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EXHIBIT “A”



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA

IN RE: ASBESTOS PRODUCTS : MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION
LIABILITY LITIGATION : NO. MDL 875

ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER NO. 11, AS AMENDED EFFECTIVE MARCH 16, 2009

Whereas Asbestos Products Liabilty Litigation (MDL 875) has been an active,
ongaing multidistrict action since July 29, 1991, and

Whereas the undersigned transferee judge has analyzed the existing Court case
managemeant procedures as they relate to MDL 875, and s of the view that adjustments
of these procedures need to be made to allow a more efficient discharge of the
transferee court's responsibilities, it is hereby

ORDERED that the following modifications to the existing procedures for the
processing of cases, dockets, pleadings and orders in MDL 875 cases are adopied:

1 Calendar Managemaent,

Effective immediately, and except as otherwise sel forth herein, the management
of the case files and dockels for all pending MDL 875 cases (and, the files and
dockets for all future MDL 875 cases filed after the entry of this Administrative
Order} ghall be transferred to the Transferse Court in accordance with both the
schedule compiled by the Clerk of the Transferee Court and the following terms:

A Actions to be taken by the Clerks of the Transferor Courts.

1 The Clerks of the Transferor Courts shall retain all case files for
those actions in which all claims have been completely resolved
between all parties, including bankrupt defendants, whether by
dismissal, stipulation or atiriton. Unless otherwise directed, case
files and dockets of cases previously remanded to the Transferor
Courts by the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation shall also be
retainad by the Transferor Court. In addition, the Clerks of the
Transferor Courts shall retain all caze files and dockets for those
actions transferred to a state court or a federal district court registry
which has been previcusly specifically established for the
placement and tracking of asbestos personal injury cases which do
not currently meet specified criteria for advancement to trial,

Il The remaining cases having unresolved claims against bankrupt
defendants and non-bankrupt defendantis shall be fransfemred fo
the Transferee Court in the following manner.

a In the interests of administrative efficiency and uniformity,
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upan the entry of an Order of Transfer by the undersigned

judge, a list of all cases to be transferred shall be sent by the
Clerk of the Transteree Court fo the Clerk of the Transferor
Court. The Clerk of the Transferes Court shall retrieve a
copy of each docket sheet from the CM/ECF system from
tha Clerk of the Transferor Court for the transferred cases,
and shall initiate a new file in the Transferee Court. The
Clerk of the Transferor Court shall mark the Transferor
Court's file "CLOSED "

b In the event the Transferor Court doss not maintain its MDL
875 cases under the CM/ECF system, a paper copy of each
docket sheet for the cases ta be transferred shall be
forwarded lo the Clerk of the Transferee Court.

C. Mew pleadings, documents and other papers received for
filing after the case has bean transferred shall be forwarded
to the Clerk of the Transferee Court, and the Clerk of the
Transferor Court shall notify all counsel concemed, as well
as all pro se parties, that all future pleadings are to be filed
with the Clerk of the Transferee Court, in accordance with
the conditions set forth in Section 1.B.1| of this Administrative
Order, by giving notice of this Order to counsel and to any

(g se party.

I, Documents in any asbestos personal injury lawsuit involving MDL
875 filed in any one Transferar Court shall not ba filed in the
Transferee Court until a Transfer Order has been entered in the
Transferee Court that states that documents in that specific
Transferor Court shall be filed in the Transferee Court.

IV, Any document in any asbestos personal injury lawsuit invalving
MDL 875, over which the Transferer Court, and not the Transferes
Court, has jurisdiction and venue, shall not be filed in the
Transferee Court until a Transfer Order has been entered in the
Transfarea Court that states that documents in that specific
Transferor Court shall be filed in the Transferee Court

Actions to be taken by the Clerk of the Transferee Court.

I The Clerk of the Transferee Court shall maintain dockets and
craate case files in all actions transferred from the Transferor
Courts as soon as they are receved

Il. Al documenits submitted to the Clerk of the Transferes Court shall
be treated in all respects in accordance with the Transferee Court's



Local Rules of Civil Procedure 5.1.2; and 5.1.3.

ill.  The Clerk of the Transferee Court shall compile a schedule of all
MDL 875 cases in order to ailow for the more efficient transfer of
MDL 875 cases from the Transferor Court to the Transferee Court.

IV.  The Clerk of the Transferee Court shall submit to the undersigned
transferee judge a quarterly pending caseload status report specific
to the Transferee Court and each Transferor District Court.

Motions.

All Motions pending in MDL 875 which are neither granted nor denied as of the
date of transfer of a case from the Clerk of the Transferor Court to the Clerk of
the Transferee Court shall be deemed denied without prejudice and with all time
requirements held in abeyance from the initial date of filing. Counsel may refile
any unresclved motions for further transferee court action, Motions brought in
accordance with the procedures contained in Administrative Order #3 shall be
preceded by a telephone conference with the Court. Disputing counsel shall
attempt to resolve issues between the parties without Court assistance, and
failing resclution, through a telephone conference with the Court prior to the
filing of any disputed motion.

Exclusions.
The dockets and files for cases filed in the United States District Court for the
Northern District of Ohio under the designation “MARDOC-MDL875(2)" shall not
be transferred at this time under the terms of this order.

flicts.
Te the extent that any conflicts exist, this Administrative Order shall take

precedence over and supercede all previous administrative orders in this
Muitidistrict Litgation consolidation.

BY THE COURT:

N AL (_(\ﬂ.(_u_(ll—‘

EDUARDO C. ROBRENO, J.

Date: March 16, 2009
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLWVANIA

IN RE: ASBESTOS PRODUCTS:CONSOLIDATED UNDER
LIABILITY LITIGATIOW(WO. VI) :MDL DOCEET KO. 875

KEYBOARD () CIVIL ACTIONM
V.
KEYBOARD () MO.: KEYBOARD ()

(U.5.D.C. EEYBOARD())

ALL PLAINTIFFS CIVIL ACTICH
v.

ALL DEFENDANTS KO. :

(U.5.D.C. Pennsylwvania
Eastern )

ORDER
BND MOW, this day of r 2010, it is

herebhy ORDERED* as follows:

i
A civil action was filed inthe TRANSFEROR DISTRICT COURT and properly docketed by that court
as TRANSFEROR COURT CIVIL ACTEYN NO; this civil action has been trans ferred to this court as part of

the federal systemwide asbestos products liability litgation, known commonly as MDL 875,

This one civil action has been brought by # OF PLAINTIFFS IN ORIGINAL individual plaintiffs. We

note that claims of different plaintiffs which involve common legal issues, but totally different



1. Within sixty (60) days, each individual plaintiff shall

file one “Severed and Amended
Complaint®” in this Court. The Clerk of this Court is directed to
assign civil action numbers to each individual plaintiff. Failure to
comply with this section of the instant order may result, upon motion

by any concerned defendant or by rule to show cause issued by the

Court, in the dismissal of that specific plaintiff’s ciwvil action

with prejudice, pursuant to Fed. R. Ciwv. P. 41 (b).

2. Fach Severed and Amended Complaint shall contain the

specific claims asserted by that

alleged facts, may not be grouped into single action pursuant to the plain and unambiguous language
of Fed. R. Civ. P. 20(a)(1). In the instant matter, while it is true that the claims do not arise out of
the same transaction, occurrence or series of transactions or occurrences, and are not therefore related
within the meaning of Fed. R. Civ. P. 20(a)(1). Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 21, federal courts may
sever misjoined plaintiffs sua sponte when their claims do not arise out of the same transaction,
occurrence or series of transactions or occurrences. In addition, courts may sever parties for the
“efficient administration of justice.” An action severed under Fed. R. Civ. P. 21 becomes an
independent civil action. Moreover, the just, speedy and efficient processing of this matter in this
court will require separate trials for each of these plaintiffs, as their lawsuits may involve different
facts, different witnesses, different evidence, different legal theories and different defenses, which
could lead to confusion of the jury if they were all tried together. In addition, it is obvious that
permitting such multi-plaintiff actions with unrelated claims to proceed without severance would
complicate discovery and interfere with its completion in accordance with assigned deadlines.

Severance of this matter will require each of the plaintiffs to file a Severed and Amended Complaint
that provides the necessary information about his or her individual claims. Likewise, a filing fee pursuant to 28
U.5.C. §1914(a)must be assessed for each of these individual plaintiffs (except for the lead plaintiff NAME), who
has already satisfied the fee requirement in the TRANSFEROR DISTRICT COURT.
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individual plaintiff against any defendant named in the Severed and
Amended Complaint. Failure to comply with this section of the
instant Order may result, upon motion by any concerned defendant or
by a rule to show cause issued by the Court, in the dismissal of that

specific plaintifffs civil action with prejudice, pursuant to Fed. R.

Civ. P. 41 (b).
3. Fach Severed and Amended Complaint shall be submitted to
the Clerk of the Court on
disk in portable document format (.pdf), along with a courtesy paper
copy of the complaint, for filing. Pursuant to Local Rule of Ciwvil
Procedure 5.1.2., all attorneys shall apply for a signature code by
completing and filing with the Clerk of the Court a Validation of

Signature Form, a copy of which is attached hereto. An attorney’s

signature code shall be entered on the signature line of the courtesy
copy of the Severed and Amended Complaint for the purpose of
signature walidation pursuant to Fed. R. Ciwv. P. 11.

4. Bbsent priocr leave of court, a Severed and Amended

Complaint shall contain only those

claims pleaded in the original multi-plaintiff action or some subset
of those claims. Failure to comply with this section of this Order
may result, upon motion by any concerned defendant or by a rule to
show cause issued by the Court, in the dismissal of the affected

claims with prejudice.

5. Bbsent priocr leave of court, a Severed and Amended



Complaint shall not name any new
defendants not named in the original multi-plaintiff action. Claims
against any such “new defendants” may result, upon motion by any such
*new defendant,” in the dismissal of the affected claims with
prejudice.

6. Claims against any defendant who is named in the coriginal

action, but who is not named
as defendant by the specific plaintiff in any one specific Severed
and Amended Complaint may result in the dismissal, sua sponte, of

that specific plaintiff’s civil action with prejudice.

7. Except for PLAINTIFF (the lead plaintiff in the aforesaid
matter) originally filed in the TRANSFEROR DISTRICT COURT,
each plaintiff who files a Severed and Amended Complaint
shall remit to the Clerk of Court a filing fee in the
amount of $350.00 pursuant to 28 U.S5.C. $19%14(a). 2
specific plaintiff's failure to comply with this section

of the instant Order may result in the dismissal, sua
sponte, of the specific plaintiff’s civil action with
prejudice.
8. FEach Severed and Amended Complaint must be served by the
concerned plaintiff as
required by Fed. R. Civ. B. 5.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

./’;.(—;(4 C“L‘LL441 -

Date: EDUARDO C. ROBRENO. 1.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA

IN RE: ASBESTOS PRODUCTS :
LIABILITY LITIGATION (NO. V1) :  CIVIL ACTION NO.: MDL 875

This Document Relates to;

ALL ACTIONS

AMENDED ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER NO.12
{AS AMENDED EFFECTIVE AUGUST 27, 2009)

THE COURT, after examination of current procedures in place in this matter, and with a desire
to facilitate the expeditious movement of pending cases on the MOL docket, and having had the benefit
of input from the court-appointed plaintiff and defendant steering committees, hereby imposes the
following filing requirements and procedures:

1. OF IDENTIFICA

Al plaintiffs shall submit to the Court a report identifying each plaintiff by full name,
date of birth, last four digits of plaintiffs SSM, and a statement indicating the status of the plaintiff in
the case before the Court; je., asbestos-related injury victim, spouse of injured party, administrater of
injured party or deceased imured party, executor(trix), child of injured party, ete.

2. SUBMI OURT ACTI

Each plaintiff shall identify each and every prior or pending court of administrative
action brought with the intent of satisfying in whole or in part, the damages sustained by the plaintiffs
alleged ashestos-related personal injury. In each such instance, the plaintiff shall identify the claim,
the parties involved, and the results of any action therson,

3 SUBMISSION OF STATEMENT OF CASE STATUS

The plaintiff in each case shall identify all of the named defendants in the following
manner:

a) Each defendant with whom the plaintiff has achieved resolution of his/her
claim, whether by settlement or agreement to dismiss without payment or by
payment of a claim through the bankiuptcy court, shall be identified and,
where a dismissal has not yet been entered of record, a proposed order shall be
submitted;
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b} Each defendant that the plaintiff now desires to dismiss from the action, with
or without prejudice, the reason for the dismissal, and a proposed order;

) Each remaining defendant that is currently in bankruptcy with a claim pending,
together with an order for the transfer of the claim to an active docket which
the court has created for the holding of such claims; and

d) Each non-bankrupt unsettied defendant.

4, SUBMISSION OF MEDICAL REPORTS

Each plaintiff asserting a claim based upon an alleged asbestos-related malignancy
shall submit to the court a copy of the medical diagnosing report or opinion upon which the plaintiff
now relies for the prosecution of the claims as if to withstand a dispositive motion.

Each plaintiff asserting a claim based upon an alleged non-malignant injury or
condition shall submit to the court a copy of the medical diagnosing repert or apinion upon which the
plaintiff now relies for the prosecution of the claim as if to withstand a dispositive motion.

Each report or opinion submitted hereunder shall be based upon objective and
subjective data which shall be identified and descriptively set out within the report or opinion.

5. ALTERNATIVE PLAINTIFF SUBMISSION

Alternative submissions to the court are acceptable under the following circumstances:

a) If the plaintiff has remaining claims only against bankrupt parties and is
desirous of seeking payment on those claims through the bankruptcy action,
then, as an alternative to the required submissions under sections 2. and 4.
above, the plaintiff may submit a proposed order for the transfer of this case to
the “Bankrupts Only” docket in the form attached.

b} If the plaintiff has viable claims remaining against both bankrupt and non-
bankrupt parties and wishes to pursue through the bankruptcy action only those
claims remaining against the bankrupt parties, then, as an altemative to the
required submissions under sections 2. and 4. above, the plaintiff may submit a
proposed order for the dismissal of the non-bankrupt parties with prejudice and
the transfer of the remaining claims against the bankrupt parties to the
“Bankrupts Only” docket in the form attached.

c) The plaintiff may at any time submit to the court a proposed order to dismiss
his/her case against all parties with prejudice. Plaintiff may also request a
dismissal against any or all parties without prejudice; however, notice must be
given to all parties, any of whom may file an objection within thirty {30) days

13



thereafter. The court will hold a hearing if deemed necessary.

6. TIMING REQUIREMENTS

Plaintiffs shall submit required documentation and proposed orders to the court in
accordance with the schedule set forth;

al Plaintiffs whose cases were filed during the years 2007, 2006, and before Juty
29, 1991 shall file with the court their required papers on or before August 1,
2007.

b) Plaintiffs whose cases were filed between July 29, 1991 and December 31, 1995
shall file with the court their required papers on or before September 1, 2007,

<) Plaintiffs whose cases were filed in 1996, 1997 and 1998, shall file with the
court their required papers on or before October 1, 2007,

d) Plaintiffs whose cases were filed in 1999, 2000, 2001 and 2002, shall file with
the court their required papers on or before November 1, 2007.

e} Plaintiffs whose cases were fited in 2003, 2004, and 2005, shall file with the
court their required papers on or before December 1, 2007.

The court may dismiss pursuant to F.R.C.P. 41(b) the cases of any plaintiffs who fail to
comply with the requirements set forth,

7. SCREENED CASES

Current litigation efforts in this court and in the silica litigation have revealed that
many mass screenings lack reliability and accountability and have been conducted in a manner which
failed to adhere to certain necessary medical standards and regulations. The result is that mass
screenings create an inherent suspicion as to their reliability. Where screenings have been conducted
by the Sheet Metal Occupational Health Institute Trust and other organizations utilizing standards and
protocols established by the American Thoracic Society (ATS), the Association of Occupational and
Environmental Clinics (ADEC), and other accredited health organizations, there is a larger probability of
adequacy for the reliability foundation necessary for admissibility. This court wilt therefore entertain
motions and conduct such hearings as may be necessary to resalve questions of evidentiary sufficiency
in non-malignant cases supported only by the results of mass screenings which allegedly fail to comport
with acceptable screening standards.
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3, EXCLUSIONS
The case designated as 2MDL 875 (MARDOC) shall be excluded from the requirements

set forth and those actions shall continue to be governed by the requirements of previous orders of this
court concerning the management of the MARDOC cases.

9. SETTLEMENT CONFERENCES / SUGGESTIONS OF REMAND

The court intends upon stepping up the pace of settlement conferences and will
accordingly, issue orders to that effect. Counsel are expected to comply with all requirements of the
notice and be prepared at the conference. All parties shall submit to the court at the time of the first
settlement conference in any case, a short position paper stating their position relative to disease,
exposure and damages. Mitigating factors for the purposes of settlement shalt also be set forth.

If the parties have failed to achieve settlement following one or more settlement
conferences and working with the court, the case may be referred to mediation or, if the court finds
that the parties have negotiated in good faith without success, the court may suggest the case for
remand. A determination of good faith may not be necessary with regard to all defendants. The court
will continue to prioritize malignant and exigent cases.

10, MANNER OF SUBMISSIONS

All submissions to be made to the court pursuant to this order shall be paper filings
with copies provided to all remaining viable parties in accordance with Rule 3, F.R.C.P.

11, SUBMISSIONS TO BE ELECTRONIC

From the date of this order forward, all submissions and changes or corrections thereto,
shall be made and entered into the database at MDL875Submissions.com without the need to submit
paper copies to the Court. The requirement for service upon other parties in accordance with Ruie B,
F.R.C.P. shall remain. The Court has designated the law firms of Motley Rice {(contact person: Lane
Andrae) and forman, Perry, Watkins, Krutz & Tardy (contact person: Mary Margaret Gay) as the Court’s
designees in assisting counsel with any problems that may occur with database submissions. Further
communications with the designer of the software system for the database (Intercon Inc.) for
administration purposes relative to Administrative Order No. 12 are now inappropriate as the contract
between the Court and Intercon Inc. does not allow for payment of such services.

12, INCLUSIVENESS OF SUBMISSIONS

Except for those plaintiffs excluded under Administrative Order No. 12 by reason of
their designation as part of 2 MDL 875 (MARDOC), ALL PLAINTIFFS with causes currently in MDL 875 are
required to comply with the submission requirements set forth within Administrative Order No. 12. If
any plaintiff was not included in the original schedule, i.e,, plaintiffs with cases filed in the calendar
year 2008, they shall comply within 30 days of the date of this order. The submission requirements
shall further apply to all new actions assigned to MDL 875. Cases transferred subsequent to the date of
this erder shall comply within 30 days of the final date of transfer to the Eastern District of
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Pennsylvania, Asbestos-related personal injury cases filed directly in the Eastern District of
Pennsylvania shall be treated by counsel as if they were transferred into MDL 875 on the date of filing.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Date: 9/3/09

BY THE COURT

i) L (. ]\-.94_:5 -'.

EDUARDO €, ROBRENQ, J,
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EXHIBIT “D”

CASE|S LISTED FOR HEARING

Voluntary
Sinvoluntary
Dismissal of Viable
Defendants

Mon-Viable
Defendants =+
Bankruptcy docket

Contested

Compliance with
Admin. Ords.

Daubert
Hearing/ other
Evidentiary
Hearing

b

Involuntary
Dismissal

Plaintiff has complied
with Admin. Ords. 11 &
12.

L
Rule 26(f) Report/ Rule
16 Conference

Lettlement

l Conference

MOTE: A non-viable
defendant is a party
that isin bankruptoy
proceedings

summary Judgment Motions Hearing

before District Judge or three judge
panel of Magistrate Judges

-

!

Settlement/Final Pretrial Conference

¥

Malignancy & Mon-Malignancy Tracks

4

Trial im E.D. Pa. or Remand to Transferor

District [pursuant to Admin. Ord. 18)
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EXHIBIT “E”

Plaintiffs' Land-Based Steering Committee

Peter Angelos, Esg.
100 North Charles Street
Baltimore, MD 21201
Telephone: (800) 556-5522

Janet Ward Black, Esg.
Ward Black Law
208 West Wendover Avenue
Greensboro, NC 27401
Telephone: (504) 581-9056, (336) 273-3812

John Cooney, Esq.
Cooney & Conway
Suite 3000, 120 N. LaSalle Street
Chicago, IL 60602

Steven Kazan, Esqg.
Kazan, McClain, Abrams, Lyons, Greenwood & Harley, PLC
171 Twelfth Street, 3rd Floor
Oakland, CA 94607
Telephone: (510) 302-1000

Peter Kraus, Esq.
Waters & Kraus
3219 McKinney Avenue
Dallas, TX 75204
Telephone: (214) 357-6244

Joseph Rice, Esq.
Motley Rice
28 Bridgeside Boulevard
Mount Pleasant, SC 29464
Telephone: (843) 216-9159

Russell Budd, Esq.
Baron & Budd
The Centrum, Suite 1100
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3102 Oak Lawn Avenue

Dallas, TX 75219

Telephone: (214) 521-3605
Michael Thornton, Esq.

Thornton & Naumes

30th Floor

100 Summer Street

Boston, MA 02110

Telephone: (617) 720-2445

Defendant's Land-Based Steering Committee

Kevin Jordan, Esq.
Baker Botts, L.L.P.
One Shell Plaza
910 Louisiana Street
Houston, TX 77002-4995

William Mahoney, Esqg.
Segal, McCambridge, Singer & Mahoney
1 IBM Plaza, Suite 200
Chicago, IL 60611
Telephone: (312) 645-7806

W.G. Watkins, Esqg.
Forman, Perry, Watkins, Krutz & Tardy
City Centre, Suite 100
200 South Lamar Street
Jackson, MS 39201
Telephone: (601) 960-8600

David Landin, Esq.
Hunton & Williams
951 East Byrd Street
P.O. Box 1535
Richmond, VA 23218-1535
Telephone: (804) 788-8387

John McShea, Esq.
McShea Tecce
Bell Atlantic Tower
1717 Arch Street
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Philadelphia, PA 19103
Telephone: (215) 599-0800

Thomas Packer, Esqg.
Gordon & Rees
Embarcadero Center West, Suite 2000
275 Battery Street
San Francisco, CA 94111
Telephone: (415) 986-5900

Philip McWeeny, Esq.
Owens-Illinois, Inc.
Legal Department, 8-OSG
One Seagate
Toledo OH, 43666
Telephone: (419) 247-1004

Robert Malaby, Esqg.
Malaby, Carlisle & Bradley
Suite 600
150 Broadway
New York City, NY 10038
Telephone: (212) 791-0285

Paul Kalish, Esq.
Cromwell & Moring
1001 Pennsylvania Ave. NW
Washington, DC 20004-2595
Telephone: (202) 624-2644
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EXHIBIT “F”

Home Page  Site Map FAQs Motices CM/ECF  What's New  Courthouse Locations  PACER  Jury Information  Fees  Historical Society  Semices  Documents  Search

Home > Documents = MDL = MDL 875 In Re: Ashestos

Home Page
. Cases Referred to Judge Hey | Cascine Vaughan Cases | MARDOC Case Info. | Administrative Orders | Opiniens | Contacts | Statistics

CM/ECF J MDL 875 Home | Nofices About Updates Procedures Summary Judgment Procedures Cualendar

PACER

MDL 875

Court Information

Welcome to the Web Site for MIDL 875!

Local Rules

Forms

In Re: Asbestos Products Liability Litigation (No. VI)

Jury Information

Trial Schedule

United States District Count for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania

FAQs

Documents

The Honorable Eduardo C. Robreno, Presiding

Services

Search

VY VVVVVVYVYYYY

IR
Announcements

Miscellaneous

Site Map

[Whar's New 2% NOTICE: Updates made on September 24, 2012, See Updates.

External Links

http://www.paed.uscourts.gov/mdl875.asp
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EXHIBIT “G”

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA

IN RE: ASBESTOS PRODUCTS :
LIABILITY LITIGATION (No. VI) : Consclidated Under
MDI. DOCKET NO. 875
CERTAIN PLAINTIFFS
Transferor District Court
V.

CERTAIN DEFENDANTS

ORDER
AND NOW, this -- day of ---- 2009, it is hereby ORDERED that
a hearing on Defendants’ motion for a rule to show cause 1in
accordance with Administrative Order No. 12A, in the cases listed
in the attached Exhibit “A", will be held on ----, =, 2009 at
10:00 am in Courtroom 11A, United States Courthouse, 601 Market

Street, Philadelphia, PA 19106.

It is further ORDERED that those Plaintiffs listed in

Exhibit “A", attached, must show that they have complied with the
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Court’s order requiring the filing of a severed and amended
complaint and the payment of an individual filing fee in each

case, if required.

It is further ORDERED that Plaintiffs’ counsel’s failure to
appear or to be excused from appearing will result in the

dismissal of that Plaintiff’s case for failure to prosecute.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

EDUARDO C. ROERENO, J.
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EXHIBIT “H"”

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PEWMNSYLVANTIA

IN RE: ASBESTOS FRODUOCTS z Consolidated Under MDL BTH
LIABRTLITY LITIGATION (MNo. VI)
VARTOUOS PLATIMTIFES z Cases listed in Exhibit “A,"
attached
W

VARICUS DEFENDANTS

ORDER

STATUOS AND SCHEDULING CONFERENCE

AND NOW, this _ th day of , 2012, it is hereby ORDERED
that in the cases llisted in Exhibit “&," attached, a status and

scheduling conference will be held on . __ . 2012, at

__a.m. in Courtrocom __ , United States Courthouse, 601 Market
Street, Philadelphia, P& 19%106. Prior to the conference, counsel
shall review and ascertain the status of each case. Please
review the Frequently Asked Question sheet attached to this Order
for general information regarding cases in MDL 875.

It 15 further ORDERED that prior to, or at, the conference,

Plaintiff's counsel in each action must inform the Court as to

the status of the case.!

' If a status update is submitted to the Court prior to the

conference, appearance by Plaintliff's counsel 1s5 excused.
Defense counsel may appear at the conference to ascertain the
status of the case, but appearance by Defense counsel 1s not
required. Judge REobreno will not take the bench for the
conference. The results of the conference will be posted on the
MDL E7hH website at: www.paed.uscourts.gov/mdl875u.asp. (Footnote
continues...)
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It i1s further ORDERED that Plaintiff's counsel shall provide

the following information to the Court:

g.) Each defendant with whom plalintiff has achliewved
resolution of his or her claim.

b.) Each defendant that plaintiff now desires to dismiss
from the action.

lad | Each wviable defendant that is =till active in the case.

It iz further ORDERED that, as to all wviable, actiwve
defendants, counsel for the plaintiff in each case shall report
to the court:

ag.) Status of compliance with Administrative COrder no. 1%

as amended.

b.) Any outstanding discovery.

c.) Any discowvery that 1s still needed and a timetable for

its completion.

d.) Whether the plaintiff has obtained a medical diagnosing

(...Footnote continued from previous page)
A status update should be made in writing, filed on the
docket AND either emailed to the MDL 875 law clerk,

Michele Ventura@paed.uscourts.gov, or sent to:
The Honorable Judge Eduardo C.
Attn: MDL B75 Law Clerk
O.5. District Court, Eastern District of Pennsylwvania
601 Market Street Room 26089
Philadelphia, PA 19106

REobreno
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report or opinion upon which the plaintiff now relies
for prosecuting his or her claim. If so, counsel shall
provide the name and address of the physician or
medical provider who has supplied the diagnosing report
Or oplnion.

e.) aAny motions pending.

f.) Readiness for trial and a proposed trial date.?

It i1s further ORDERED that, prior to the hearing,
Plaintiffs’ counsel may provide the Court with a list of cases
which may be dismissed with prejudice or dismissed as to the
wviable defendants and moved to the bankruptcy only docket. The
letter should lnclude the Eastern District of Pennsylvanla case
number, the name of the plaintiff(s), and whether the case should
be dismissed with prejudice or dismissed as to the wviable
defendants and moved to the bankruptcy only docket. Those cases
will be removed from the list, and appropriate orders will be

entered.

AND IT IS5 50 CEDERED.

EDUARDO C. ROBEENO, J.

The court will order presumptively that any ocutstanding
discovery be completed within 120 days from the date of the
hearing.
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EXHIBIT “I”

Motion Procedures

Contested Motions
If you wish to be heard on a contested motion, please follow the following procedure:

1. Any substantive, contested motion will be scheduled for a hearing date upon order of the Court.
The Court will attempt to schedule hearings at the earliest possible date. When a hearing is
scheduled, an order will be entered in each affected E.D. Pa. docket number.

2. In the Court's discretion, any motion may be continued to a different date.

3. All motions must be accompanied by a memorandum of law citing to the substantive or
procedural rule which governs the motion.

4. If factual materials are relevant to the determination of the motion, they shall be appended to
the motion.

5. Any party opposing the motion shall have fourteen (14) days within which to file and serve a
response upon the moving party for non-dispositive motions, and twenty-one (21) days for
dispositive motions. This response must include all relevant factual information in
opposition to the motion and cite to the substantive or procedural rule relied upon for
opposition. See E.D. Pa. Loc. R. Civ. P. 7.1(c).

6. No reply to the opposing party's response shall be filed without leave of court, which shall be
sparingly granted. However, parties have a right to file a reply regarding motions for
summary judgment. See E.D. Pa. Loc. R. Civ. P. 7.1(c).

7. There will be a strict limit of one continuance granted per party per motion.
Administrative Motions

1. Any matter concerning scheduling or any administrative issue may be brought to the Court by
motion.

2. All motions must indicate whether the opposing side has consented and attach a sample formal
order stating the relief sought.

3. An administrative motion may be decided by the Court based on the papers without scheduling
a hearing.
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EXHIBIT “J”

Settlement Conference Procedures

. Any party may request a settlement conference in their case.

. In order to obtain a date for your settlement conference, please write or call Judge Robreno's
MDL 875 law clerk and inform her of your request for a settlement conference.

. The MDL 875 law clerk will assign the case to a Magistrate Judge, and the Magistrate Judge
will set a settlement conference date.

. Plaintiff shall give notice of this conference to each viable defendant in each case no fewer than
thirty (30) days before the conference is scheduled. A Certificate of Notification of this
notice shall be forwarded to the Magistrate Judge assigned to the case prior to the
conference.

. Plaintiff shall provide to each viable defendant a copy of plaintiff's most current medical report
relied upon and a synopsis of the exposure evidence against that defendant. Plaintiff is
directed to make a reasonable demand upon each of the defendants, and the parties must
attempt in good faith to negotiate settlement of the case(s) prior to the conference date.

. In preparation for the conference, parties must exchange information and complete such
discovery as is necessary to be in a posture to negotiate settlement.

. Parties to all unresolved claims in the case shall appear at the conference with necessary
authority to settle the case(s) with their principals present or immediately available to them
by phone.

. The Magistrate Judge has the authority to require the principals to be present, to continue the
conference for additional days or to postpone the conference with or without costs assessed.

. In the event that a claim is settled in full as to any individual claim or defendant, the Magistrate
Judge shall dismiss that claim or the claim against the settled defendant with prejudice
pursuant to Local Rule of Civil Procedure 41.1(b).

10. In the event that a claim is not settled, the Magistrate Judge shall determine whether further
settlement conferences will be helpful. If not, the Magistrate Judge shall inform the
Presiding Judge whether the parties have negotiated in good faith and whether the parties
are ready for trial or remand.
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EXHIBIT “K”

Trial Procedures

Parties wishing to proceed to trial, either jury or non-jury[1], shall comply with the following:

NOTE: This is the trial procedure for parties that wish to have a trial before an Article | judge
(with consent of the parties) or before an Article 111 judge. In either case, for cases where
the transferor court is other than the Eastern District of Pennsylvania, parties must waive
any venue objections in order for the case to be tried in the Eastern District of
Pennsylvania. See Administrative Order No. 22.

1. Write or call the MDL 875 law clerk.

2. Certify that all discovery has been completed and that the parties are ready to try the case
within thirty (30) days.

3. Notify the MDL 875 law clerk whether parties will consent to trial before an Article | judge and
whether parties have complied with Administrative Order No. 22.

4. The trial judge will hold a scheduling conference promptly and assign a trial date within thirty
(30) days.

[1] Punitive damages in this case have been bifurcated and will not be subject to trial at this time.
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EXHIBIT “L”

IN THE UMITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PEMNSY LV ANLA

IN RE: ASBESTOS PRODUCTS
LIABILITY LITIGATION (Mo. V1)

X
This Document Relates To: : CONSOLIDATED UNDEE
MDL 575
——————— ,etal,
Plaintiffs,
CIVIL ACTION NO.
V. : 10-60372
———————————— Letal,
Defendants.

ORDER OF REFERRAL TO MAGISTRATE JUDGE FOR
PRETRIAL DISCOVERY, SETTLEMENT

CONFERENCE, AND TRTAL FEEFARATION

The Court, in accordance with the Court’s policies outlined in Administrative Orders No. 3

& 12, has identified the above captioned case as being appropriate for referral to the Honorable
Magistrate Judge Thomas J. Rueter to conduct pretrial procedures, supervision of discovery,
settlement conferences, and preparation for trial. The Magistrate Judge may enter such orders as
may be necessary to facilitate these tasks.

Unless modified by the Magistrate Judee, the scheduling order attached as Exhibit “A™

shall be in effect for all cases referred by this order.

All parties remaining in the case shall take the following actions:

1.} Each Plaintiff (“Plaintiff”) whose action has been referred to a Magistrate Judge shall,
within fourteen { 14) days of this date, advise the Magistrate Judge as to all remaining Viable
Defendants (*Viable Defendants™) {any Defendant not in bankruptcy proceedings or previously
dismissed) in each case, together with the name, address, and telephone number of counsel.
Plaintiff shall immediately forward to each Viable Defendant a copy of this referral order together
with a list of cases in which that Viable Defendant is a named party. A Certificate of Notification

certifying delivery of this Order and the notification to each Viable Defendant shall be forwarded to
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the Magistrate Judge. In addition, Plaintiff shall provide to each Viable Defendant a copy of
Plaintiff"s most current medical report relied upon and a synopsis of the exposure evidence against
that Viable Defendant. Plaintiffis directed to make a reasonable demand upon each Viable
Defendant, and the parties must attempt in good faith to negotiate settlement of the case(s) prior to
any settlement conference before the Magistrate Judge.

In furtherance thereof, the parties shall promptly exchange information and complete such
discovery as is necessary to be in a posture to negotiate settlement. If the action remains unsettled,

Plaintiffs and all Viable Defendants shall appear at all conferences with necessarv authoritv to settle

the case(s) with their principals present or immediatelv available to them by telephone. The

Magistrate Judge may require the principals to be present, to continue the conference for additional
days, or to postpone the conference with or without costs assessed.

All unresolved discovery issues shall be brought to the attention of the Magistrate Judge
within twenty (20) days of the date of this order, or immediately as any such issue may arise in the
future.

All parties shall comply with the requirements of Section 9, Administrative Order No. 12.
Plaintiff MUST have made his/her submissions in accordance with Administrative Order No. 12,
and all viable parties MUST have made payment to the Clerk of the Court as required under
Administrative Order No. 14. A copy of each party’s position paper relating to any scheduled
settlement conference shall be received by the Magistrate Judge no later than three (3) days prior to
the conference.

Inquiries relating to these cases and all matters scheduled hereunder may be directed to the
Chambers of the Honorable Magistrate Judge Thomas J. Rueter at (215)-597-0048.

THE MAGISTRATE JUDGE MAY IMPOSE SANCTIONS ANIVOR COSTS AGAINST
ANY PARTY NOT IN COMPLIANCE WITH THIS NOTICE AND THE ORDERS

SPECIFICALLY INCORPORATED BY REFERENCE AND ANY ORDERS ISSUED IN
FURTHERANCE HEREOF,

Accordingly, it is ORDERED that the Court refers the above captioned action pending in
MDL 875 to the Honorable Magistrate Judge Thomas J. Rueter for proceedings in accordance with
this Order.
BY THE COURT:

Date: J.
Eduardo C. Robreno
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EXHIBIT “N”

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENMNSYLVANIA

IN REE: ASBESTOS PRODUCTS : MDL DOCKET WNO. B75
LIABTLITY LITIGATION (No. VI) :

Civil Acticn No.
2:01-md-875
THIS DOCUMENT EELATES TO
ALL ACTIONS
ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER NO. 18

Upon consideration of the motion to alter or amend
Administrative Orders 3, 14, 15, and 16, filed on behalf of
certain Plaintiffs by Motley Rice, LLC, the Court will institute
a set procedure for Counsel seeking remand of an indiwvidual
Plaintiff's case toc the appropriate transferor District Court.
Plaintiffs seeking toc have their case remanded must file a moticn
for a suggestion of remand that conforms to the requirements set
forth in this Administratiwve Order.

A motion for a suggesticn of remand must contain, at a
minimum, the following informaticon with regard to each indiwvidual
claim:

1.) The civil action number of the case in the district

where it was originally filed.

2.) The civil action number of the case in the Eastern
District of Pennsylwvania, if the case has been assigned
an E.D. Pa. ciwvil action number.

3.) The name of the plaintiff in the case.

4.) The diagneosing report or opinion relied upon by

plaintiff in compliance with Administrative Order no.
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12,

5.) The identity of defendants that are still wviable' in the
case.

6.) A certification that the motion reguesting the
suggestion of remand has been served upon counsel for
all other parties to the action.

7.) The specific reasons why remand is appropriate in this
case. Plaintiff should specify:

a.) Whether Plaintiff has complied with Administrative
Orders 12 and 12A.

b.) Whether the injured Plaintiff is aliwve.

c.} Whether the parties have submitted a Rule 26 (f)
report to the Court.

d.} Whether all relewvant discovery has been completed
or has been substantially completed. If not,
identify the discovery still to be completed.

2.) The extent to which settlement conferences hawve
been held in the case and the status of settlement
negotiations.

f.)}) Whether there are any ocutstanding motions in the
case. Counsel seeking remand should be able to
certify that there are no cutstanding motions

remaining in the case.

! A wviable defendant 1= a defendant which has not been

dismissed from the case and is not in bankruptcy proceedings.
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g.) Whether, if the case is remanded, the Plaintiff
is prepared for trial without delay cnce on the
transferor court’s normal docket.

h.) The status of congestion in the transferor court
docket.

After a moticn for a suggesticon of remand is filed with the
Court, any Defendant cpposing the suggestion of remand will be
given 15 days to file a response. If there is no response filed
and the Court determines that a suggestion of remand is
appropriate, the motion will be granted as uncontested, pursuant
to Local Rule of Civil Procedure T7.1(c). If there is a response,
the Court will make a ruling on the parties’ filings or schedule
a hearing on the matter, if necessary.

Additionally, if a Plaintifffs case is prepared to proceed
to trial, and all of the parties provide the necessary consent,
both Article I and Article IIT Judges are available to hold
trials in the Eastern District of Pennsylvania. Details con the
procedure for requesting trial in the Eastern District of
Pennsylwvania, as well other MDL 875 case information, can be
found on the MDL 875 website, available at

www.paed.uscourts.gov,/ mdlB75.asp.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

EDUARDOD C. ROBRENO, J.
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EXHIBIT “O”

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT COF PEMNSYLVANIA

IN RE: ASBESTOS PRODUCTS : Consclidated Under
LIABILITY LITIGATIONW (Wo. VI) : MDL DOCEET W2. BT5
: Transferred from (DISTRICT)
PLAINTIFF : Case HNo.
V.
DEFENDANT : E.D. PA No.

SUGGESTION OF REMAND

AND NOW, this _ th day of _| , 2012, it is hereby

ORDERED that, upon review aof the above captioned case under MDL-

BT7hH Administrative COrder MNo. 18, No. 01-B75 (E.D. Pa. April 30,

2009)

capti

, BECF MWao. 6197, the Court finds that, as to the above-

oned case:

d.) Plaintiff has complied with MDL-B875 Administrative
Orders 12 and 12A (see the MDL ET7H website’s Administrative

Crders page, at hittp://www.paed.uscourts.gov/mdlB75d. asp) .

b.) Parties have completed their obligations under the Rule
16 order issued by the Court (see ECF No. __ ).

c.) All discovery has been completed.

d.) The Court has adjudicated all outstanding motions,

including dispositive motions. Particularly relewvant rulings

include:
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1i.

2.)] Bule 18 settlement discussions have been exhausted at
this time as to the remaining viable defendants.

f.) The Court finds that this case 1s prepared for trial
without delay once on the transferor court’s docket, subject
to any trial-related motions in limine (including Daubert
challenges]) .

{(THIS SECTICN SUBJ. TO CHANGE, e.g. if transferor court will be
dealing with a given legal issue)

g.) The remaining wviable Defendants for trial are:

i.
ii.
iii.

h.) Any demand for punitive damages is sewvered, and claims
for punitive or exemplary damages are retained by the MDL-
875 Court. See Fed. R. Civ. P. 42(hk).

Accordingly, the Court SUGGESTS that the above-captioned
case should be REMANDED to the Unlted States District Court for
the (DISTRICT) for resclution of all matters pending within this

case except punitive damages.!?

! The Court finds that the issue of punitive damages
must be resolved at a future date with regard to the entire MDL-
B75 action, and therefore any claims for punitive or exemplary
damages are hereby SBEVERED from this case and retained by the
MDL-875 Court in the Eastern District of Pennsylvania. Sees In re
Collins, 233 F.3d 809, 810 (3d Cir. 2000) ("It is responsikble
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Alternatively, parties 1n the below-listed cases have sewven
{(7) days within which to consent to a trial before an Article ITI
or Maglstrate Judge 1n the Eastern District of Pennsylvanlia. In
such an event, 1f consent 15 granted, a trial will be scheduled
within sixty (60) days, on a date convenient to the parties in

Philadelphia, Pennsylwvania, and the Suggestion of Remand will be

vacated.

AND IT IS 50 ORDEEED.

EDUARDD C. ROBERENO, J.

public policy to glive priority to compensatory clalms owver
exemplary punitive damage windfalls; this prudent conservation
more than wvindicates the Panel’s decislon to withhold punitive
damage claims on remand.”); see also In re Roberts, 178 F.3d 181

(3d Cir. 1999).
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