Michele Simmons, et al.; Dorothy Simmons, et al.; Linda
Nichols, et al.; Particia Martin, et al.; Sarah Rodhouse, et al.; and Corey Brown, et al., to transfer
of their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Western District
of Kentucky:


Eastern District of Missouri


SIMMONS, ET AL. v. SKECHERS USA, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:15!00340
SIMMONS, ET AL. v. SKECHERS USA, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:15!00341
NICHOLS, ET AL. v. SKECHERS USA, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:15!00342
MARTIN, ET AL. v. SKECHERS USA, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:15!00343
RODHOUSE, ET AL. v. SKECHERS USA, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:15!00344
BROWN, ET AL. v. SKECHERS U.S.A., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:15!00345


MDL No. 2327 ! IN RE: ETHICON, INC., PELVIC REPAIR SYSTEM PRODUCTS           
                             LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Melissa Mayfield, et al., to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Southern District of West Virginia:


Eastern District of Kentucky


MAYFIELD, ET AL. v. LONDON WOMEN'S CARE, PLLC, ET AL.,  
                  C.A. No. 6:15!00019


MDL No. 2331 ! IN RE: PROPECIA (FINASTERIDE) PRODUCTS LIABILITY                 
                             LITIGATION


Motion of defendant Marck & Co., Inc., to transfer the following action to the United
States District Court for the Eastern District of New York:


Southern District of California


PFAFF, ET AL. v. MERCK & CO., INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!00509
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MDL No. 2342 ! IN RE: ZOLOFT (SERTRALINE HYDROCHLORIDE) PRODUCTS       
                             LIABILITY LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs Denise White and R.J., et al., to transfer of their respective
following actions to the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania:


Central District of California


WHITE v. MCKESSON CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 8:15!00063


Eastern District of Missouri


R.J., ET AL. v. PFIZER INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:15!00153


MDL No. 2391 ! IN RE: BIOMET M2A MAGNUM HIP IMPLANT PRODUCTS                 
                             LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Nicole Murphy to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Northern District of Indiana:


Northern District of Ohio


MURPHY v. BIOMET, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00492


MDL No. 2396 ! IN RE: TR LABS PATENT LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Alberta Telecommunications Research Centre to transfer of the
following action to the United States District Court for the District of New Jersey:


District of Delaware


ALBERTA TELECOMMUNICATIONS RESEARCH CENTRE v. VERIZON
     SERVICES CORP., C.A. No. 1:15!00188


MDL No. 2416 ! IN RE: CAPITAL ONE TELEPHONE CONSUMER PROTECTION        
                            ACT (TCPA) LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Troy T. Williams to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois:


Northern District of Alabama


WILLIAMS v. CAPITAL ONE BANK USA NA, ET AL., C.A. No. 5:14!02173
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MDL No. 2428 ! IN RE: FRESENIUS GRANUFLO/NATURALYTE DIALYSATE              
                             PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of defendants Selma Nephrology Associates, P.A.; Montgomery Kidney
Specialists, LLP d/b/a Montgomery Kidney Specialists of Selma; Rafael A. Lopez, M.D.;
Charles E. Thomas, M.D.; and DaVita Healthcare Partners, Inc., to transfer of their respective
following actions to the United States District Court for the District of Massachusetts:


Southern District of Alabama


JOHNSON v. FRESENIUS MEDICAL CARE HOLDINGS, INC., ET AL., 
    C.A. No. 2:15!00088


District of South Carolina


COX v. FRESENIUS USA, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 6:15!01078


MDL No. 2432 ! IN RE: NEUROGRAFIX ('360) PATENT LITIGATION


Oppositions of defendants Toshiba America Medical Systems, Inc.; Toshiba Medical
Systems Corporation; Smart Scan MRI, LLC; St. Mary's Health Care System, Inc.; St. Mary's
Medical Group, Inc.; Athens Radiology Associates, P.C.; Saint Louis University; Hitachi
Medical Systems America, Inc.; Hitachi Medical Corporation; and Tenet Healthcare Corporation
to transfer of their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the District
of Massachusetts:


Middle District of Georgia


NEUROGRAFIX, ET AL. v. TOSHIBA AMERICA MEDICAL SYSTEMS, INC., 
     ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!00002


Northern District of Illinois


NEUROGRAFIX, ET AL. v. TOSHIBA AMERICA MEDICAL SYSTEMS, INC., 
     ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00033


Eastern District of Missouri


NEUROGRAFIX, ET AL. v. SAINT LOUIS UNIVERSITY, ET AL., 
     C.A. No. 4:15!00158


Eastern District of North Carolina


NEUROGRAFIX, ET AL. v. TOSHIBA AMERICA MEDICAL SYSTEMS, INC., 
                 ET AL., C.A. No. 4:15!00006
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Northern District of Ohio


NEUROGRAFIX, ET AL. v. HITACHI MEDICAL SYSTEMS AMERICA, INC., 
     ET AL., C.A. No. 5:15!00026


MDL No. 2452 ! IN RE: INCRETIN-BASED THERAPIES PRODUCTS LIABILITY          
                             LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Mieczyslaw Szymczyk, et al., to transfer of the following action
to the United States District Court for the Southern District of California:


Eastern District of New York


SZYMCZYK, ET AL. v. SHIFF, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!01394


MDL No. 2478 ! IN RE: CONVERGENT TELEPHONE CONSUMER PROTECTION       
                            ACT (TCPA) LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Alvin Johnson to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the District of Connecticut:


Eastern District of California


JOHNSON v. CONVERGENT OUTSOURCING INC., C.A. No. 2:15!00316


MDL No. 2493 ! IN RE: MONITRONICS INTERNATIONAL, INC., TELEPHONE            
                             CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT (TCPA) LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Stewart N. Abramson to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Northern District of West Virginia:


Western District of Pennsylvania


ABRAMSON v. ALLIANCE SECURITY, INC., C.A. No. 2:15!00185
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MDL No. 2502 ! IN RE: LIPITOR (ATORVASTATIN CALCIUM) MARKETING,             
                             SALES PRACTICES AND PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION 


                 (NO. II)


Opposition of plaintiffs Robyn Whitney, et al., to transfer of the following action to the
United  States District Court for the District of South Carolina:


Central District of California


WHITNEY, ET AL. v. PFIZER, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!01638


MDL No. 2543 ! IN RE: GENERAL MOTORS LLC IGNITION SWITCH LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Zachary Stevens, et al., to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Southern District of New York:


Southern District of Texas


STEVENS, ET AL. v. GENERAL MOTORS LLC, ET AL., C.A. No. 4:15!00628


MDL No. 2587 ! IN RE: INTRAMTA SWITCHED ACCESS CHARGES LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiff Sprint Communications Company L.P. and defendants GTE
Southwest, Inc.; Verizon Maryland, LLC; Verizon Pennsylvania, LLC; and Verizon North, LLC
to transfer of the following action to the United States District Court for the Northern District of
Texas:


Eastern District of Missouri


SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY L.P. v. VERIZON MARYLAND LLC, 
     ET AL., C.A. No. 4:15!00161


MDL No. 2592 ! IN RE: XARELTO (RIVAROXABAN) PRODUCTS LIABILITY               
                             LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Kieonna Littlejohn, et al., to transfer of the following action to
the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Louisiana:


Eastern District of Missouri


LITTLEJOHN, ET AL. v. JANSSEN RESEARCH & DEVELOPMENT LLC, ET AL.,
   C.A. No. 4:15!00194
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MDL No. 2599 ! IN RE: TAKATA AIRBAG PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Tina Tran Drang to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Southern District of Florida:


Middle District of Florida


DANG v. HONDA MOTOR COMPANY, LTD, ET AL., C.A. No. 6:14!02071
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RULE 11.1: HEARING SESSIONS AND ORAL ARGUMENT


(a)  Schedule. The Panel shall schedule sessions for oral argument and consideration of other
matters as desirable or necessary. The Chair shall determine the time, place and agenda for each hearing
session. The Clerk of the Panel shall give appropriate notice to counsel for all parties. The Panel may
continue its consideration of any scheduled matters.


(b) Oral Argument Statement. Any party affected by a motion may file a separate statement
setting forth reasons why oral argument should, or need not, be heard.  Such statements shall be
captioned "Reasons Why Oral Argument Should [Need Not] Be Heard" and shall be limited to 2 pages.


(i) The parties affected by a motion to transfer may agree to waive oral argument. The
Panel will take this into consideration in determining the need for oral argument.


(c)     Hearing Session. The Panel shall not consider transfer or remand of any action pending in a
federal district court when any party timely opposes such transfer or remand without first holding a
hearing session for the presentation of oral argument. The Panel may dispense with oral argument if it
determines that:


(i) the dispositive issue(s) have been authoritatively decided; or
(ii) the facts and legal arguments are adequately presented and oral argument would


not significantly aid the decisional process.


Unless otherwise ordered, the Panel shall consider all other matters, such as a motion for reconsideration,
upon the basis of the pleadings.


(d) Notification of Oral Argument. The Panel shall promptly notify counsel of those matters 
in which oral argument is scheduled, as well as those matters that the Panel will consider on the
pleadings. The Clerk of the Panel shall require counsel to file and serve notice of their intent to either
make or waive oral argument. Failure to do so shall be deemed a waiver of oral argument. If counsel does
not attend oral argument, the matter shall not be rescheduled and that party's position shall be treated as
submitted for decision on the basis of the pleadings filed. 


(i) Absent Panel approval and for good cause shown, only those parties to actions who
have filed a motion or written response to a motion or order shall be permitted to
present oral argument.


(ii) The Panel will not receive oral testimony except upon notice, motion
and an order expressly providing for it.


(e) Duty to Confer. Counsel in an action set for oral argument shall confer separately prior to
that argument for the purpose of organizing their arguments and selecting representatives to present all
views without duplication. Oral argument is a means for counsel to emphasize the key points of their
arguments, and to update the Panel on any events since the conclusion of briefing.


(f) Time Limit for Oral Argument. Barring exceptional circumstances, the Panel shall allot a
maximum of 20 minutes for oral argument in each matter. The time shall be divided among those with
varying viewpoints. Counsel for the moving party or parties shall generally be heard first.
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UNITED STATES JUDICIAL PANEL
on 


MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION


FIRST AMENDMENT TO THE HEARING SESSION ORDER
AND ATTACHED SCHEDULE FILED APRIL 9, 2015


IT IS ORDERED that the Hearing Session Order and attached Schedule filed by the United
States Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation on April 9, 2015, are amended to include the
following matter on Schedule B (matters designated for consideration without oral argument) of the
Schedule for the hearing session on May 28, 2015, in Minneapolis, Minnesota. 


MDL No. 2543 - IN RE: GENERAL MOTORS LLC IGNITION SWITCH 
LITIGATION  


Motion of defendant General Motors LLC  for reconsideration of the Panel’s April 2, 2015,
order denying transfer. 


Middle District of Florida


Grant  v. General Motors LLC, C.A. No. 6:14-02132


FOR THE PANEL:


                                   
Jeffery N. Lüthi 
Clerk of the Panel
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UNITED STATES JUDICIAL PANEL
on 


MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION


SECOND AMENDMENT TO THE HEARING SESSION ORDER
AND ATTACHED SCHEDULE FILED APRIL 9, 2015


IT IS ORDERED that the Hearing Session Order and attached Schedule filed by the United
States Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation on April 9, 2015, are amended to include the
following matter on Schedule B (matters designated for consideration without oral argument) of the
Schedule for the hearing session on May 28, 2015, in Minneapolis, Minnesota. 


MDL No. 1932 - IN RE: FAMILY DOLLAR STORES, INC., WAGE AND HOUR
EMPLOYMENT PRACTICES LITIGATION 


Motion of plaintiff Andrea Samuel, et al. to remand, under 28 U.S.C. § 1407(a), the
following action to the transferor court: 


Southern District of Florida


Samuel, et al v. Family Dollar Stores of Florida, Inc., C.A. No. 0:11-62560


FOR THE PANEL:


                                   
Jeffery N. Lüthi 
Clerk of the Panel
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UNITED STATES JUDICIAL PANEL
on 


MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION


THIRD AMENDMENT TO THE HEARING SESSION ORDER
AND ATTACHED SCHEDULE FILED APRIL 9, 2015


IT IS ORDERED that the Hearing Session Order and attached Schedule filed by the United
States Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation on April 9, 2015, are amended to include the
following matter on Schedule B (matters designated for consideration without oral argument) of the
Schedule for the hearing session on May 28, 2015, in Minneapolis, Minnesota. 


MDL No. 2590 - IN RE: NAVISTAR MAXXFORCE ENGINES MARKETING, SALES
PRACTICES AND PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION 


Motion of plaintiffs for reconsideration of the Panel’s December 17, 2014, order denying
transfer. 


Northern District of Texas


Ross Neely Systems, Inc. v. Navistar, Inc., et al.,  C.A. No. 3:13-01587


FOR THE PANEL:


                                   
Jeffery N. Lüthi 
Clerk of the Panel
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UNITED STATES JUDICIAL PANEL
on


MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION
 


NOTICE OF HEARING SESSION


Pursuant to the order of the United States Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation filed today,
notice is hereby given that a hearing session has been scheduled to consider various matters
under 28 U.S.C. § 1407. 


DATE OF HEARING SESSION:          October 1, 2015


LOCATION OF HEARING SESSION: Daniel Patrick Moynihan United States Courthouse
        Ceremonial Courtroom No. 9C, 9th Floor


500 Pearl Street
New York, New York  10007 


                                
TIME OF HEARING SESSION:  In those matters designated for oral argument, counsel
presenting oral argument must be present at 8:00 a.m. in order for the Panel to allocate the
amount of time for oral argument.  Oral argument will commence at 9:30 a.m.


SCHEDULED MATTERS:  Matters scheduled for consideration at this hearing session are listed 
on the enclosed Hearing Session Order and Schedule of Matters for Hearing Session. 


• Section A of this Schedule lists the matters designated for oral argument and 
includes all actions encompassed by Motion(s) for transfer filed pursuant to 
Rules 6.1 and 6.2.  Any party waiving oral argument pursuant to Rule 11.1(d) 
need not attend the Hearing Session. 


• Section B of this Schedule lists the matters that the Panel has determined to 
consider without oral argument, pursuant to Rule 11.1(c).  Parties and 
counsel involved in these matters need not attend the Hearing Session.  


ORAL ARGUMENT:  The Panel carefully considers the positions advocated in filings with the
Panel when it allocates time to attorneys presenting oral argument.  The Panel, therefore, expects
attorneys to adhere to those positions (including those concerning an appropriate transferee
district).  Any change in position should be conveyed to Panel staff before the beginning of oral
argument.  Where an attorney thereafter advocates a position different from that conveyed to
Panel staff, the Panel may reduce the allotted argument time and decline to hear further from that
attorney.
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For those matters listed on Section A of the Schedule, the "Notice of Presentation or Waiver of 
Oral Argument" must be filed in this office no later than September 14, 2015.  The procedures 
governing Panel oral argument (Panel Rule 11.1) are attached.  The Panel strictly adheres to
these procedures.  


FOR THE PANEL:


Jeffery N. Lüthi
Clerk of the Panel


           
          cc:  Clerk, United States District for the Southern District of New York  
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UNITED STATES JUDICIAL PANEL
on


MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION


HEARING SESSION ORDER


The Panel issues the following orders in connection with its next hearing session,


IT IS ORDERED that on October 1, 2015, the Panel will convene a hearing session 
in New York, New York, to consider the matters on the attached Schedule under 28 U.S.C. 
§ 1407.


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Panel may, on its own initiative, consider transfer
of any or all of the actions in those matters to any district or districts.


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Panel will hear oral argument on the matters listed
on Section A of the attached Schedule, unless the parties waive oral argument or unless the Panel
later decides to dispense with oral argument pursuant to Panel Rule 11.1(c).


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Panel will consider without oral argument the
matters listed on Section B of the attached Schedule pursuant to Panel Rule 11.1(c).  The Panel
reserves the prerogative, on any basis including submissions of parties pursuant to Panel Rule
11.1(c), to designate any of those matters for oral argument.  


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk of the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict
Litigation shall direct notice of this hearing session to counsel for all parties involved in the
matters on the attached Schedule.


      PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION


                    _________________________________                         
                              Sarah S. Vance 
                                   Chair


                                                   Marjorie O. Rendell Charles R. Breyer 
Lewis A. Kaplan     Ellen Segal Huvelle      


                            R. David Proctor  Catherine D. Perry    
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SCHEDULE OF MATTERS FOR HEARING SESSION
October 1, 2015 !! New York, New York


SECTION A
MATTERS DESIGNATED FOR ORAL ARGUMENT


(This schedule contains only those civil actions listed in the Schedule(s) of Actions submitted with the docketed
motion(s) for transfer. See Panel Rules 6.1 and 6.2. In the event these dockets are centralized, other actions of which
the Panel has been informed may be subject to transfer pursuant to Panel Rule 7.1.)


MDL No. 2643 ! IN RE: MOHAMMED AHMED HASSAN ABDALLAH OMRAN
        LITIGATION


Motion, as amended, of plaintiff Mohammed Ahmed Hassan Abdallah Omran to transfer
the following actions to the United States District Court for the District of Massachusetts:


District of Massachusetts


OMRAN v. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!13881


District of New Hampshire


OMRAN v. BLEEZARDE, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00190


MDL No. 2649 ! IN RE: HSBC TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORDING
                             LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiffs Stefan O. Lindgren and Terry J. Fanning, et al., to transfer the
following actions to the United States District Court for the Central District of California:


Central District of California


 LINDGREN v. HSBC CARD & RETAIL SERVICES, INC., ET AL., 
C.A. No. 2:14!05615


 FANNING, ET AL. v. HSBC CARD SERVICES, INC., ET AL.,
C.A. No. 8:12!00885


FANNING, ET AL. v. HSBS CARD SERVICES, INC., ET AL.,
C.A. No. 8:14!01300


Southern District of California


MEDEIROS, ET AL. v. HSBC CARD & RETAIL SERVICES, INC., 
C.A. No. 3:14!01786
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MDL No. 2650 ! IN RE: ENERGY DRILLING, LLC, CONTRACT LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Energy Drilling, LLC, and defendants Gerald K. Smith a/k/a Gary
Smith, Ray Ash, Robert Jennings, and Austin Smith to transfer the following actions to the United
States District Court for the District of Wyoming:


District of Utah


CHRISTENSEN v. SMITH, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:14!00784


District of Wyoming


ENERGY DRILLING, LLC v. PACIFIC ENERGY & MINING COMPANY,
C.A. No. 1:14!00186


MDL No. 2651 ! IN RE: GLOBAL TEL*LINK CORPORATION INMATE CALLING
  SERVICES LITIGATION


Motion of defendant Global Tel*Link Corporation to transfer the following actions to the
United States District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania:


Western District of Arkansas


STUART v. GLOBAL TEL*LINK CORPORATION, C.A. No. 5:14!05275


District of New Jersey


JAMES, ET AL. v. GLOBAL TEL*LINK CORPORATION, ET AL., 
C.A. No. 2:13!04989


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


REESE, ET AL. v. GLOBAL TEL*LINK CORPORATION, 
C.A. No. 2:15!02197
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MDL No. 2652 ! IN RE: POWER MORCELLATOR PRODUCTS LIABILITY
                             LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiffs Eva C. Galambos, et al.; Ruthann Smith, et al.; Arthur T. Johnson;
Jennifer A. Sanders, et al.; Carla Whitehead, et al.; and Robyn L. Barnett to transfer the following
actions to the United States District Court for the District of Kansas:


Eastern District of California


 NIELSEN, ET AL. v. GYRUS ACMI, LP, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:14!02375


Northern District of California


SALEM!ROBINSON, ET AL. v. RICHARD WOLF MEDICAL INSTRUMENTS
CORPORATION, C.A. No. 5:14!02209


District of Colorado


MINIHAN v. ETHICON, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00695


Southern District of Florida


KOTIS v. ETHICON, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 0:15!60566


Northern District of Georgia


GALAMBOS, ET AL. v. ETHICON, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!01046


District of Kansas


SHAFER, ET AL. v. ETHICON, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:14!02633


Eastern District of Louisiana


PHILLIPS v. ETHICON ENDO!SURGERY, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!01310


District of Maryland


CARADORI, ET AL. v. ETHICON, ENDO SURGERY, INC., ET AL., 
C.A. No. 8:14!03198
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District of New Jersey


WHITEHEAD, ET AL. v. ETHICON, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!03980
SMITH, ET AL. v. ETHICON, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!03988


Northern District of New York


BOBLETZ v. KARL STORZ ENDOSCOPY!AMERICA, INC., ET AL., 
C.A. No. 3:14!01024


Western District of New York


LEUZZI, ET AL. v. ETHICON ENDO SURGERY, INC., ET AL., 
C.A. No. 6:14!06218


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


JOHNSON v. ETHICON, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!00553
BURKART v. LINA MEDICAL US, ET AL., C.A. No. 5:14!01557


Middle District of Pennsylvania


SANDERS, ET AL. v. ETHICON, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00782


District of South Carolina


GOURDINE, ET AL. v. KARL STORZ ENDOSCOPY!AMERICA, INC., ET AL., 
C.A. No. 2:14!04839


WATKINS v. KARL STORZ ENDOSCOPY!AMERICA, INC., ET AL., 
C.A. No. 3:15!01585


OSTRANDER v. ETHICON, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 6:15!00516
PHILLIPS, ET AL. v. ETHICON, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 7:15!02114


Middle District of Tennessee


SCHROEDER v. ETHICON ENDO SURGERY, INC., C.A. No. 3:14!02389


Western District of Wisconsin


BARNETT v. KARL STORZ ENDOSCOPY!AMERICA, INC., ET AL.,
C.A. No. 3:15!00242
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MDL No. 2653 ! IN RE: LIFEWATCH, INC., TELEPHONE CONSUMER                             
                             PROTECTION ACT (TCPA) LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Ismael Salam to transfer the following actions to the United States
District Court for the Central District of California:


Central District of California


SACCHI v. LIFEWATCH, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:13!02064


Northern District of Illinois


SALAM v. LIFEWATCH, INC., C.A. No. 1:13!09305


Eastern District of New York


BANK v. LIFEWATCH, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!02278


MDL No. 2654 ! IN RE: AMTRAK TRAIN DERAILMENT IN PHILADELPHIA,                 
                 PENNSYLVANIA, ON MAY 12, 2015


Motion of plaintiffs Blair Berman; Geralyn Ritter, et al.; Felicidad Iban, et al.; and Tom
Stadnik, et al., to transfer the following actions to the United States District Court for the Eastern
District of Pennsylvania:


District of New Jersey


PELLETT, ET AL. v. NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION,
C.A. No. 3:15!03792


Eastern District of New York


SHEVCHUK, ET AL. v. NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION,
ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!03137


Southern District of New York


WALSH v. NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION, 
C.A. No. 1:15!03861


SEIDLER, ET AL. v. NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION, ET
AL., C.A. No. 1:15!04068


JOHN v. NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION, ET AL., 
C.A. No. 1:15!04255
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KULP, ET AL. v. NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION,  
C.A. No. 1:15!04791


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


PHILLIPS, ET AL. v. NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION
(AMTRAK), C.A. No. 2:15!02694


BERMAN v. NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION, 
C.A. No. 2:15!02741


IBAN, ET AL. v. NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION, 
C.A. No. 2:15!02744


PICCIRILLO v. NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION, 
C.A. No. 2:15!02762


KNOBBS, ET AL. v. NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION,
     C.A. No. 2:15!02845
TULK, ET AL. v. NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION, ET


AL., C.A. No. 2:15!02849
BEDDOE, ET AL. v. NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION, ET


AL., C.A. No. 2:15!02861
GASPER v. NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION, 


C.A. No. 2:15!03143
MCCANN, ET AL. v. NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION
      (AMTRAK), C.A. No. 2:15!03259
MACFARLAND, ET AL. v. NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION,


ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!03342
ZIGLAR v. NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION, 


C.A. No. 2:15!03346
RITTER, ET AL. v. NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION,


C.A. No. 2:15!03478
STADNIK, ET AL. v. NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION,


C.A. No. 2:15!03495


MDL No. 2655 ! IN RE: FORCEFIELD ENERGY, INC., SECURITIES AND
  DERIVATIVE LITIGATION


Motion of Beverly Brewer to transfer the following actions to the United States District
Court for the Eastern District of New York:


Eastern District of New York


BROWN v. FORCEFIELD ENERGY, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!02782
SU v. ST. JULIEN, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!04080
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Southern District of New York


ATKINSON v. FORCEFIELD ENERGY, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!03020
MILLER v. FORCEFIELD ENERGY, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!03141
ROSALES, ET AL. v. FORCEFIELD ENERGY, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!03279


MDL No. 2656 ! IN RE: DOMESTIC AIRLINE TRAVEL ANTITRUST LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiffs Anooshirvan Bidgoli, et al., to transfer of the following actions to the
United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois; motion of plaintiff 
State-Boston Retirement System to transfer of the following actions to the United States District
Court for the Eastern District of New York; motion of plaintiff Elliot J. Blumenthal to transfer of
the following actions to the United States District Court for the District of Columbia; and motion
of plaintiffs Christopher Devivo, et al., to transfer of the following actions to the United States
District Court for the Southern District of New York:


Northern District of California


LAVIN v. AMERICAN AIRLINES, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!03090
ANDRADE v. AMERICAN AIRLINES GROUP, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!03111
BACKUS v. DELTA AIR LINES, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!03137
HARTLEY v. UNITED AIRLINES, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!03176


District of District of Columbia


BLUMENTHAL v. AMERICAN AIRLINES, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!01056
YOUMANS v. AMERICAN AIRLINES, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!01059
JAIN v. AMERICAN AIRLINES, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!01072
GOLIAN v. AMERICAN AIRLINES, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!01075
PANZINO, ET AL. v. AMERICAN AIRLINES, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!01084


Northern District of Illinois


BIDGOLI, ET AL. v. AMERICAN AIRLINES GROUP, INC., ET AL.,
C.A. No. 1:15!05903


SILVER v. AMERICAN AIRLINES GROUP, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!06099


Eastern District of New York


HERSH v. DELTA AIRLINES, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!03908
KROMAR, ET AL. v. DELTA AIRLINES, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!03937
STATE!BOSTON RETIREMENT SYSTEM v. AMERICAN AIRLINES, INC., ET  AL.,


C.A. No. 1:15!03974
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HOWARD SLOAN KOLLER GROUP  v. AMERICAN AIRLINES, INC., ET AL., 
C.A. No. 1:15!04002


REPAN v. AMERICAN AIRLINES, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!04036
PALMER v. DELTA AIR LINES, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!04047
CURLEY, ET AL. v. DELTA AIRLINES, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!04062


Southern District of New York


DEVIVO, ET AL. v. DELTA AIRLINES, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!05162
WINTON v. SOUTHWEST AIRLINES CO., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!05231
 RAJI v. AMERICAN AIRLINES, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!05384


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


MCENERNEY, ET AL. v. DELTA AIRLINES, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!03767


Northern District of Texas


CUMMING, ET AL. v. AMERICAN AIRLINES, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!02253


MDL No. 2657 ! IN RE: ZOFRAN (ONDANSETRON) PRODUCTS LIABILITY
                             LITIGATION


Motion of defendant GlaxoSmithKline LLC to transfer the following actions to the United
States District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania:


Northern District of Alabama


HUNTER, ET AL. v. GLAXOSMITHKLINE PLC, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!00544
RAGLAND v. GLAXOSMITHKLINE LLC, C.A. No. 2:15!01053


Southern District of Alabama


ROBERTS v. GLAXOSMITHKLINE LLC, C.A. No. 1:15!00320


Eastern District of Arkansas


COX, ET AL. v. GLAXOSMITHKLINE LLC, ET AL., C.A. No. 4:15!00284


Eastern District of Louisiana


ALEXANDER v. GLAXOSMITHKLINE LLC, C.A. No. 2:15!02323
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Western District of Louisiana


COUGHLIN, ET AL. v. GLAXOSMITHKLINE LLC, C.A. No. 6:15!01815


District of Massachusetts


LECLAIR v. GLAXOSMITHKLINE LLC, C.A. No. 1:15!10429
DUONG v. GLAXOSMITHKLINE, LLC, C.A. No. 1:15!11627


District of Montana


MARLENEE, ET AL. v. GLAXOSMITHKLINE LLC, C.A. No. 1:15!00026


District of New Jersey


MANDOYAN, ET AL. v. GLAXOSMITHKLINE LLC, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!04536


Northern District of Ohio


REGAN, ET AL. v. GLAXOSMITHKLINE LLC, C.A. No. 3:15!01166


Eastern District of Texas


SHONKWILER v. GLAXOSMITHKLINE, LLC, C.A. No. 5:15!00034


MDL No. 2660 ! IN RE: PILEPRO ANTITRUST AND PATENT LITIGATION


Motion of defendant PilePro L.L.C. to transfer the following actions to the United States
District Court for the District of New Jersey:


District of New Jersey


SKYLINE STEEL, LLC v. PILEPRO L.L.C., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:13!04930


Southern District of New York


SKYLINE STEEL, LLC v. PILEPRO L.L.C., C.A. No. 1:13!08171
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MDL No. 2661 ! IN RE: AMERICAN HONDA MOTOR CO., INC., CR!V VIBRATION
                             MARKETING AND SALES PRACTICES LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Linda Oakes to transfer the following actions to the United States
District Court for the Central District of California:


Central District of California


 ROMAYA v. AMERICAN HONDA MOTOR CO., INC., C.A. No. 2:15!03938
 OAKES v. AMERICAN HONDA MOTOR CO., INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 8:15!01076


Southern District of Ohio


MATISCIK v. AMERICAN HONDA MOTOR COMPANY, C.A. No. 2:15!02612


Middle District of Tennessee


WARD, ET AL. v. AMERICAN HONDA MOTOR CO., INC., C.A. No. 3:15!00767


Western District of Virginia


CUSHING v. AMERICAN HONDA MOTOR COMPANY, C.A. No. 3:15!00028


Western District of Washington


FLANIGAN v. AMERICAN HONDA MOTOR COMPANY, INC., 
     C.A. No. 3:15!05390


MDL No. 2662 ! IN RE: CYMBALTA (DULOXETINE) PRODUCTS LIABILITY
  LITIGATION (NO. II)


Motion of plaintiffs Christina Courtney, et al., and Yvette Beard, et al., to transfer the
following actions to the United States District Court for the Southern District of Indiana:


Middle District of Alabama


MOSS, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 3:14!01135


Central District of California


PATTERSON, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 2:14!08527
CAPORALE, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 5:14!01662
HOLLOWELL, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 5:14!01663


 BARRETT, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 5:14!01675
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 O'SHEA, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 8:14!01274


Eastern District of California


CHESHIER v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 1:14!01265
WOODRUFF, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 2:14!01890
NELSON!DEVLIN, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 2:14!02811
BEN, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 2:14!02914
WOLFF, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 2:14!03004


Southern District of California


WHEELER, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 3:14!01882


District of Colorado


CHENEY, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 1:14!02249
MARTIN v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 1:14!02800


Middle District of Florida


LAICA!BHOGE, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 6:14!01286
VALENTINO v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 6:14!01816
KRUPP, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 8:14!02792
BROTHERTON v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 8:14!02876


Southern District of Florida


GOLLIN, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 0:14!61810


Northern District of Georgia


COUCH v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!02564


Southern District of Indiana


HILL, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 1:15!00141
BOLES ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 1:15!00351
DECRANE, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 1:15!00365
BICKHAM, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 1:15!00531
COURTNEY, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 1:15!00643
WASHINGTON, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY., C.A. No. 1:15!00700
JONES, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 1:15!00701
BEARD, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 1:15!00922
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Western District of Louisiana


FAIRBANKS v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!02469


District of Maine


ORLANDO, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 1:14!00438


District of Maryland


BOLING, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 8:14!02554


District of Minnesota


MCCABE v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 0:14!03132


Northern District of Mississippi


SPEARMAN, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 1:15!00006


District of Nevada


WALKER v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 2:14!01988


District of New Hampshire


CARPENTER, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!00540


Eastern District of North Carolina


WILLIAMS, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 5:14!00460


Middle District of North Carolina


HARRIS v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!00682


Western District of Pennsylvania


ROSSERO, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 2:14!01084


Eastern District of Tennessee


EDENS, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 3:14!00491
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Western District of Tennessee


KAPLAN, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 2:14!02752


Southern District of Texas


PORKORNY, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 4:14!02960


Eastern District of Washington


WAGNER, ET AL. v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 2:14!00270


Western District of Wisconsin


STREETER v. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, C.A. No. 3:14!00555


MDL No. 2663 - IN RE: CLEAN WATER RULE: DEFINITION OF "WATERS OF THE     
                            UNITED STATES" LITIGATION 


Motion of defendant United States to transfer the following actions to the United States
District Court for the District of Columbia:


Northern District of Georgia


SOUTHEASTERN LEGAL FOUNDATION, INC., ET AL. v. UNITED STATES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!02488


Southern District of Georgia


STATE OF GEORGIA, ET AL. v. MCCARTHY, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!00079


District of Minnesota


WASHINGTON CATTLEMEN'S ASSOCIATION, ET AL. v. UNITED STATES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY, ET AL., C.A. No. 0:15!03058


District of North Dakota


NORTH DAKOTA, ET AL. v. U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY,
ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!00059
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Southern District of Ohio


 STATE OF OHIO, ET AL. v. UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!02467


Northern District of Oklahoma


STATE OF OKLAHOMA v. UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY, ET AL., C.A. No. 4:15!00381


CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ET AL. v.
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY, ET AL., 
C.A. No. 4:15!00386


Southern District of Texas


STATE OF TEXAS, ET AL. v. UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!00162


AMERICAN FARM BUREAU FEDERATION, ET AL. v. U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!00165


Northern District of West Virginia


MURRAY ENERGY CORPORATION v. UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00110


MDL No. 2664 ! IN RE: U.S. OFFICE OF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT CUSTOMER
  DATA SECURITY BREACH LITIGATION


Motion of defendants United States Office of Personnel Management, Beth F. Cobert, and
Donna Seymour to transfer the following actions to the United States District Court for the
District of Columbia:


Northern District of California


NATIONAL TREASURY EMPLOYEES UNION, ET AL. v. ARCHULETA, 
C.A. No. 3:15!03144


District of District of Columbia


AMERICAN FEDERATION OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES, ET AL. v. UNITED
STATES OFFICE OF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT, ET AL., 
C.A. No. 1:15!01015
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District of Kansas


WOO v. UNITED STATES OFFICE OF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT, ET AL.,
     C.A. No. 6:15!01220
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SECTION B
MATTERS DESIGNATED FOR CONSIDERATION WITHOUT ORAL ARGUMENT


MDL No. 1203 ! IN RE: DIET DRUGS (PHENTERMINE/FENFLURAMINE/                       
                             DEXFENFLURAMINE) PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Motion of defendant Wyeth LLC to transfer the following action to the United States
District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania:


District of Colorado


HEINEMAN, ET AL. v. WYETH LLC, C.A. No. 1:15!01331


MDL No. 1880 ! IN RE: PAPST LICENSING DIGITAL CAMERA PATENT                         
                 LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Papst Licensing GmbH & Co. KG to transfer of the following
actions to the United States District Court for the District of Columbia:


District of Delaware


PAPST LICENSING GMBH & CO. KG v. CANON, INC., ET AL., 
     C.A. No. 1:15!00495
PAPST LICENSING GMBH & CO. KG v. FUJIFILM CORPORATION, ET AL., 
    C.A. No. 1:15!00496
PAPST LICENSING GMBH & CO. KG V JVCKENWOOD CORPORATION, ET AL.,
    C.A. No. 1:15!00498
PAPST LICENSING GMBH & CO. KG v. NIKON CORPORATION, ET AL., 
     C.A. No. 1:15!00499
PAPST LICENSING GMBH & CO. KG v. OLYMPUS CORPORATION, ET AL., 
     C.A. No. 1:15!00500
PAPST LICENSING GMBH & CO. KG v. PANASONIC CORPORATION, ET AL.,


      C.A. No. 1:15!00501


MDL No. 2181 ! IN RE: METHOD OF PROCESSING ETHANOL BYPRODUCTS AND
  RELATED SUBSYSTEMS ('858) PATENT LITIGATION


Motion of defendant Adkins Energy LLC to remand, under 28 U.S.C. § 1407(a), of the
following action to the United States District of Court for the Northern District of Illinois:


Northern District of Illinois


GS CLEANTECH CORPORATION v. ADKINS ENERGY LLC, C.A. No. 1:10!04391
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MDL No. 2218 ! IN RE: CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA, WATER
         CONTAMINATION LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Andrew U.D. Straw, et al., to transfer of the following action to
the United States District Court for the Northern District of Georgia:


Northern District of Illinois


STRAW, ET AL. v. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, C.A. No. 1:15!01756


MDL No. 2244 ! IN RE: DEPUY ORTHOPAEDICS, INC., PINNACLE HIP IMPLANT
        PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs Vikki Timms and Richard Mugnolo to transfer of their respective
following actions to the United States District Court for the Northern District of Texas:


Central District of California


 TIMMS, ET AL. v. DEPUY ORTHOPAEDICS, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05253


Northern District of California


MUGNOLO v. DEPUY ORTHOPAEDICS, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:15!02314


MDL No. 2286 ! IN RE: MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., TELEPHONE
  CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT (TCPA) LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs Angela Basham and Anthony Reitano to transfer of their
respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Southern District of
California:


Eastern District of Missouri


BASHAM v. MIDLAND FUNDING, LLC, ET AL., C.A. No. 4:15!00030


Eastern District of New York


REITANO v. MIDLAND FUNDING LLC, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!02275
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MDL No. 2327 ! IN RE: ETHICON, INC., PELVIC REPAIR SYSTEM PRODUCTS
  LIABILITY LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs to transfer of their respective following actions to the United
States District Court for the Southern District of West Virginia:


Central District of California


BARNES v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05309
BERRY v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05311
BLACKMER v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05312
BRADLEY!LERMA v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05313
BREEDEN v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05314
BUELL v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05316
COOVERT v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05318
CUNNINGHAM v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05319
DAGON v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05320
DAVIS v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05326
DULEY v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05327
EDWARDS v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05330
FESLER v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05331
FRIEL v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05334
GAUNT v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05335
GIBBS v. JOHNSON  & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05336
GOODMAN v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05339
GUASE v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05340
HAMANN v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05342
HEWLETT v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05344
HIRD v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05345
HUFFMAN v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05349
KATUIN v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05352


            KOTZEN v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05353
KRUM v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05354
LOUGHMAN v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05355
MASTERS v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05357
MAY v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05359
MCCASKELL v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05360
MCMILLAN v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05361
MILEUSNIC v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05362
MILLER v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05363
MOXLEY v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05364
MULLER v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05365
MURPHY v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05366
NAQUIN v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05367
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NEWMAN v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05368
JOANN NUNES v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05369
MEDINA OMEROVIC v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05370
PARNELL v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05372
PEARSON v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05373
PEELE v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05374
PELTIER v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05375
PIAZZA v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05376
PIOTROSWSKI v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05377


            QUIAMBAO v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05378
REAVIS v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05379
RENUCCI v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05380
ROBERTS v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05381
SCHULER v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05383
SCHURICHT v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05384
SPANGLER v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05386
STEWART v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05387
STEWART v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05388
TINKHAM v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05389
VOKATY v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05390
WALTON v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05391
WEST v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05392
 WICK v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!05393


Eastern District of Kentucky


ROSE, ET AL. v. ROBERTSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 6:15!00095


Northern District of Texas


ISHAM, ET AL. v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!02295
YARBROUGH, ET AL. v. ETHICON, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!02297


MDL No. 2406 ! IN RE: BLUE CROSS BLUE SHIELD ANTITRUST LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Recovery Village at Umatilla, L.L.C., to transfer of the following
action to the United States District Court for the Northern District of Alabama:


Southern District of Florida


RECOVERY VILLAGE AT UMATILLA, LLC v. BLUE CROSS AND BLUE
SHIELD OF FLORIDA, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 0:15!61414
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MDL No. 2441 ! IN RE: STRYKER REJUVENATE AND ABG II HIP IMPLANT
  PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Thane Morgan, et al., to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the District of Minnesota:


Northern District of Texas


MORGAN, ET AL. v. STRYKER CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!00198


MDL No. 2493 ! IN RE: MONITRONICS INTERNATIONAL, INC., TELEPHONE
  CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT (TCPA) LITIGATION


Oppositions of defendants Monitronics International, Inc., and ISI Alarms NC to remand,
under 28 U.S.C. § 1407(a), of the Giles action to the United States District Court for the 
Northern District of Georgia and motion of defendant Monitronics International, Inc., to transfer
the Hurst action to the United States District Court for the Northern District of West Virginia:


Northern District of Georgia


GILES v. ISI ALARMS NC, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:13!03377
HURST v. MONITRONICS INTERNATIONAL, INC., C.A. No. 1:15!01844


MDL No. 2575 ! IN RE: FLUIDMASTER, INC., WATER CONNECTOR COMPONENTS
  PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Dennis Tinker, et al., to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois:


Northern District of Iowa


TINKER, ET AL. v. FLUIDMASTER, INC., C.A. No. 6:15!02039


MDL No. 2581 ! IN RE: CTP INNOVATIONS, LLC, PATENT LITIGATION


Oppositions of defendants Journal Graphics, Inc., and Cenveo Corporation to transfer of
their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the District of Maryland:


District of Oregon


CTP INNOVATIONS, LLC v. JOURNAL GRAPHICS, INC., C.A. No. 3:15!01095
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Eastern District of Pennsylvania


CTP INNOVATIONS, LLC v. CENVEO CORPORATION, C.A. No. 2:15!03314


MDL No. 2592 ! IN RE: XARELTO (RIVAROXABAN) PRODUCTS LIABILITY
                 LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Joanne Nash, et al., to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Eastern District of Louisiana:


Central District of California


NASH, ET AL. v. JANSSEN RESEARCH & DEVELOPMENT,  LLC, ET AL., 
     C.A. No. 2:15!03868


MDL No. 2599 ! IN RE: TAKATA AIRBAG PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION
 


Oppositions of plaintiffs Patricia Mincey in the Mincey action and Crystal Lynn Langlinais
and defendants American Honda Motor Co., Inc., and Honda of America Mfg., Inc., in the
Langlinais action to transfer of their respective following actions to the United States District
Court for the Southern District of Florida:


Middle District of Florida


MINCEY v. AMERICAN HONDA MOTOR CO., INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!00847


Western District of Louisiana


LANGLINAIS v. HONDA MOTOR CO. LTD, ET AL., C.A. No. 6:15!01824


MDL No. 2617 ! IN RE: ANTHEM, INC., CUSTOMER DATA SECURITY BREACH
  LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs Debra Smilow and Y. Michael Smilow, et al., to transfer of their
respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Northern District of
California:


Central District of California


SMILOW v. ANTHEM BLUE CROSS LIFE AND HEALTH INSURANCE
     COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!04556
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Eastern District of New York


SMILOW, ET AL. v. ANTHEM LIFE & DISABILTY INSURANCE COMPANY, 
ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!02380


MDL No. 2619 ! IN RE: HERBAL SUPPLEMENTS MARKETING AND SALES
     PRACTICES LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Jacqueline Manning to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois:


District of District of Columbia


MANNING v. WALMART STORES, INC., C.A. No. 1:15!00439
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RULE 11.1: HEARING SESSIONS AND ORAL ARGUMENT


(a)       Schedule.  The Panel shall schedule sessions for oral argument and consideration of other
matters as desirable or necessary. The Chair shall determine the time, place and agenda for each hearing
session. The Clerk of the Panel shall give appropriate notice to counsel for all parties. The Panel may
continue its consideration of any scheduled matters.


(b)       Oral Argument Statement.  Any party affected by a motion may file a separate statement
setting forth reasons why oral argument should, or need not, be heard. Such statements shall be captioned
“Reasons Why Oral Argument Should [Need Not] Be Heard” and shall be limited to 2 pages.


(i)  The parties affected by a motion to transfer may agree to waive oral argument.  The 
                       Panel will take this into consideration in determining the need for oral argument.


 (c)       Hearing Session.  The Panel shall not consider transfer or remand of any action pending in a
federal district court when any party timely opposes such transfer or remand without first holding a
hearing session for the presentation of oral argument. The Panel may dispense with oral argument if
it determines that:


           (i) the dispositive issue(s) have been authoritatively decided; or
                       (ii) the facts and legal arguments are adequately presented and oral argument                       


would not significantly aid the decisional process.


Unless otherwise ordered, the Panel shall consider all other matters, such as a motion for reconsideration,
upon the basis of the pleadings.


        (d)       Notification of Oral Argument.  The Panel shall promptly notify counsel of those matters in
which oral argument is scheduled, as well as those matters that the Panel will consider on the pleadings.
The Clerk of the Panel shall require counsel to file and serve notice of their intent to either make or waive
oral argument. Failure to do so shall be deemed a waiver of oral argument. If counsel does not attend oral
argument, the matter shall not be rescheduled and that party’s position shall be treated as submitted for
decision on the basis of the pleadings filed.


           (i) Absent Panel approval and for good cause shown, only those parties to actions who 
   have filed a motion or written response to a motion or order shall be permitted to       


   present oral argument.
                   (ii) The Panel will not receive oral testimony except upon notice, motion and an order   
     expressly providing for it.


           (e)       Duty to Confer.  Counsel in an action set for oral argument shall confer separately prior to
that argument for the purpose of organizing their arguments and selecting representatives to present all
views without duplication. Oral argument is a means for counsel to emphasize the key points of their
arguments, and to update the Panel on any events since the conclusion of briefing.


           (f)        Time Limit for Oral Argument.  Barring exceptional circumstances, the Panel shall allot a
maximum of 20 minutes for oral argument in each matter. The time shall be divided among those with 
varying viewpoints.  Counsel for the moving party or parties shall generally be heard first.
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		Rule 11.1: Hearing Sessions and Oral Argument






UNITED STATES JUDICIAL PANEL
on


MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION
 


NOTICE OF HEARING SESSION


Pursuant to the order of the United States Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation filed today,
notice is hereby given that a hearing session has been scheduled to consider various matters
under 28 U.S.C. § 1407. 


DATE OF HEARING SESSION:          July 30, 2015


LOCATION OF HEARING SESSION: Phillip Burton United States Courthouse
        Ceremonial Courtroom, 19th Floor


450 Golden Gate Avenue
San Francisco, California  94102                                   


                                                                                              
TIME OF HEARING SESSION:  In those matters designated for oral argument, counsel
presenting oral argument must be present at 8:00 a.m. in order for the Panel to allocate the
amount of time for oral argument.  Oral argument will commence at 9:30 a.m.


SCHEDULED MATTERS:  Matters scheduled for consideration at this hearing session are listed 
on the enclosed Hearing Session Order and Schedule of Matters for Hearing Session. 


• Section A of this Schedule lists the matters designated for oral argument and 
includes all actions encompassed by Motion(s) for transfer filed pursuant to 
Rules 6.1 and 6.2.  Any party waiving oral argument pursuant to Rule 11.1(d) 
need not attend the Hearing Session. 


• Section B of this Schedule lists the matters that the Panel has determined to 
consider without oral argument, pursuant to Rule 11.1(c).  Parties and 
counsel involved in these matters need not attend the Hearing Session.  


ORAL ARGUMENT:  The Panel carefully considers the positions advocated in filings with the
Panel when it allocates time to attorneys presenting oral argument.  The Panel, therefore, expects
attorneys to adhere to those positions (including those concerning an appropriate transferee
district).  Any change in position should be conveyed to Panel staff before the beginning of oral
argument.  Where an attorney thereafter advocates a position different from that conveyed to
Panel staff, the Panel may reduce the allotted argument time and decline to hear further from that
attorney.
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For those matters listed on Section A of the Schedule, the "Notice of Presentation or Waiver of 
Oral Argument" must be filed in this office no later than July 13, 2015.  The procedures 
governing Panel oral argument (Panel Rule 11.1) are attached.  The Panel strictly adheres to
these procedures.  


FOR THE PANEL:


Jeffery N. Lüthi
Clerk of the Panel


           
          cc:  Clerk, United States District for the Northern District of California  
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UNITED STATES JUDICIAL PANEL
on


MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION


HEARING SESSION ORDER


The Panel issues the following orders in connection with its next hearing session,


IT IS ORDERED that on July 30, 2015, the Panel will convene a hearing session 
in San Francisco, California, to consider the matters on the attached Schedule under 28 U.S.C. 
§ 1407.


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Panel may, on its own initiative, consider transfer
of any or all of the actions in those matters to any district or districts.


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Panel will hear oral argument on the matters listed
on Section A of the attached Schedule, unless the parties waive oral argument or unless the Panel
later decides to dispense with oral argument pursuant to Panel Rule 11.1(c).


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Panel will consider without oral argument the
matters listed on Section B of the attached Schedule pursuant to Panel Rule 11.1(c).  The Panel
reserves the prerogative, on any basis including submissions of parties pursuant to Panel Rule
11.1(c), to designate any of those matters for oral argument.  


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk of the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict
Litigation shall direct notice of this hearing session to counsel for all parties involved in the
matters on the attached Schedule.


      PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION


                    _________________________________                         
                              Sarah S. Vance 
                                   Chair


                                                   Marjorie O. Rendell Charles R. Breyer 
Lewis A. Kaplan     Ellen Segal Huvelle      


                            R. David Proctor  Catherine D. Perry    
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SCHEDULE OF MATTERS FOR HEARING SESSION
July 30, 2015 !! San Francisco, California


SECTION A
MATTERS DESIGNATED FOR ORAL ARGUMENT


(This schedule contains only those civil actions listed in the Schedule(s) of Actions submitted with the docketed
motion(s) for transfer. See Panel Rules 6.1 and 6.2. In the event these dockets are centralized, other actions of which
the Panel has been informed may be subject to transfer pursuant to Panel Rule 7.1.)


MDL No. 2635 ! IN RE: SIRIUS XM RADIO INC., TELEPHONE CONSUMER
     PROTECTION ACT (TCPA) LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiffs Erik Knutson, Brian Trenz, and Yefim Elikman to transfer the
following actions to the United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois:


Southern District of California


KNUTSON v. SIRIUS XM RADIO INC., C.A. No. 3:12!00418
TRENZ v. SIRIUS XM RADIO, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!00044


Northern District of Illinois


ELICKMAN v. SIRIUS XM RADIO, INC., C.A. No. 1:15!02093


Eastern District of North Carolina


COMBS v. SIRIUS XM RADIO INC., C.A. No. 7:15!00037


Eastern District of Virginia


HOOKER v. SIRIUS XM RADIO, INC., C.A. No. 4:13!00003


MDL No. 2637 ! IN RE: HOLIDAY CRUISE LINE TELEPHONE CONSUMER
     PROTECTION ACT (TCPA) LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Nolan Moran to transfer the following actions to the United States
District Court for the Southern District of Florida:


Central District of California


WIEDERHOLD v. CONSOLIDATED WORLD TRAVEL INC., 
C.A. No. 2:15!00828
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Southern District of Florida


MORAN v. CONSOLIDATED WORLD TRAVEL, INC., C.A. No. 0:15!60482


Northern District of Illinois


BAKOV v. CONSOLIDATED WORLD TRAVEL, C.A. No. 1:15!02980


District of New Jersey


HUHN v. CONSOLIDATED TRAVEL HOLDINGS GROUP, INC., ET AL.,
C.A. No. 2:15!02298


MDL No. 2638 ! IN RE: FINANCIAL RECOVERY SERVICES, INC., FAIR DEBT
                             COLLECTION PRACTICES ACT (FDCPA) LITIGATION


Motion of defendant Financial Recovery Services, Inc., to transfer the following actions
to the United States District Court for the District of Minnesota:


Northern District of Illinois


ADKINS v. FINANCIAL RECOVERY SERVICES, INC., ET AL.,
C.A. No. 1:15!00887


Eastern District of New York


WEGH v. FINANCIAL RECOVERY SERVICES, INC., C.A. No. 1:14!07000
HOLCZLER, ET AL. v. FINANCIAL RECOVERY SERVICES, INC., 


C.A. No. 1:15!00299
GROSS v. FINANCIAL RECOVERY SERVICES, INC., C.A. No. 1:15!00646


MDL No. 2639 ! IN RE: PACQUIAO-MAYWEATHER BOXING MATCH
                             PAY-PER-VIEW LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Jeremy Tjaden to transfer the following actions to the United States
District Court for the Central District of California:


Central District of California


MAHONEY v. PACQUIAO, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!03376
TJADEN v. TOP RANK, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!03419


 - 2 -
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Northern District of Florida


JACKSON v. PACQUIAO, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00089


Northern District of Illinois


GOMEZ, ET AL. v. TOP RANK, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!03982


District of Maryland


JOHNSON v. TOP RANK, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 8:15!01307


District of New Jersey


BOBADILLA v. TOP RANK, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!03187


District of Nevada


VANEL, ET AL. v. PACQUIAO, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!00842
NEIDL, ET AL. v. TOP RANK, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!00849


Eastern District of New York


BARRIOS v. PACQUIAO, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!02606


Eastern District of Texas


CRAIG v. PACQUIAO, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!00629


MDL No. 2640 ! IN RE: SEAWORLD MARKETING AND SALES PRACTICES
          LITIGATION (NO. II)


Motion of defendants SeaWorld Entertainment, Inc., and SeaWorld Parks &
Entertainment, Inc., to transfer the following actions to the United States District Court for the
Middle District of Florida:


Northern District of California


ANDERSON, ET AL. v. SEAWORLD PARKS AND ENTERTAINMENT, 
     C.A. No. 3:15!02172


 - 3 -
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Southern District of California


HALL v. SEAWORLD ENTERTAINMENT, INC., C.A. No. 3:15!00660
GAAB, ET AL. v. SEAWORLD ENTERTAINMENT, INC., C.A. No. 3:15!00842
SIMO, ET AL. v. SEAWORLD ENTERTAINMENT, INC., C.A. No. 3:15!01022


MDL No. 2641 ! IN RE: BARD IVC FILTERS PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Melissa Ebert to transfer the following actions to the United States
District Court for the Northern District of Texas:


Central District of California


SIZEMORE v. C.R. BARD, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!01945


Middle District of Florida


TILLMAN v. C.R. BARD, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:13!00222
WYATT v. C.R. BARD, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 6:14!01853
OCASIO, ET AL. v. C.R. BARD, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 8:13!01962


Middle District of Georgia


MILTON v. C.R. BARD, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:14!00351


Northern District of Illinois


JACKSON, ET AL. v. C.R. BARD, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!04080


Eastern District of Michigan


MCCLARTY, ET AL. v. C.R. BARD, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:14!13627


Northern District of Mississippi


MUNSON v. C.R. BARD, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!00279


Western District of Missouri


LEUS v. C.R. BARD, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:13!00585


District of Nebraska


KRUSE v. C.R. BARD, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 8:15!00108


 - 4 -
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District of New Mexico


ROWE v. C.R. BARD, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00173


Western District of New York


MERRITT v. C.R. BARD, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!00917


Northern District of Ohio


ROEDER v. C.R. BARD, INC., C.A. No. 3:15!00858


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


WETZEL v. C.R. BARD, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:14!02729
EBERT v. C.R. BARD, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:12!01253
KEEN v. C.R. BARD, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 5:13!05361


Middle District of Tennessee


MILLER v. C.R. BARD, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!00533


Northern District of Texas


BRANCH v. C.R. BARD, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!01131


Southern District of Texas


CORONADO v. C.R. BARD, INC., C.A. No. 2:15!00205
CONN, ET AL. v. C.R. BARD, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:14!00298


Western District of Virginia


CANNON v. C.R. BARD, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 7:14!00056


Eastern District of Wisconsin


ANDERSON v. BARD PERIPHERAL VASCULAR, INC., ET AL., 
C.A. No. 1:15!00574


HENLEY, ET AL. v. C.R. BARD, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:14!00059
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MDL No. 2642 ! IN RE: FLUOROQUINOLONE PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiffs Lori Lynn Street, Sherri Kellerman, Simon Lampard, Suzanne
Higley, Jeanne Bullard, Nancy Lee Bush, Karyn Joy Grossman, and Olga Spiegel to transfer the
following actions to the United States District Court for the Southern District of Illinois:


District of Arizona


STREET v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!08065


Central District of California


LOMBARD v. BAYER HEALTHCARE PHARMACEUTICALS, INC., ET AL., 
C.A. No. 2:15!03120


Northern District of California


KELLERMAN v. BAYER HEALTHCARE PHARMACEUTICALS, INC., ET AL.,
C.A. No. 3:14!03680


LAMPARD, ET AL. v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!04983
HIGLEY v. BAYER HEALTHCARE PHARMACEUTICALS, INC., ET AL., 


C.A. No. 3:14!05254
GARLAND v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!05440
PRITCHARD v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!05593
ELLIS v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:14!05669
DESALVO v. BAYER HEALTHCARE PHARMACEUTICALS, INC., ET AL., 


C.A. No. 3:14!05670
REIMAN v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!01610


District of District of Columbia


HELLER v. BAYER HEALTHCARE PHARMACEUTICALS, INC., 
    C.A. No. 1:14!01953


Northern District of Georgia


PRESLEY v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!01293


Southern District of Illinois


BULLARD v. BAYER HEALTHCARE PHARMACEUTICALS, INC., ET AL.,
C.A. No. 3:15!00038


BUSH v. JANSSEN RESEARCH & DEVELOPMENT, LLC, ET AL., 
C.A. No. 3:15!00452
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Western District of Kentucky


BAUM v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!00293


District of Maryland


GROSSMAN v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!01082


District of Minnesota


SMITH v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 0:14!05021


District of Nebraska


BLACKMON v. BAYER HEALTHCARE PHARMACEUTICALS, INC., ET AL.,
C.A. No. 4:15!03020


Southern District of New York


SPIEGEL v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!03021


Eastern District of North Carolina


UMAN v. BAYER HEATLHCARE PHARMACEUTICALS, INC., ET AL., 
C.A. No. 5:15!00197


Western District of North Carolina


KING v. BAYER CORPORATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!00194


Middle District of Pennsylvania


HEFFELFINGER, ET AL. v. BAYER HEALTHCARE PHARMACEUTICALS, INC.,
ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00479


District of South Carolina


MORRIS v. BAYER HEALTHCARE PHARMACEUTICALS, INC., ET AL.,      
 C.A. No. 4:15!01322


Western District of Washington


BAUGHN v. JOHNSON & JOHNSON, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!05283
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MDL No. 2643 ! IN RE: MOHAMMED AHMED HASSAN ABDALLAH OMRAN
                             LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Mohammed Ahmed Hassan Abdallah Omran to transfer the
following actions to the United States District Court for the District of Massachusetts:


Western District of Louisiana


OMRAN v. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!01418


District of Massachusetts


OMRAN v. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!13881


MDL No. 2644 ! IN RE: LOCAL LIGHTHOUSE CORP. TELEPHONE CONSUMER
                             PROTECTION ACT (TCPA) LITIGATION


Motion of defendant Local Lighthouse Corp. to transfer the following actions to the
United States District Court for the Central District of California:


Central District of California


BALLON v. LOCAL LIGHTHOUSE CORP., ET AL., C.A. No. 8:15!00802


Eastern District of California


GRUNDMAN v. LOCAL LIGHTHOUSE CORP., C.A. No. 2:15!00825


Western District of North Carolina


BARRETT v. LOCAL LIGHTHOUSE, INC., C.A. No. 3:15!00132


Western District of Washington


WICK v. LOCAL LIGHTHOUSE CORP., C.A. No. 2:15!00482


MDL No. 2645 ! IN RE: KIND LLC "ALL NATURAL" LITIGATION 


Motion of plaintiffs Charlie McDonald, et al., to transfer the following actions to the
United States District Court for the Central District of California:


Central District of California


KAUFER v. KIND, LLC, C.A. No. 2:15!02878
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GALVEZ, ET AL. v. KIND LLC, C.A. No. 2:15!03082
JACKSON v. KIND, LLC, ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!03683
MCDONALD, ET AL. v. KIND, LLC, C.A. No. 8:15!00615


Northern District of California


HOUSE, ET AL. v. KIND LLC, C.A. No. 3:15!02127
COOPER v. KIND LLC, C.A. No. 4:15!01872


Southern District of California


BUSTAMANTE v. KIND LLC, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!00891


Middle District of Florida


MOLINA v. KIND, LLC, C.A. No. 8:15!01098


Northern District of Illinois


KARNEZIS v. KIND, LLC, C.A. No. 1:15!03679


Eastern District of New York


SHORT, ET AL. v. KIND LLC, C.A. No. 1:15!02214


Southern District of New York


O'BRIEN v. KIND, LLC, C.A. No. 1:15!03699
CAVANAGH v. KIND, LLC, C.A. No. 1:15!04064


MDL No. 2646 ! IN RE: TWEEN BRANDS, INC., MARKETING AND SALES
                             PRACTICES LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Andrea Kallay to transfer the following actions to the United States
District Court for the Southern District of Ohio:


District of Maryland


JOINER v. TWEEN BRANDS, INC., C.A. No. 1:15!01590


Eastern District of Missouri


GALLAGHER v. TWEEN BRANDS, INC., C.A. No. 4:15!00833
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Southern District of Ohio


KALLAY v. TWEEN BRANDS, INC., C.A. No. 2:15!02238


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


MEHIGAN, ET AL. v. ASCENA RETAIL GROUP, INC., ET AL., 
C.A. No. 2:15!00724


TRAYNOR!LUFKIN, ET AL. v. TWEEN BRANDS, INC., 
C.A. No. 2:15!02712


MDL No. 2647 ! IN RE: SFPP, L.P., RAILROAD PROPERTY RIGHTS
     LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiffs Shelby Phillips, III, et al., to transfer the following actions to the
United States District Court for the Central District of California:


District of Arizona


CLEMENTS, ET AL. v. UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY, ET AL.,
C.A. No. 4:15!00191


Central District of California


PHILLIPS, III, ET AL. v. UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY, ET AL., 
C.A. No. 8:15!00718


Northern District of California


RIVERA v. UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY, ET AL., 
C.A. No. 4:15!01842


MDL No. 2648 ! IN RE: AIR CRASH NEAR LAKE WALES, FLORIDA, ON 
     JUNE 7, 2012


Motion of plaintiff Mark Edwards to transfer the following actions to the United States
District Court for the District of Colorado:


District of Colorado


EDWARDS v. PILATUS AIRCRAFT, LTD., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00567


District of Delaware


EDWARDS v. PILATUS AIRCRAFT, LTD., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00321
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SECTION B
MATTERS DESIGNATED FOR CONSIDERATION WITHOUT ORAL ARGUMENT


MDL No. 1507 ! IN RE: PREMPRO PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Motion of defendants Nicholas Ivan Timko and Kahn Gordon Timko & Roddgues, P.C.,
to transfer the following action to the United States District Court for the Eastern District of
Arkansas:


Southern District of New York


FREEMAN v. TIMKO, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:14!08258


MDL No. 1566 - IN RE: WESTERN STATES WHOLESALE NATURAL GAS                      
                           ANTITRUST LITIGATION 


Motions of plaintiffs Breckenridge Brewery of Colorado, LLC, et al.; Learjet, Inc., et
al.; Heartland Regional Center, et al.; Sinclair Oil Corporation; Arandell Corp., et al.; New Page
Wisconsin System, Inc.; and Reorganized FLI, Inc., to remand, under 28 U.S.C. § 1407(a), their
respective following actions to their respective transferor courts:


District of Colorado


BRECKENRIDGE BREWERY OF COLORADO, LLC, ET AL. v. ONEOK, INC.,
ET AL., C.A. No. 1:06!01110


District of Kansas


REORGANIZED FLI, INC. v. WILLIAMS COMPANIES, INC., ET AL., 
C.A. No. 2:05!02389


LEARJET, INC., ET AL. v. ONEOK, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:05!02513


Eastern District of Michigan


ARANDELL CORP., ET AL. v. CMS ENERGY CORPORATION, ET
AL., C.A. No. 2:09!11114


Western District of Missouri


HEARTLAND REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER, ET AL. v. ONEOK, INC., ET
AL., C.A. No. 5:07!06048
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Northern District of Oklahoma


SINCLAIR OIL CORPORATION v. E PRIME, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:05!00435


Western District of Wisconsin


ARANDELL CORP., ET AL. v. XCEL ENERGY, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 3:07!00076
NEWPAGE WISCONSIN SYSTEM, INC. v. CMS ENERGY RESOURCE


MANAGEMENT COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:09!00240


District of Wyoming


SINCLAIR OIL CORPORATION v. ONEOK ENERGY SERVICES CO.,  
C.A. No. 1:05!00254


MDL No. 1871 ! IN RE: AVANDIA MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES AND                    
               PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Mayfield Family to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania:


District of Arizona


MAYFIELD FAMILY v. GLASKOSMITHKLINE, C.A. No. 2:15!00679


MDL No. 2153 ! IN RE: UNITED PARCEL SERVICE "AIR!IN!GROUND"                       
                             MARKETING AND SALES PRACTICES LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Lynn W. Tucker to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Central District of California:


Southern District of New York


TUCKER v. UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!03576


MDL No. 2286 ! IN RE: MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., TELEPHONE
                             CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT (TCPA) LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiff David E. Mack to transfer of the following actions to the United
States District Court for the Southern District of California:


Eastern District of Texas


MACK v. MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., C.A. No. 4:15!00218
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MACK v. MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., C.A. No. 4:15!00219
MACK v. MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., C.A. No. 4:15!00234
MACK v. MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., C.A. No. 4:15!00235
MACK v. MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., C.A. No. 4:15!00251
MACK v. MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., C.A. No. 4:15!00252
MACK v. MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., C.A. No. 4:15!00306
MACK v. MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., C.A. No. 4:15!00309
MACK v. MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., C.A. No. 4:15!00317
MACK v. MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., C.A. No. 4:15!00318
MACK v. MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., C.A. No. 4:15!00329
MACK v. MIDLAND CREDIT MANAGEMENT, INC., C.A. No. 4:15!00330


MDL No. 2295 ! IN RE: PORTFOLIO RECOVERY ASSOCIATES, LLC, TELEPHONE
                             CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT (TCPA) LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Lynelle Hernandez, et al., to transfer of the following action to
the United States District Court for the Southern District of California:


District of Nevada


HERNANDEZ, ET AL. v. AFNI, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!00078


MDL No. 2308 ! IN RE: SKECHERS TONING SHOE PRODUCTS LIABILITY
                             LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Robin Alfonso, et al., and Angel Atkinson, et al., to transfer of
their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Western District of
Kentucky:


Eastern District of Missouri


ALFONSO, ET AL. v. SKECHERS U.S.A., INC. I, ET AL., C.A. No. 4:15!00543
ATKINSON, ET AL. v. SKECHERS U.S.A., INC. I, ET AL., C.A. No. 4:15!00545


MDL No. 2325 ! IN RE: AMERICAN MEDICAL SYSTEMS, INC., PELVIC REPAIR
                             SYSTEM PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Motion of defendant American Medical Systems, Inc., to transfer the following action to
the United States District Court for the Southern District of West Virginia:


Central District of California


FEDERAL INSURANCE COMPANY v. CALDERA MEDICAL, INC., ET AL.,
C.A. No. 2:15!00393
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MDL No. 2327 ! IN RE: ETHICON, INC., PELVIC REPAIR SYSTEM PRODUCTS
                             LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Leeanne Marie Sullivan to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Southern District of West Virginia:


District of Maryland


SULLIVAN v. CALVERT MEMORIAL HOSPITAL, ET AL., C.A. No. 8:15!01188


MDL No. 2354 ! IN RE: MAXIM INTEGRATED PRODUCTS, INC., PATENT
                             LITIGATION


Oppositions of defendants M&T Bank Corporation; HSBC Bank USA, N.A.; HSBC
Technology & Services (USA), Inc.; Santander Bank, National Association; American Express
Company; American Express Travel Related Services Company, Inc.; Compass Bank d/b/a
BBVA Compass; Discover Financial Services; State Farm Mutual Automobile Insurance
Company; and USAA Federal Savings Bank to transfer of their respective following actions to
the United States District Court for the Western District of Pennsylvania:


Southern District of New York


MAXIM INTEGRATED PRODUCTS, INC. v. M&T BANK CORPORATION, 
C.A. No. 1:15!02167


MAXIM INTEGRATED PRODUCTS, INC.V. HSBC BANK USA, NATIONAL
ASSOCIATION, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!02168


MAXIM INTEGRATED PRODUCTS, INC. v. SANTANDER BANK, NATIONAL
ASSOCIATION, C.A. No. 1:15!02169


Western District of Texas


MAXIM INTEGRATED PRODUCTS, INC. v. THE AMERICAN EXPRESS
COMPANY, ET AL., C.A. No. 5:14!01027


MAXIM INTEGRATED PRODUCTS, INC. v. COMPASS BANK, D/B/A BBVA
COMPASS, C.A. No. 5:14!01028


MAXIM INTEGRATED PRODUCTS, INC. v. DISCOVER FINANCIAL
SERVICES, C.A. No. 5:14!01029


MAXIM INTEGRATED PRODUCTS, INC. v. STATE FARM MUTUAL
AUTOMOBILE INSURANCE COMPANY, C.A. No. 5:14!01030


MAXIM INTEGRATED PRODUCTS, INC. v. USAA FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK,
C.A. No. 5:14!01031
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MDL No. 2391 ! IN RE: BIOMET M2A MAGNUM HIP IMPLANT PRODUCTS
               LIABILITY LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs Sherry Rodriguez; Benjamin C. Moise, II; and Cheryl Salemy
to transfer of their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the
Northern District of Indiana:


Southern District of California


RODRIGUEZ v. BIOMET ORTHOPEDICS, LLC, ET AL., C.A. No. 3:15!00893


Eastern District of Louisiana


MOISE v. BIOMET ORTHOPEDICS, LL., C.A. No. 2:15!01023


District of Massachusetts


SALEMY v. BIOMET, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!11502


MDL No. 2416 ! IN RE: CAPITAL ONE TELEPHONE CONSUMER PROTECTION        
                            ACT (TCPA) LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Jennifer Cotugno to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois:


District of New Jersey


COTUGNO v. CAPITAL ONE BANK (USA), N.A., ET AL., C.A. No. 2:15!03249


MDL No. 2434 ! IN RE: MIRENA IUD PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Kira Weed to transfer the following action to the United States
District Court for the Southern District of New York:


Eastern District of Wisconsin


WEED v. BAYER HEALTHCARE PHARMACEUTICALS, INC., ET AL., 
C.A. No. 1:15!00273
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MDL No. 2493 ! IN RE: MONITRONICS INTERNATIONAL, INC., TELEPHONE
              CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT (TCPA) LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Lawrence Tarizzo to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Northern District of West Virginia:


Central District of California


TARIZZO v. ALLIANCE SECURITY INC., C.A. No. 2:15!02644


MDL No. 2502 ! IN RE: LIPITOR (ATORVASTATIN CALCIUM) MARKETING,             
                      SALES PRACTICES AND PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION 


               (NO. II)


Oppositions of plaintiffs Mary Scotino, et al.; Brenda Allen, et al.; and Scotta Clark, et
al., to transfer of their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the
District of South Carolina:


Eastern District of Missouri


SCOTINO, ET AL. v. PFIZER, INC., C.A. No. 4:15!00540
ALLEN, ET AL. v. PFIZER, INC., C.A. No. 4:15!00544
CLARK, ET AL. v. PFIZER, INC., ET AL., C.A. No. 4:15!00546


MDL No. 2543 ! IN RE: GENERAL MOTORS LLC IGNITION SWITCH LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs Benjamin W. Pillars and defendants The City of Albany and 
Jack Wallace to transfer of their respective following actions to the United States District Court
for the Southern District of New York:


Eastern District of Michigan


PILLARS v. GENERAL MOTORS LLC, C.A. No. 1:15!11360


Northern District of New York


PEREZ v. GENERAL MOTORS LLC, ET AL., C.A. No. 1:15!00240
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MDL No. 2581 ! IN RE: CTP INNOVATIONS, LLC, PATENT LITIGATION


Oppositions of defendants Trend Offset Printing Services, Inc.; The Sheridan Group,
Inc.; and Ennis, Inc., to transfer of their respective following actions to the United States District
Court for the District of Maryland:


Central District of California


CTP INNOVATIONS LLC v. TREND OFFSET PRINTING SERVICES, INC., 
C.A. No. 8:15!00519


Middle District of Pennsylvania


CTP INNOVATIONS, LLC v. THE SHERIDAN GROUP, INC., C.A. No. 1:15!00751


Northern District of Texas


CTP INNOVATIONS LLC v. ENNIS, INC., C.A. No. 3:15!00864


MDL No. 2592 ! IN RE: XARELTO (RIVAROXABAN) PRODUCTS LIABILITY
                             LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs David Lomax, et al., and Susan Ramsey, et al., to transfer of
their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Eastern District of
Louisiana:


Eastern District of Missouri


LOMAX, ET AL. v. JANSSEN RESEARCH & DEVELOPMENT, LLC, ET AL., 
C.A. No. 4:15!00541


 RAMSEY, ET AL. v. JANSSEN RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT, LLC, ET AL.,
C.A. No. 4:15!00596


MDL No. 2613 ! IN RE: TD BANK, N.A., DEBIT CARD OVERDRAFT FEE                        
                             LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Kendall Robinson to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the District of South Carolina:


Southern District of Florida


ROBINSON v. TD BANK, N.A., C.A. No. 0:15!60476
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RULE 11.1: HEARING SESSIONS AND ORAL ARGUMENT


(a)       Schedule.  The Panel shall schedule sessions for oral argument and consideration of other
matters as desirable or necessary. The Chair shall determine the time, place and agenda for each hearing
session. The Clerk of the Panel shall give appropriate notice to counsel for all parties. The Panel may 
continue its consideration of any scheduled matters.


(b)       Oral Argument Statement.  Any party affected by a motion may file a separate statement 
setting forth reasons why oral argument should, or need not, be heard. Such statements shall be captioned
“Reasons Why Oral Argument Should [Need Not] Be Heard” and shall be limited to 2 pages.


(i)    The parties affected by a motion to transfer may agree to waive oral argument.  The 
                       Panel will take this into consideration in determining the need for oral argument.


 (c)       Hearing Session.  The Panel shall not consider transfer or remand of any action pending in a
federal district court when any party timely opposes such transfer or remand without first holding a hearing
session for the presentation of oral argument. The Panel may dispense with oral argument if it determines
that:


           (i)      the dispositive issue(s) have been authoritatively decided; or
                       (ii)      the facts and legal arguments are adequately presented and oral argument                      
                                  would not significantly aid the decisional process.


Unless otherwise ordered, the Panel shall consider all other matters, such as a motion for reconsideration,
upon the basis of the pleadings.


        (d)       Notification of Oral Argument.  The Panel shall promptly notify counsel of those matters in
which oral argument is scheduled, as well as those matters that the Panel will consider on the pleadings.
The Clerk of the Panel shall require counsel to file and serve notice of their intent to either make or waive
oral argument. Failure to do so shall be deemed a waiver of oral argument. If counsel does not attend oral
argument, the matter shall not be rescheduled and that party’s position shall be treated as submitted for
decision on the basis of the pleadings filed.


           (i)      Absent Panel approval and for good cause shown, only those parties to actions who 
                  have filed a motion or written response to a motion or order shall be permitted to           


         present oral argument.
                   (ii)       The Panel will not receive oral testimony except upon notice, motion and an order         


                     expressly providing for it.


           (e)       Duty to Confer.  Counsel in an action set for oral argument shall confer separately prior to
that argument for the purpose of organizing their arguments and selecting representatives to present all
views without duplication. Oral argument is a means for counsel to emphasize the key points of their
arguments, and to update the Panel on any events since the conclusion of briefing.


           (f)        Time Limit for Oral Argument.  Barring exceptional circumstances, the Panel shall allot a
maximum of 20 minutes for oral argument in each matter. The time shall be divided among those with 
varying viewpoints.  Counsel for the moving party or parties shall generally be heard first.
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