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QUESTION PRESENTED 

 The personal-jurisdiction rights of corporate de-
fendants are not extinguished by state laws that co-
ordinate hundreds, sometimes thousands, of cases 
before one judge.  Yet, that is exactly what happened 
here.   

 
California, like other states, has a procedure that 

allows many cases to be bundled together before one 
court for purposes of efficiency and administrative 
ease.  Plaintiffs increasingly have used state-court 
coordination procedures to aggregate the claims of 
plaintiffs from throughout the United States in mass 
tort proceedings in a single state.  However, doing so 
raises due process concerns under the Fourteenth 
Amendment by subjecting defendants to the coercive 
power of a court that lacks jurisdiction over them.   

 
This case involves a state court that lacks either 

specific or general jurisdiction over defendants in 
well over a thousand individual actions but has em-
ployed state coordination proceedings and an unprec-
edented theory of waiver to establish personal juris-
diction over those defendants without conducting a 
due process analysis. 

  
The question presented is: 
 
When a state court lacks personal jurisdiction 

over many cases against a defendant, and the state 
court combines those cases with other cases into a 
coordination proceeding, does the Due Process Clause 
prohibit the state from deeming the personal-
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jurisdiction defense waived merely because the de-
fendant participates in the coordination proceeding, 
absent a knowing, voluntary, and intentional waiver 
of the defense? 
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PARTIES TO THE PROCEEDING 

 Petitioners are Barr Pharmaceuticals, LLC (f/k/a 
Barr Pharmaceuticals, Inc.), PLIVA, Inc., (f/k/a Sid-
mak Laboratories, Inc.), and Teva Pharmaceuticals 
USA, Inc. (“Teva USA”).  All were defendants below. 
 
 Respondents are listed in the Addendum attached 
hereto.  They all were plaintiffs below.  
  

RULE 29.6 STATEMENT 

Barr Pharmaceuticals, LLC, is a privately-held, 
wholly-owned subsidiary of Teva USA which in turn 
is directly owned by (i) Orvet (Majority Shareholder), 
which in turn is directly owned by Teva Pharmaceu-
ticals Europe B.V. (“Teva Europe”), which in turn is 
directly owned by Teva Pharmaceutical Industries 
Ltd. (“Teva Ltd.”); and (ii) Teva Pharmaceutical 
Holdings Coöperatieve U.A. (Minority Shareholder) 
(“Teva Holdings”), which in turn is directly owned by 
IVAX LLC, a direct subsidiary of Teva USA.  Teva 
Ltd. is the only publicly-traded company that owns 
10% or more of Barr Pharmaceuticals, LLC.  Teva 
Ltd. has no parent company, and no publicly-traded 
company owns 10% or more of Teva Ltd.   

 
PLIVA, Inc., is an indirect wholly-owned subsidi-

ary of Teva Ltd., through the following parent com-
panies: Barr Laboratories, Inc., which in turn is di-
rectly owned by Barr Pharmaceuticals, LLC, f/k/a 
Barr Pharmaceuticals, Inc., which in turn is directly 
owned by Teva USA.  Teva Ltd. is the only publicly-
traded company that owns 10% or more of PLIVA, 
Inc. 



iv 
 

 

 
Teva USA is directly owned by (i) Orvet UK (Ma-

jority Shareholder), which in turn is directly owned 
by Teva Europe, which in turn is directly owned by 
Teva Ltd.; and (ii) Teva Holdings, which in turn is 
directly owned by IVAX LLC, a direct subsidiary of 
Teva USA.  Teva Ltd. is the only publicly-traded 
company that owns 10% or more of Teva USA.   
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INTRODUCTION 

 Just five years ago, this Court reiterated that “[a] 
state court’s assertion of jurisdiction exposes defend-
ants to the State’s coercive power, and is therefore 
subject to review for compatibility with the Four-
teenth Amendment’s Due Process Clause.”  Goodyear 
Dunlop Tires Operations, S.A. v. Brown, 131 S. Ct. 
2846, 2850 (2011) (citing Int’l Shoe Co. v. Washing-
ton, 326 U.S. 310, 316 (1945)).  These cases warrant 
just that review.   
 

The Due Process Clause precludes a state court 
from considering a case without personal jurisdiction.  
A state may not dodge the requirements of due pro-
cess in individual cases through the expedient of ad-
ministratively combining hundreds or thousands of 
cases in a mass-tort proceeding.  Since this Court’s 
canonical opinion in International Shoe Co. v. Wash-
ington, the touchstone of personal-jurisdiction analy-
sis has been “‘the relationship among the defendant, 
the forum, and the litigation.’”  Daimler AG v. Bau-
man, 134 S. Ct. 746, 754 (2014) (quoting Shaffer v. 
Heitner, 433 U.S. 186, 204 (1977)). In other words, 
personal jurisdiction is defendant- and case-specific; 
a plaintiff who cannot establish personal jurisdiction 
cannot overcome that defect by hitching his case to a 
plaintiff who can.  The same principle holds on a 
larger scale when a state administratively combines 
cases in which specific jurisdiction exists over a de-
fendant with those in which personal jurisdiction is 
lacking.  That administrative device cannot trump 
due process.  Personal jurisdiction must be estab-
lished in each case, whether the case is decided alone 
or with hundreds or thousands of others. 
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“‘[T]he touchstone of due process is protection of 

the individual against arbitrary action of govern-
ment.’”  Cty. of Sacramento v. Lewis, 523 U.S. 833, 
845 (1998) (quoting Wolff v. McDonnell, 418 U.S. 539, 
558 (1974)).  A key part of that guarantee is that 
“those who live or operate primarily outside a State 
have a due process right not to be subjected to judg-
ment in its courts as a general matter.”  J. McIntyre 
Machinery, Ltd. v. Nicastro, 131 S. Ct. 2780, 2787 
(2011).  The California court violated that principle 
by using an administrative-coordination mechanism 
to justify hearing a large number of cases over which 
it plainly lacks personal jurisdiction.  That assertion 
of jurisdiction does not become any less unconstitu-
tional just because it is made on a larger scale. 

 
Petitioners are out-of-state defendants that are 

not subject to general jurisdiction in California be-
cause they are incorporated and have principal plac-
es of business outside the state.  They may be subject 
to the specific jurisdiction of California courts for 
product-liability claims brought by certain California 
plaintiffs with a sufficient California nexus.  That 
specific jurisdiction, however, does not constitutional-
ly extend to lawsuits by out-of-state plaintiffs with no 
connection to California, but which the state never-
theless has combined with the in-state plaintiffs’ 
lawsuits into one umbrella proceeding.   

 
But that is exactly the type of jurisdictional boot-

strapping the California court applied.  The proceed-
ings below now include nearly two thousand plain-
tiffs, the majority of whom have sued Petitioners, and 
approximately 85% of whom are not residents of Cali-
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fornia.  Yet, the California court is asserting personal 
jurisdiction over Petitioners in 100% of the lawsuits.   

 
The California court stripped Petitioners of their 

right to challenge personal jurisdiction with respect 
to more than a thousand out-of-state plaintiffs.  It 
held that by participating in the overarching coordi-
nation proceeding—a proceeding Petitioners had to 
participate in, because it includes at least some ju-
risdictionally proper claims by California residents—
Petitioners had waived their constitutional rights in 
the individual cases.  And it found that waiver de-
spite Petitioners’ repeated and unequivocal reserva-
tions of all personal jurisdiction defenses; despite the 
court’s and plaintiffs’ assurances that personal-
jurisdiction defenses to individual cases were pre-
served; and despite the constitutional limitations on 
waiver of fundamental rights. 

 
Without this Court’s immediate review, Petition-

ers will be left without an avenue of redress1 and will 
be forced to defend lawsuits that have no connection 
to the forum in a state court that does not have per-
sonal jurisdiction over them.  This Court must inter-
vene to make clear that courts may not sacrifice de-
fendants’ due process rights at the altar of adminis-
trative convenience in mass tort actions.   

 
 

                                                            
1Petitioners’ cannot seek review in California courts after 

final judgment.  California courts take the position that Peti-
tioners waive any right to later appeal personal jurisdiction and 
the court’s decision asserting jurisdiction over Petitioners in 
individual non-resident cases is final if Petitioners defend 
themselves in the individual cases.    
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OPINIONS BELOW 
 

The California court entered the orders granting 
plaintiffs’ motion for a determination that Petitioners 
have waived their right to contest personal jurisdic-
tion in more than a thousand cases, and denying Pe-
titioners’ motion to quash for lack of personal juris-
diction on June 3, 2015, following a ruling from the 
bench.  The orders are not published, but are reprint-
ed in the Appendix at 7-17.  Petitioners thereafter 
sought discretionary review by the California Court 
of Appeal, which was denied on August 19, 2015, 
App. 3-6, and discretionary review by the California 
Supreme Court, which was denied on November 10, 
2015, App. 1-2.  Those denials are not published, but 
are reprinted in the Appendix at 3-6, 1-2.   

 
JURISDICTION 

 
The decisions under review were entered on June 

3, 2015.  App. 7-17.  The California Court of Appeal 
and California Supreme Court denied discretionary 
review on August 19, 2015, and November 10, 2015, 
respectively.  App. 1-6.  On February 4, 2016, Justice 
Kennedy extended the time within which to file a pe-
tition for writ of certiorari in PLIVA, Inc. v. Superior 
Court, No. 15A815, to March 8, 2016.  The same day, 
Justice Kennedy extended the time within which to 
file a petition for writ of certiorari in Barr Pharma-
ceuticals, LLC v. Bowman, No. 15A814 to March 24, 
2016.  Subsequently, on March 4, 2016, Justice Ken-
nedy further extended the time to file a petition for 
writ of certiorari in PLIVA, Inc. v. Superior Court, 
No. 15A815, to March 24, 2016.    
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This Court has jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 
§1257(a). The Superior Court definitively rejected Pe-
titioners’ personal-jurisdiction defense, and the state 
appellate courts denied discretionary review.  There-
fore, while the underlying cases will continue, the 
state courts will not revisit personal jurisdiction, and 
the decision below is a “final decision” under Section 
1257(a), because it is a “final [ruling] on the federal 
issue and is not subject to further review in the state 
courts.”  Cox Broad. Corp. v. Cohn, 420 U.S. 469, 485 
(1975).  See also Calder v. Jones, 465 U.S. 783, 788 
n.8 (1984) (reviewing denial of motion to quash for 
lack of California court’s jurisdiction over defendant); 
Kulko v. Superior Court, 436 U.S. 84 (1978) (same).  

 
CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY  

PROVISIONS INVOLVED  
 

The Due Process Clause of the U.S. Constitution 
provides: 

 
No state shall … deprive any person of 

life, liberty, or property, without due pro-
cess of law …. 

 
U.S. CONST. amend XIV, sec. 1.   

 
The pertinent provisions of California’s Civil Pro-

cedure Code and California Rules of Court pertaining 
to California’s Judicial Council Coordinated Proceed-
ings are reproduced in the Appendix, App.18-25. 
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
 

A. CALIFORNIA’S JUDICIAL COUNCIL COORDI-

NATED PROCEEDINGS   
 

As do other states and federal courts, California 
has a process to coordinate lawsuits pending in dif-
ferent courts that share common questions of fact or 
law.  In California that process is through Califor-
nia’s Judicial Council Coordinated Proceedings 
(“JCCP”).  Cal. Civ. Proc. Code §404.  Like federal 
multi-district litigation (“MDL”), the purpose of state 
coordination proceedings is to promote the efficient 
use of judicial resources and to promote the ends of 
justice.  See McGhan Medical Corp. v. Superior 
Court, 11 Cal. App. 4th 804, 811 (1992).  A JCCP, 
however, is no more a “case” or “action” than an 
MDL; it is an administrative mechanism, and each 
lawsuit retains its individual character.  

 
To achieve the goals of coordination, the Califor-

nia legislature vested the Judicial Council with “the 
power by rule to order the practice for coordinated 
actions ‘notwithstanding any other provision of law.’”  
Id. at 812.  If the Judicial Council’s rules conflict 
with provisions of law applicable to civil actions gen-
erally, the Judicial Panel’s rules prevail.  Cal. Civ. P. 
Code §404.7; Cal. R. Ct. 3.504(b).   

 
To initiate a coordination proceeding, either the 

presiding judge or “all of the parties plaintiff or de-
fendant” may file a petition for coordination with the 
Judicial Council, which assigns a title and number to 
the coordination proceeding.  Cal. Civ. Proc. Code 
§404.  If the motion judge determines the standard 
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for coordination is satisfied, the Chairman of the Ju-
dicial Council designates a coordination trial judge 
(“coordination judge”) “to hear and determine the co-
ordinated actions” in the site or sites the coordination 
judge selects.  Cal. R. Ct. 3.540. All actions listed in 
the coordination petition, and all later add-on ac-
tions, are transferred to the coordination judge. 

 
The coordination judge is vested with all powers 

available to a judge presiding over the actions before 
coordination and is charged with taking “an active 
role in managing all steps of the pretrial, discovery, 
and trial proceedings to expedite the just determina-
tion of the coordinated actions without delay.”  Cal. 
R. Ct. 3.540, 3.541(b).  The coordination judge is au-
thorized to “[o]rder any issue or defense to be tried 
separately and before the trial of the remaining is-
sues when it appears the disposition of any of the co-
ordinated actions might thereby be expedited.”  Id., 
3.541(b)(3).  The coordination judge also is authorized 
to direct the method and schedule for submission of 
preliminary legal questions that might expedite the 
disposition of the coordination proceedings. Id., 
3.541(a)(4).  In short, the coordination judge has the 
authority to address issues in the manner most likely 
to ease the logjam of cases through the judicial sys-
tem, including the coordination of demurrer and mo-
tion practice to permit uniform and centralized reso-
lution on appeal.  McGhan, 11 Cal. App. 4th at 812, 
814.  

 



8 
 

 

B. PROCEDURAL AND FACTUAL BACKGROUND 
 

1. California Resident Plaintiffs Petition 
the California Judicial Council to Es-
tablish a JCCP 

 
In January 2009, California residents Terri Lynn 

and Jeffrey Elkins filed a lawsuit in the San Francis-
co County Superior Court of the State of California 
captioned Elkins v. Wyeth, Inc., Case No. CGC-09-
484539.  Petitioners PLIVA, Inc., and Teva USA were 
among the defendants named in the lawsuit.  The 
Elkins alleged that Terri Lynn developed an involun-
tary movement disorder from her long-term use of 
the prescription medication Reglan, known generical-
ly as metoclopramide. That lawsuit proceeded along a 
normal course for more than one year. 

 
Then, after the federal Food and Drug Admin-

istration announced in February 2009 that it was di-
recting that the labeling for Reglan and its generic 
metoclopramide equivalents be changed to add a 
black-box warning regarding tardive dyskinesia, 
long-term use, and total cumulative dose of the prod-
uct, thousands of lawsuits were filed. Initially, the 
majority of lawsuits were filed in New Jersey and 
Pennsylvania, states in which some of the named de-
fendants either are incorporated or have their princi-
pal place of business. Those lawsuits were assigned 
to a single judge for centralized case management 
under those states’ mass tort coordination proce-
dures.   

 
In early 2010, the locus of the filings shifted to 

California.   On May 24, 2010, the Elkins plaintiffs 
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filed a petition for coordination of their suit with the 
other lawsuits that had been filed in California state 
courts in early 2010.  The next day, at a case man-
agement conference in Elkins, plaintiffs’ counsel 
raised the coordination of 21 existing lawsuits involv-
ing Reglan and metoclopramide with the presiding 
judge.  The judge in Elkins issued an order staying 
all action in the case, as well as all action in the other 
21 Reglan-metoclopramide lawsuits in San Francisco 
County Superior Court pending a decision on the co-
ordination petition. 

 
On September 14, 2010, the coordination motion 

judge designated the cases as complex and recom-
mended they be coordinated into a JCCP.  The coor-
dination petition was granted and the coordination 
trial judge was assigned on September 27, 2010, in 
JCCP No. 4631, In re Reglan/Metoclopramide Cases, 
San Francisco Superior Court Case No. CJC-10-
004631. 

 
2. The JCCP Court Focuses on Organiza-

tional Issues and Procedures  
 
The first case management conference following 

coordination of the ever-growing JCCP (by then, 153 
cases involving hundreds of plaintiffs) was on Janu-
ary 5, 2011.  During that conference, the coordination 
judge discussed preliminary organizational issues 
and procedures to administer the JCCP efficiently 
and cost-effectively.  Among the issues discussed was 
a method of determining which defendants were 
properly named in the various lawsuits and the im-
plications of this Court’s grant of the petition for writ 
of certiorari in PLIVA, Inc. v. Mensing.  The coordi-
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nation judge continued the stay in all cases preclud-
ing the filing of motions or other responsive plead-
ings in any case in the JCCP.   

 
Subsequent conferences in February and March 

2011 again addressed administrative issues and or-
ganization of the JCCP.  On April 25, 2011, the coor-
dination judge entered Case Management Order No. 
1 (“CMO1”) appointing liaison counsel and delineat-
ing their responsibilities, asserting its jurisdiction 
over the coordinated proceedings, and continuing the 
stay in the lawsuits.  (App. 66-74.)  CMO1 provided 
that the “Order, and all case management and other 
orders of th[e] Court, shall be binding on all parties 
and their counsel in the [JCCP] No. 4631, Re-
glan/Metoclopramide Cases, including all cases cur-
rently in this proceeding and any cases subsequently 
added to this proceeding.”  (App. 58.)  In addition, to 
preclude the continued actions by courts in other 
counties in cases pending their transfer to the JCCP, 
as is standard in JCCPs, and in recognition of the 
proceedings in New Jersey and Pennsylvania, CMO1 
included the following provision: 

 
Jurisdiction.  This Court retains sole and 

complete jurisdiction over the parties, cases 
and counsel in this coordinated proceeding, in-
cluding each and every case filed in (or coordi-
nated into) this coordinated proceeding.  While 
cooperation between this Coordinated Proceed-
ing and coordinated proceedings in other juris-
dictions is encouraged, California remains a 
separate and independent jurisdiction. No par-
ty, however, waives any rights or obligations 
with regard to the conduct of discovery, trial 



11 
 

 

settings, and trials as allowed by California 
law and this Court.    
 
(App. 72-73.) 
 

3. The JCCP Court Decides to Address 
the Impact of PLIVA, Inc. v. Mensing 
and Defer Consideration of Personal 
Jurisdiction Defenses 

 
By the next conference in July 2011,2 this Court 

had held in PLIVA, Inc. v. Mensing, 131 S. Ct. 2567 
(2011), that failure-to-warn lawsuits against generic 
drug manufacturers are preempted by federal law.  
For the first time since the JCCP’s inception, the 
JCCP court and parties discussed filing motions or 
demurrers.  The generic drug manufacturer defend-
ants (“Generic Defendants”), including Petitioners, 
raised Mensing and also advised the court that many 
of the lawsuits in the JCCP (approximately 85%) 
were subject to personal-jurisdiction challenges.  Uti-
lizing its power to order the manner in which issues 
would be decided in the JCCP, the JCCP Court 
amended CMO1 to lift the stay that had been in place 
since the petition to form the JCCP was filed for the 
limited purpose of allowing Generic Defendants to 
file Mensing preemption challenges.  The order spe-
cifically provided that the challenges based on Mens-
ing “are without prejudice to and do not constitute a 
waiver of the right to file motions on any issue not 

                                                            
2 At that point there were 292 cases in the JCCP with 3825 

plaintiffs.  That count eventually rose to over 4200 plaintiffs, 
but by July 2012, more than 1500 of those plaintiffs were dis-
missed due to lack of product use or injury.   
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related to the impact of the Mensing decision after 
further order of the Court.”  (App. 65.)  

 
Petitioners filed a Mensing challenge in the form 

of a motion for judgment on the pleadings on August 
18, 2011, in the Elkins case alone—the lawsuit by 
California residents with a specific jurisdictional 
nexus to California that was the vehicle plaintiffs 
used to petition for the JCCP.  A few days later, 
plaintiffs told the JCCP court they would file a mas-
ter complaint.  The court ordered Generic Defendants 
to address any Mensing challenge to that master 
complaint explaining that “we might be better off 
having all attacks on the … master complaint … all 
packaged at the same time for appellate review so 
that you could have one-stop shopping” (App. 76) and 
“[i]f you’re going to have a master complaint, you 
might as well have a master demurrer.”  (Id.)  As a 
result, the JCCP court held the Elkins motion in 
abeyance.  Plaintiffs’ counsel advised the court that 
all parties would “reserve all of their rights, claims, 
attacks, arguments, whatever, after they received 
that master complaint …. [E]verything is reserved; 
whatever arguments they want to make, whatever 
arguments we want to make.”  (Id.)   

 
Plaintiffs’ liaison counsel filed the master com-

plaint, which stated it was “intended to operate as an 
administrative device to set forth potential claims 
Plaintiffs may assert against Defendants in this liti-
gation.” (JCCP Long Form Master Complaint, 
9/30/11.)  The master complaint did not include any 
information as to any individual plaintiff, but rather 
was to be adopted by each plaintiff in each individual 
action—through either a notice of adoption or a 
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short-form complaint—pursuant to an anticipated 
case management order.     
 

In October 2011, the coordination judge advised 
Generic Defendants that their Mensing challenge 
should be styled as a motion to strike the master 
complaint.  Pursuant to that direction, Generic De-
fendants’ liaison counsel filed a “Motion to Revoke 
Leave to File an Amended Complaint or to Strike 
Plaintiffs’ Master Long Form Complaint” in the 
JCCP.  No Mensing challenge was filed in any indi-
vidual action.  In the motion, Generic Defendants’ li-
aison counsel explained that  

 
[t]his challenge focuses on the federal preemp-
tion issue, and the Generic Defendants reserve 
all defenses and challenges (including jurisdic-
tional, forum non conveniens [], and state-law 
demurrer challenges) more appropriately re-
served until individual Plaintiffs file individu-
al Short Form Complaints. 
 

(App. 62-63.) Liaison counsel also explained that the 
master complaint 

 
seeks to assert causes of action under Califor-
nia law only and provides no Plaintiff-specific 
information.  Inasmuch as the vast majority of 
the Plaintiffs in this Coordinated Proceedings 
are not residents of California and were not in-
jured in California, Defendants cannot assert 
jurisdictional, [forum non conveniens], or other 
challenges until Plaintiff-specific facts are al-
leged and choice-of-law issues are decided.   
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(App. 63.) 
 
At the hearing on the motion, the JCCP Court 

concluded that a demurrer was the more appropriate 
procedural vehicle through which to address the 
Mensing challenge. Accordingly, it instructed plain-
tiffs to file an amended master complaint that sepa-
rated the allegations against the generic versus non-
generic drug manufacturer defendants, to which Ge-
neric Defendants could then demur. (App. 78.)  The 
JCCP Court ensured that everyone understood that 
the demurrer would enable adjudication of the Mens-
ing challenge without any waiver of challenges to 
personal jurisdiction. The court directed Generic De-
fendants to address only Mensing challenges and 
those challenges would be “without anybody waiving 
arguments that would otherwise be appropriate to 
attack the master complaint,” and “without waiver of 
a second round of issues.”  (App. 78.)  The JCCP 
Court added that “[t]he only issues to be raised are 
the same [Mensing] issues” and “[a]ll other matters 
are not waived by failing to raise them.”  (App. 79.) 

 
The amended master complaint reiterated that it 

was an “administrative device” setting forth “poten-
tial claims” of individual plaintiffs.  Again, the 
amended master complaint did not include any plain-
tiff-specific information.  As ordered by the JCCP 
Court, Generic Defendants’ liaison counsel filed a 
demurrer to the amended master complaint, which 
included the following provision:   

 
This demurrer is directed to the First Amend-
ed Long Form Master Complaint only and, as 
such, is a master pleading challenge. The filing 
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of this pleading is not intended as, and does 
not constitute an appearance by any defendant 
in any individual action included in the JCCP, 
and the filing of this pleading is without waiv-
er of each defendant’s rights to challenge per-
sonal jurisdiction ... in any individual action; 
said rights are expressly reserved. 

 
(App. 60.) 

 
On April 17, 2012, the JCCP Court overruled the 

Mensing demurrer. Deciding that the ultimate de-
termination of that issue impacted the court’s subject 
matter jurisdiction over the actions, the court includ-
ed language in the order to permit immediate appel-
late review.  (App. 81; App. 92, 95 (court noting 
preemption issue impacts court’s subject matter ju-
risdiction).) Generic Defendants requested review of 
the JCCP Court’s order by a writ petition in the Cali-
fornia appellate court.  That request was summarily 
denied, App. 3-6, as was Generic Defendants’ writ pe-
tition to the California Supreme Court, App. 1-2.  
Plaintiffs amended their master complaint twice 
more, in 2013 and 2014, and Generic Defendants de-
murred to it again on federal preemption grounds, 
reiterating their reservation of rights to challenge 
personal jurisdiction upon lifting of the stay on indi-
vidual cases. (App. 28, App. 31.)  

 
Throughout that time, the general stay applicable 

to Generic Defendants remained intact and plaintiffs’ 
counsel and the court repeatedly reiterated that Ge-
neric Defendants’ personal-jurisdiction defenses were 
not waived and would be addressed at a later stage in 
the proceedings.  Specifically, on September 6, 2013, 
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plaintiffs’ liaison counsel acknowledged that the sec-
ond demurrer would not include any personal juris-
dictional challenges because Generic Defendants had 
“preserved the jurisdictional issues.” (App. 82-82.)  

 
In contrast, the JCCP proceeded as to the defend-

ants who manufactured the brand-name drug Reglan 
(“Brand Defendants”), which had no Mensing 
preemption defense.  In July 2012, CMO3 was en-
tered, which addressed the filing of one master an-
swer on behalf of all Brand Defendants to the 
amended master complaint.  CMO3 provided that the 
filing of the master answer “does not constitute an 
appearance by any Brand Defendant in any action.”  
(App. 35.)  CMO3 also addressed the filing of short-
form complaints by plaintiffs and specifically noted 
that “any action that is the subject of a [short-form 
complaint] shall be stayed as to all non-Brand de-
fendants named therein.”  (App. 37.)  CMO3 provided 
that those complaints would be “served on all Brand 
Defendants named therein….”  (App. 38.)  Similarly, 
the discovery provisions included in CMO3 applied 
solely to the plaintiffs and the Brand Defendants.   

 
At a February 11, 2014, conference the court not-

ed that “there seem to be in personam jurisdiction 
disputes.” (App. 84-85.)  The JCCP Court reiterated 
that personal jurisdiction challenges were reserved 
for a later time.  When plaintiffs’ liaison counsel 
asked whether Generic Defendants would be “raising 
jurisdictional challenges” in upcoming briefing, the 
JCCP Court answered:  “Hold on. It depends on what 
you mean by jurisdiction. … If you’re talking about in 
personam jurisdiction, that’s going to be later.”  (App. 
85.) 
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4. The JCCP Court Turns Its Attention to 

Personal-Jurisdiction Challenges 
 
Finally, during a conference in May 2014, the 

JCCP Court instructed the parties to meet and confer 
on a procedure to address personal jurisdiction.  Ge-
neric Defendants advocated a test-case approach 
whereby motions to quash would be filed in one or 
more individual actions brought by out-of-state resi-
dents and any ruling on those motions would be im-
plemented in other non-resident actions absent some 
distinguishing factual reason.  Plaintiffs preferred to 
proceed with bellwether trials and force Generic De-
fendants to challenge personal jurisdiction in those 
individual actions. The matter remained unresolved 
for almost a year while the parties met and conferred 
pursuant to the court’s direction.  The individual ac-
tions remained stayed while this Court considered 
whether to hear an appeal from another California 
JCCP involving Mensing challenges. 

   
In February 2015, the parties reconvened before 

the JCCP Court.  Generic Defendants repeated their 
desire to challenge personal jurisdiction when per-
mitted in appropriate individual actions. The JCCP 
Court lifted the general stay to permit the parties to 
address personal jurisdiction and made clear there 
will not be a waiver generated by a failure to file a 
motion. (App. 86-87.)  In all other respects, the stay 
remained in place. 

 
On March 3, 2015, plaintiffs filed a motion in the 

JCCP asserting that PLIVA and Teva USA waived 
personal jurisdiction challenges as to all cases.  Peti-
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tioners filed motions to quash service of summons in 
the individual case of Bowman v. McKesson Corp., 
No. CGC-11-514810, on the ground that they are not 
subject to personal jurisdiction in California in that 
case because Mr. and Mrs. Bowman are West Virgin-
ia residents and allege no connection to California 
related to their cause of action. Petitioners argued 
that the Bowmans (like other non-resident plaintiffs 
whose causes of action against Petitioners bear no 
connection to California) must necessarily depend on 
general jurisdiction to prosecute claims against them 
in California.  Yet general jurisdiction could not be 
exercised over Petitioners because California is not 
their place of incorporation or principal place of busi-
ness and they were not “at home” in California.  
Daimler, 134 S. Ct. at 749; Goodyear, 131 S. Ct. at 
281.  Thus, Petitioners argued that the JCCP Court 
could not assert jurisdiction over them in Bowman. 

 
At a hearing on the motions, the JCCP Court 

granted plaintiffs’ global motion and denied Petition-
ers’ motions.  The orders subsequently were entered 
on June 3, 2015.  App. 7-17.  The court gave three 
reasons for the rulings:  First, Petitioners purported-
ly consented to personal jurisdiction via the standard 
provision in CMO1 that the court “retains sole and 
complete jurisdiction over the parties, cases and 
counsel in this coordinated proceeding, including 
each and every case filed in (or coordinated into) this 
coordinated proceeding.”  (App. 72; App. 89-90.)  Sec-
ond, Petitioners purportedly waived any objection to 
personal jurisdiction by participating in the Mensing 
challenges and seeking writ review of the court’s re-
fusal to dismiss federally-preempted claims. (App. 
90-93.)  Third, Petitioners purportedly waived any 
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objection to personal jurisdiction and received “bene-
fits” from the JCCP by participating in discovery; i.e., 
the delivery by plaintiffs’ liaison counsel to defend-
ants’ liaison counsel of “fact sheet packages” regard-
ing individual plaintiffs in accordance with CMO3 
pertaining to the Brand Defendants.  (App. 91-92.) 

 
Following California’s procedures to challenge the 

ruling, Petitioners requested that the California ap-
pellate courts review the JCCP Court’s orders and 
filed petitions for a writ in those courts.  In turn, the 
California Court of Appeal and the California Su-
preme Court summarily denied those petitions, refus-
ing to substantively review the JCCP Court’s orders.  
(App. 1-6.) 

 
REASONS FOR GRANTING THE WRIT 

 
Coordinated and consolidated proceedings under a 

state’s procedures, like California’s JCCPs, are in-
tended to promote efficiency, economy, and to pro-
mote the interests of justice.  They are not, and 
should not be, avenues to deprive defendants of their 
liberty interests and due process rights. In short, 
they are not, and should not be, traps. 

 
Nonetheless, here the JCCP was used to unfairly 

ensnare Petitioners.  The JCCP Court held that Peti-
tioners waived their due process rights to challenge 
personal jurisdiction in every case brought by out-of-
state plaintiffs with no connection to the forum based 
on Petitioners’ participation in a compulsory coordi-
nation proceeding, despite Petitioners’ repeated ex-
press reservations of their jurisdictional defenses, 
and despite the court’s and plaintiffs’ repeated 
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agreement that Petitioners’ rights were preserved.  
The court made no effort to square its waiver holding 
with this Court’s precedents, which require a party’s 
waiver of constitutional rights to be intentional, vol-
untary, and knowing.  In the age of mass torts, the 
question whether states may use participation in 
compulsory coordination proceedings as a basis for 
finding mass waiver of defendants’ liberty interests 
and due process rights in individual cases is one of 
great significance that is highly likely to recur.  The 
Court should grant the petition for certiorari.    

 
A. A STATE MAY NOT USE MASS TORT COORDI-

NATION PROCEDURES TO AVOID A DUE PRO-

CESS ANALYSIS  
 

This Court should grant review and declare that 
defendants cannot be deprived of their liberty inter-
ests in freedom from unlawful judicial power, guar-
anteed by the Due Process Clause, on a theory of in-
voluntary, constructive waiver that short-circuits the 
necessary due process analysis.  Personal jurisdiction 
restricts “judicial power … as a matter of individual 
liberty,” for due process protects the individual’s 
right to be subject only to lawful power.  Insurance 
Corp. of Ireland v. Compagnie des Bauxites, 456 U.S. 
694, 702 (1982); see also J. McIntyre, 131 S. Ct. at 
2789.  The JCCP Court refused to conduct any due 
process analysis on the theory that Petitioners had 
waived their rights—but the JCCP Court based that 
ruling solely on conduct that the JCCP Court itself 
directed, and despite its own repeated assurances 
that no waiver would result.  That is exactly the type 
of arbitrary deprivation of liberty that the Due Pro-
cess Clause forbids. 



21 
 

 

 
The JCCP Court directed the course of the pro-

ceedings and the manner and sequence in which the 
parties should address issues. Then, the JCCP Court, 
on a global motion filed by plaintiffs in the JCCP, but 
not in any individual case, decided that Petitioners 
waived their personal jurisdiction defenses and con-
sented to its exercise of personal jurisdiction over 
them by complying with the JCCP Court’s directions.  
The JCCP Court then denied Petitioners’ motions 
filed in Bowman without any analysis of the basis for 
its findings of waiver and consent.  In short, without 
conducting a due process analysis in any case, the 
court deprived Petitioners of their fundamental due 
process rights in over one thousand cases.  

 
The JCCP Court reached that ruling even though 

Petitioners were ordered by that very court to engage 
in the proceedings giving rise to the supposed waiver.  
The JCCP included cases in which personal jurisdic-
tion was present due to a specific nexus to the state 
related to the specific cause of action.  Petitioners 
could not refrain from litigating Mensing until after 
personal jurisdiction was challenged in non-resident 
cases because not all cases in the JCCP involved per-
sonal-jurisdiction objections. Petitioners did not have 
the option of ignoring the JCCP proceedings, and 
their legally required participation cannot give rise to 
either a waiver of their personal-jurisdiction defense 
or consent to the JCCP Court’s exercise of general 
personal jurisdiction over them in the lawsuits by 
non-residents injured outside California—lawsuits in 
which Petitioners never appeared. 
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The JCCP Court did not apply this Court’s test for 
determining if there has been a waiver of constitu-
tional rights, nor did it examine whether Petitioners 
consented to the exercise of its jurisdiction over them.  
The JCCP Court declined to conduct an analysis to 
determine whether its exercise of personal jurisdic-
tion over Petitioners in each and every lawsuit coor-
dinated in the JCCP comports with “traditional con-
ception[s] of fair play and substantial justice” embod-
ied in the Due Process Clause.  Int’l Shoe, 326 U.S. at 
320.  Of course it does not.   

 
Petitioners participated in the JCCP and complied 

with the court’s orders because at least one case, 
Elkins (the one used to form the JCCP and which had 
been pending for more than a year at the time the 
JCCP was formed), was filed by California residents 
allegedly injured in California.  That participation 
cannot give rise to either a waiver of their personal-
jurisdiction defense or the JCCP Court’s exercise of 
general personal jurisdiction over them in the law-
suits by non-residents injured outside California in 
which Petitioners never appeared nor did Petitioners 
consent to that jurisdiction.   

 
B. A STATE CANNOT USE COMPULSORY PARTICI-

PATION IN MASS TORT PROCEEDINGS AS A 

BASIS FOR FINDING WAIVER OF FUNDAMEN-

TAL CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS  
 
The Court should grant this petition to affirm 

that the blanket exercise of personal jurisdiction in 
mass tort proceedings through a sweeping theory of 
waiver does not adequately protect defendants’ liber-
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ty interests against deprivation without due process 
of law. 

 
“The classic description of an effective waiver of a 

constitutional right is the ‘intentional relinquishment 
or abandonment of a known right or privilege.’”  Col-
lege Sav. Bank v. Florida Prepaid Postsecondary 
Educ. Expense Bd., 527 U.S. 666, 682 (1999) (quoting 
Johnson v. Zerbst, 304 U.S. 458, 464 (1938)).  That 
standard must be applied in each individual case to 
assess whether waiver of a fundamental right has 
occurred. Importantly, in making that assessment, 
courts must “indulge every reasonable presumption 
against waiver” of fundamental rights, see, e.g., Aetna 
Ins. Co. v. Kennedy ex rel. Bogash, 301 U.S. 389, 393 
(1937), because “acquiescence in the loss of funda-
mental rights” is never presumed.  Ohio Bell Tel. Co. 
v. Public Util. Comm’n of Ohio, 301 U.S. 292, 307 
(1937).  Moreover, a waiver of a constitutional right 
“is not lightly to be inferred” and a waiver cannot be 
based on “vague and uncertain evidence.”  Emspak v. 
United States, 349 U.S. 190, 196 (1955) (quoting 
Smith v. United States, 337 U.S. 137, 150 (1949)). 

 
In making a blanket finding and applying waiver 

to those thousands of lawsuits, the JCCP Court did 
not faithfully apply this Court’s standards.   Instead, 
the JCCP Court applied an amorphous “benefit” 
standard that appears nowhere in personal jurisdic-
tion jurisprudence and clearly is not part of this 
Court’s test for waiver of constitutional rights.   

 
This case is an ideal vehicle for this Court’s re-

view because the absence of any knowing, intention-
al, and voluntary waiver is so starkly clear.  The 
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JCCP Court not only directed Petitioners to take ex-
actly the steps that the court would later deem to 
have waived Petitioners’ personal jurisdiction de-
fenses, but also the JCCP Court gave assurances that 
those very defenses were preserved.  At every step of 
the way, Petitioners raised their personal jurisdiction 
defenses and the JCCP Court, repeatedly, assured 
them that those defenses were preserved.  Inexplica-
bly, the JCCP court later ruled that Petitioners 
waived personal jurisdiction by following its direction 
to address what it deemed a global issue impacting 
its subject matter jurisdiction before addressing is-
sues applicable in individual lawsuits.  In other con-
texts, that would be called “bait and switch.”   

 
The JCCP Court’s “benefit” standard cannot give 

rise to a finding of waiver.  Whatever benefit the 
JCCP Court supposed Petitioners had derived from 
participating in the JCCP, that supposition is irrele-
vant.  By definition, a “benefit” is not an “intentional 
relinquishment or abandonment of a known right or 
privilege.”  Moreover, during the time Petitioners 
supposedly realized the “benefit,” the JCCP Court 
repeatedly agreed that challenges to personal juris-
diction in non-resident cases were preserved for an-
other time, i.e., were not waived.  If the JCCP Court’s 
“benefit” theory were followed, defendants would be 
subject to a state court’s personal jurisdiction over 
them in every case each time in-state residents estab-
lish a JCCP (or similar mass tort proceeding under 
any state’s procedures) to which out-of-state resi-
dents are added.  Defendants’ liberty interests are 
not so easily taken away by state action. 
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Petitioners were dragged into California courts.  
To continue their defense in Elkins, a suit by Califor-
nia residents, Petitioners participated in the JCCP.  
The JCCP Court chose to address the Mensing chal-
lenges before personal jurisdiction challenges. Peti-
tioners followed the JCCP Court’s instructions on the 
manner and order in which to address issues appli-
cable to the coordinated actions. Then, Petitioners 
followed California procedures and requested review 
of the JCCP Court’s decision, which was not granted.  
It is wholly improper for the JCCP Court to assert 
personal jurisdiction in those lawsuits having no 
connection to California as a result of some amor-
phous and illusory benefit in proceedings that Peti-
tioners were dragged into and then legally obligated 
to participate in.    

 
Due process requires more, as this Court’s cases 

make clear.  The JCCP Court improperly employed a 
“benefit” standard of its own creation in determining 
there was a waiver and failed to employ this Court’s 
standard for waiver of constitutional rights, thereby 
depriving Petitioners of the proper protection of their 
liberty interests and due process rights. 

 
C. A COURT MAY NOT MANUFACTURE CONSENT 

TO THE COURT’S EXERCISE OF PERSONAL JU-

RISDICTION  
  
While explicit consent is one avenue by which de-

fendants may fall under a court’s personal jurisdic-
tion, this Court long ago recognized that implied con-
sent is a legal fiction and discarded it.  See J. McIn-
tyre, 131 S. Ct. at 2787 (plurality opinion); id. at 
2798-99 (Ginsburg, J., dissenting) (citing Int’l Shoe, 
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326 U.S. at 316; Shaffer, 433 U.S. at 204; Burnham 
v. Superior Court, 495 U.S. 604, 618 (1990) (plurality 
opinion)). And, “[c]onstructive consent is not a doc-
trine commonly associated with the surrender of con-
stitutional rights.”  College Sav. Bank, 527 U.S. at 
681 (quoting Edelman v. Jordan, 415 U.S. 651, 673 
(1974)). To the contrary, this Court’s jurisprudence 
makes clear that assertions of personal jurisdiction 
based on consent require an examination of the de-
fendant’s actions to determine if there was consent 
compliant with the Court’s decisions and due process. 

 
Since International Shoe, when this Court has 

found consent as the basis of a court’s personal juris-
diction over a defendant, the Court has relied on the 
defendant’s explicit consent. For instance, in Nation-
al Equipment Rental Ltd. v. Szukhent, 375 U.S. 311, 
316 (1964), the Court found that the defendant ex-
plicitly consented to the court’s personal jurisdiction 
by signing a contract agreeing in advance to submit 
to the jurisdiction of a given court.  The same was 
true in Petrowski v. Hawkeye Security Ins. Co., 350 
U.S. 495, 496 (1956), where a defendant signed a 
stipulation that “each of the parties to this stipula-
tion voluntarily submits to the jurisdiction of the 
above entitled Court without service of process ....”  
Neither case bears any resemblance to the facts here.  
Petitioners did not sign a contract or stipulation 
agreeing to jurisdiction in California for cases 
brought by non-resident plaintiffs.  

 
Similarly, in Insurance Corp. of Ireland, the trial 

court exercised personal jurisdiction over a defendant 
as a sanction for the defendant’s failure to comply 
with the court’s orders relating to jurisdictional dis-
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covery.  This Court affirmed, holding that by explicit-
ly consenting to have the trial court decide the per-
sonal-jurisdiction question, the defendant consented 
to the court’s procedures by which that decision 
would be made; it, therefore, was not error for the 
trial court to deem the defendant subject to the 
court’s personal jurisdiction as a sanction for failing 
to comply with the court’s discovery orders.  456 U.S. 
at 706-09. 

 
The same was true in Chicago Life Insurance 

Company v. Cherry, 244 U.S. 25, 29 (1917).  There, 
the defendant explicitly consented to have a Tennes-
see trial court rule on its personal-jurisdiction chal-
lenge and appealed the trial court’s adverse ruling 
through the Tennessee appellate courts.  The defend-
ant later was precluded from challenging the juris-
diction of the Tennessee court in proceedings in Illi-
nois to enforce a judgment obtained against the de-
fendant in Tennessee.  The Court pointed out that 
the explicit consent to adjudication of personal juris-
diction in the Tennessee court was “thought to stand 
differently from a tacit assumption or mere declara-
tion in the record that the court had jurisdiction.”  Id. 
The Court further pointed out that res judicata con-
siderations precluded relitigation of a question decid-
ed, at defendant’s behest, by a higher court of anoth-
er state. Id. at 30 (citing Forsyth v. Hammond, 166 
U.S. 506, 517 (1897)). 

 
By contrast, the JCCP Court based its “consent” 

decision on action taken by the court itself, and not 
by defendants.  In particular, the JCCP Court relied 
on a provision included in a case management or-
der―an order that purported to apply not only to al-
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ready coordinated actions, but also to later added ac-
tions, regardless of the defendants named in those 
actions.  And, the JCCP Court based its finding not 
on any explicit consent, but on actions it thought 
amounted to constructive consent.  Further com-
pounding the due process violation, the JCCP Court’s 
eleventh-hour decision is contrary to the JCCP 
Court’s repeated assurances that (1) Petitioners had 
not consented to personal jurisdiction, (2) challenges 
to personal jurisdiction were forthcoming (the oppo-
site of consent) and preserved, and (3) such challeng-
es would not be waived by participating in the JCCP 
and would be addressed at the appropriate time after 
the Mensing challenge was resolved. 

 
Furthermore, the JCCP Court’s conclusion that 

the provision constituted consent to its jurisdiction 
over all defendants in all actions is not borne out by 
CMO3.  Although applicable only to the Brand De-
fendants, CMO3 specifically provided that the filing 
of a master answer by the Brand Defendants would 
not constitute a general appearance by a Brand De-
fendant.  If the consent of defendants to jurisdiction 
truly was found in CMO1, the language in CMO3 
would be superfluous.  The “jurisdiction” provision in 
the previously entered CMO1 cannot have two differ-
ent meanings applied to two different sets of defend-
ants.  

 
The JCCP Court’s decision is far out-of-step with 

this Court’s jurisprudence prohibiting states from 
depriving defendants of their constitutional rights.  
Just as a local practice may not “prevent [a defend-
ant] from laying the appropriate foundation for the 
enforcement of its constitutional right,” a state-court 
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order requiring participation in a state court coordi-
nated proceeding may not require, and cannot result 
in, relinquishment of Petitioners’ due process rights.  
Mich. Cent. R. Co. v. Mix, 278 U.S. 492, 495-96 
(1929). 

 
The JCCP Court’s assertion of personal jurisdic-

tion based on consent does not meet due process and 
improperly applied constructive or implied consent, 
and an unbounded and arbitrary definition of it to 
boot, to establish jurisdiction. The Court should grant 
this petition to make clear that a finding of consent 
to a court’s jurisdiction cannot be manufactured in 
this way and must be made with the same attention 
to due process applicable to general and specific ju-
risdiction.   

 
D. DUE PROCESS REQUIRES NOTICE OF CON-

DUCT THAT MAY RENDER DEFENDANTS SUB-

JECT TO JURISDICTION AND STATE-LAW PRO-

CEDURES CANNOT AND DO NOT SUPPLANT 

THAT REQUIREMENT 
 

A fundamental requirement under the Due Pro-
cess Clause is notice.  “By requiring that individuals 
have ‘fair warning that a particular activity may sub-
ject [them] to the jurisdiction of a foreign sovereign,’ 
the Due Process Clause ‘gives a degree of predictabil-
ity to the legal system that allows potential defend-
ants to structure their primary conduct with some 
minimum assurance as to where that conduct will 
and will not render them liable to suit.’”  Burger King 
Corp. v. Rudzewicz, 471 U.S. 462, 472 (1985) (cita-
tions omitted).  That requirement applies with equal 
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force to conduct once a lawsuit is filed as it does to 
conduct before a lawsuit is filed. 

 
State bars to the exercise of constitutional rights 

must themselves comport with the Constitution.  The 
Court made that plain almost a century ago when it 
held that “[w]hatever springes the State may set for 
those who are endeavoring to assert rights that the 
State confers, the assertion of Federal rights, when 
plainly and reasonably made, is not to be defeated 
under the name of local practice.”  Davis v. Wechsler, 
263 U.S. 22, 24 (1923).  To have any effect, a proce-
dural bar to the exercise of a constitutional right 
must be “‘firmly established and regularly followed.’”  
Ford v. Georgia, 498 U.S. 411, 423-24 (1991) (quoting 
James v. Kentucky, 466 U.S. 341, 348-51 (1984)).  It 
cannot be invented mid-way through litigation and 
imposed against a party. 

 
Here, Petitioners repeatedly asserted their intent 

to challenge the JCCP Court’s jurisdiction over them 
in cases of non-resident plaintiffs, yet followed the 
court’s direction to address preemption first.  The 
JCCP Court then abruptly reversed course.  It held 
Petitioners waived their right to assert their person-
al-jurisdiction defense and found “consent” based on 
its action and “waiver” based on the very acts it di-
rected and in the absence of any actions in the indi-
vidual cases.  The JCCP Court’s decision followed a 
years’ long stay of individual case-specific motions 
where personal jurisdiction could be raised, and re-
peated assurances that personal-jurisdiction defenses 
were reserved for “later.”  Petitioners did not have 
any, much less fair, warning that following the in-
structions of the JCCP Court to first resolve what it 
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viewed as an issue of subject matter jurisdiction, 
while at all times preserving their rights to challenge 
personal jurisdiction, could result in a finding that 
they consented to jurisdiction or waived their liberty 
interests and due process rights.   

 
The JCCP Court’s explanation for its dramatic 

turnabout does not withstand scrutiny.  The court 
placed great emphasis on the fact that appellate re-
view was sought of its Mensing ruling―review it en-
couraged in its order and which the court articulated 
was necessary as the outcome impacted its subject 
matter jurisdiction over the cases. (App. 81, (deciding 
the ultimate determination of preemption issue im-
pacted the court’s jurisdiction over the actions); see 
also App. 92, 94 (coordination judge noting preemp-
tion issue impacts court’s subject matter jurisdic-
tion).)  That review was sought through California’s 
writ procedures of the issue addressed to a master 
complaint that included no information as to individ-
ual plaintiffs.  As required by California rules, the 
writ identified the “real parties in interest” as the 
plaintiffs whose suits were pending in the JCCP.  
There was no notice at all—much less “fair warn-
ing”—that merely by following the court’s instruc-
tions and the state’s writ review procedures Petition-
ers would render themselves subject to the jurisdic-
tion of a foreign sovereign in well over one thousand 
cases brought by non-resident plaintiffs. 

 
This Court should grant review to make clear “the 

Constitution commands restraint before discarding 
liberty in the name of expediency.”  J. McIntyre, 131 
S. Ct. at 2791. To have any meaning at all, that re-
straint must apply to wholesale waiver and consent 
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determinations like that made by the JCCP Court 
here. A state cannot use local practices to set 
“springes” to defeat an assertion of constitutional 
rights “under the name of local practice.”  Davis, 263 
U.S. at 24.  A defendant does not have notice compli-
ant with due process that local practices may consti-
tute consent to personal jurisdiction or a waiver of 
the defendant’s liberty interest and due process 
rights when the local practice does not meet the tests 
for consent and waiver of Constitutional rights estab-
lished by this Court.  

 
CONCLUSION 

 
The petition for a writ of certiorari should be 

granted.   
 

Respectfully submitted,  
 
Jeffrey F. Peck  
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ADDENDUM



Add. 1

ADDENDUM

JCCP 4631 REGLAN/METOCLOPRAMIDE
CASES Non-California Resident Plaintiffs

(Pending)

Last Name First Name Docket No. State
of 

Res-
idence

Ables Katrina CGC-12-526658 MI

Abrams Gilda CGC-11-508508 NJ

Acosta Mary CGC-13-529052 TX

Adams Carol (Estate
of Dorothy
Hayes)

CGC-12-526659 AL

Adams Charlotte CGC-12-525316 FL

Adams Cynthia CGC-11-515783 MD

Adams Roy CGC-12-524291 FL

Adderholdt Kathy CGC-10-504881 TN

Adkins Gwendolyn BC449413 KY

Adkins Jessilynne CGC-13-529321 AZ

Adkins Nancy CGC-10-505857 OK

Aguero Juana CGC-12-521349 TX

Akers Tonya CGC-11-512518 KY

Aldrich Thomas CGC-13-530226 TX



Add. 2

Alexander Dorothy BC 455650 AR

Alexander Ester CGC-11-508509 MS

Alexander Lynda CGC-11-510649 IL

Ali Gladys CGC-13-528189 WI

Allen Deborah CGC-12-525819 MS

Allen John (Allen, 
Joe On
Behalf 
of Decedent)

CGC-13-529118 KY

Allen Joyce BC449413 NC

Ambrose Tawnya CGC-12-524482 AL

Amerson Angela CGC-12-527009 MS

Amiker Nancy CGC-13-530538 SC

Amos Jane CGC-12-521722 GA

Anders Nancy CGC-10-505857 OK

Anderson Barbara J. CGC-13-528300 MS

Anderson Barbara L. CGC-12-526648 IN

Anderson Edna CGC-13-530257 TX

Anderson Kenneth CGC-13-528365 TX

Anderson Lawrence CGC-13-530227 FL

Anderson Thelma CGC-12-524130 SC



Add. 3

Andis Sarah M.
(Robert
Andis, 
ind & as
executor of 
estate)

CGC-12-517930 IN

Angelethy Thelma CGC-12-518532 MS

Anthony Harry
Edward

CGC-14-539766 PA

Anthony Juanita CGC-13-529068 GA

Applegate Diane (Vickie 
Steele on
behalf of
decedent)

CGC-13-529070 KY

Applegate Vickie CGC-12-526969 AR

Ardizzone Helyn CGC-12-523545 IN

Arguello Susan CGC-12-524544 CO

Armstrong Brenda CGC-13-529738 MI

Armstrong Dwanna CGC-12-527030 TX

Arnold Mary BC456149 IN

Arriola Pedro CGC-13-529055 TX

Ashworth James CGC-12-527687 GA

Atkins Ada CGC-12-524048 WV

Atkins Lindsey BC449413 PA



Add. 4

Aubel Joseph Jr. CGC-11-508440 OH

Aubin Cheyanne CGC-13-529325 TX

Austin Helen CGC-12-523659 AR

Austin Rosemary CGC-12-527701 IN

Avery Jean CGC-13-529973 GA

Avery Mildred CGC-12-519592 GA

Bach Peggy CGC-13-529301 TN

Baggett Marilyn CGC-12-523819 KY

Baggs Rosezena CGC-13-529071 GA

Bahou Lenora CGC-12-524575 TX

Bailey Aaron CGC-12-527015 VA

Bailey Amanda CGC-11-507633 TN

Bailey Charlotte CGC-13-529073 TN

Bailey Sonia CGC-12-526743 SC

Bailey Wandeleen CGC-11-510074 KY

Baisden Junior CGC-12-523472 MI

Baker Charlotte CGC-12-527404 OH

Baker Daphne CGC-12-526337 MO

Baker Michael CGC-13-530230 MA

Baker Patricia CGC-12-524174 AL

Baldwin Phillis M. CGC-13-531786 AZ



Add. 5

Bales Joyce BC455934 KS

Bales Joyce CGC-12-527099 KS

Ballard Carl BC455934 FL

Banks Mary CGC-12-526970 NC

Banta Sharron JuneCGC-12-518483 WA

Barber Lois CGC-13-529587 MI

Barmore Sadie CGC-12-524163 GA

Barnes Clara CGC-14-537697 MO

Barnes Donnie BC456085 TN

Barnes Walter 
(Deceased,
Kim
Fuller-
Barnes, 
Ind & 
Successor In 
Interest)

CGC-13-533188 MO

Barnhill Betty J. CGC-13-531875 FL

Barra Estella BC455795 TX

Barron Audrey BC456085 SC

Barter Catherine BC455795 OR

Bartram Vicky CGC-11-508549 FL

Basaldua Donna CGC-12-525852 OH



Add. 6

Baskin Lettie CGC-12-519911 SC

Bass Johnnie CGC-13-529972 SC

Bass Synthia CGC-13-530251 TX

Bates Cynthia CGC-12-527698 MS

Baugess Donald CGC-12-526336 NC

Bauman Jenny CGC-11-508549 WA

Beach Barbara CGC-12-527697 SC

Beaird Robert CGC-13-530233 TX

Beal Benjamin CGC-11-508592 TX

Beall Mary CGC-12-525987 TX

Beasley Martha CGC-12-524569 OK

Beccara Sam BC456085 IL

Becerril Richard BC456085 AZ

Beck Steve CGC-12-525434 AZ

Bedford Emily Lee CGC-12-518396 MS

Behnk Kenneth
(Behnk,
Donna,
Individually 
and as 
Successor In 
Interest)

CGC-12-523474 ID

Bein Ernest CGC-11-515800 OH



Add. 7

Beitsch Yvonne
(Estate of
Jerome
Ackerman)

BC 455650 WI

Bell Mary CGC-12-519674 MD

Bellin Phillip CGC-13-529075 FL

Bemis Mary Ann CGC-12-523882 TX

Bendinelli Trey CGC-12-527027 LA

Benford Tiffany BC455647 TX

Benjamin Bertha CGC-12-526744 TX

Bennett Beverly BC 455650 NC

Bennett Jimmy CGC-13-528564 AL

Bennett Norma CGC-13-529742 IN

Bennett Rowena CGC-13-529119 OR

Benson Mary CGC-12-525984 OH

Berry Darrell CGC-12-523814 WV

Berve Carol MO

Berve Roger CGC-11-508592 MO

Bessard Vera CGC-11-508549 TX

Betsill Charles CGC-13-529962 SC

Beverly Gary BC455936 WV

Bialczak Joan CGC-525559 MO



Add. 8

Bickham Ivory CGC-13-529016 MS

Bierilo Flora BC449413 NJ

Biles Leola CGC-10-500279 TN

Binns Anna CGC-12-525321 KS

Bird Delores MO

Birden Margaret CGC-12-526646 OH

Bishop Dorothy CGC-13-530224 TX

Bishop Nancy CGC-10-498517 KY

Bishop Ruth CGC-12-527592 TN

Bispo Deena CGC-11-508592 NY

Biuso Lisa BC449413 NY

Bivens Bernice BC455651 TX

Bivona Penny CGC-13-529120 KS

Bixler Bertie CGC-12-525427 TX

Blackburn Charizma BC456085 AL

Blackburn Jeraldine BC 455649 IL

Blackwood Elizabeth CGC-11-508570 OK

Blair Barbara CGC-12-523765 OH



Add. 9

Blair Lecia (Doris 
Coleman, 
individually 
and on behalf 
of)

cgc-12-527034 LA

Blake Ora CGC-10-504881 TX

Blocker Gail CGC-12-527590 OR

Blocker Jackie CGC-12-527587 FL

Blue Edna CGC-12-523871 VA

Bodell William BC 455649 IN

Boisvert Michael (Ann 
Miller OBO)

CGC-12-525176 TX

Boldt Arla CGC-13-531881 WI

Bolewitz Mary CGC-13-529208 PA

Bolio Ethel CGC-12-523354 IA

Bonaparte Gloria CGC-13-530497 SC

Bond John CGC-12-527039 IN

Bonds Rudie CGC-12-524296 TX

Boney Ruth CGC-12-525183 TX

Bonner Monica CGC-12-518532 MS

Bonnlander Danial CGC-14-539765 IN

Booher Ruth CGC-12-527694 VA



Add. 10

Booth Theresa CGC-12-527115 MD

Booze Norman CGC-12-523657 OK

Bordenave Katheryn CGC-10-497160 LA

Bostic Felicia BC455651 FL

Boswell Calvin CGC-12-524164 GA

Boulay Susan CGC-12-527109 RI

Bourassa Regina CGC-12-526660 KY

Bowers Judith CGC-13-529059 WI

Bowers
Hansen

Theresa CGC-12-523857 WI

Bowling Scott CGC-13-528186 KY

Bowman Albert CGC-11-514810 WV

Bowser Isabelle CGC-12-525857 NC

Boyd Elizabeth CGC-11-510037 SC

Boyd Nancy BC 455649 OR

Boyd Pricilla
(Olivia
Boyd, 
Individually 
and on behalf 
of the Estate)

CGC-13-529050 NC

Boyington Terry CGC-11-514677 FL

Boykin Alex CGC-12-526662 AL



Add. 11

Boyles Janet CGC-12-523482 NC

Bradley Belinda CGC-10-500842 AL

Bradley Peggy CGC-13-529210 LA

Brady Catherine CGC-11-508549 WV

Brannon Cindy CGC-11-510037 MO

Branson Lucille CGC-12-523420 MO

Brantley Mary CGC-11-510037 GA

Brantley Vandalyn CGC-12-526405 AL

Bray Jappie CGC-11-508549 FL

Brazil Vera Francis CGC-10-505857 OK

Breaux Carla CGC-11-510037 TX

Brewer Anita CGC-11-510037 KY

Brickey Judy CGC-13-529221 KY

Bridges Rebecca BC 455649 TX

Brightwell Michael CGC-11-510037 WI

Britt Denise CGC-12-527778 NC

Britt James CGC-12-523652 OK

Broaddus Anita CGC-11-508509 OK

Brognano Denise CGC-13-529374 SC

Brooks Jonathan BC455936 MI

Brooks Kathryn BC455936 GA



Add. 12

Brosseau Deborah CGC-12-525498 TX

Brown Alberta CGC-12-527021 GA

Brown Barbara CGC-12-524093 GA

Brown Barbara CGC-12-523654 OK

Brown Barbara B. CGC-10-505857 OK

Brown Cindy CGC-11-508549 TN

Brown Dennie CGC-13-533026 KS

Brown Elijah CGC-12-524187 GA

Brown Freda CGC-11-508475

Brown Gail CGC-12-523417 CT

Brown Kathy BC 455643 GA

Brown Linda BC455936 IN

Brown Lizzie BC 455650 TX

Brown Marsha CGC-11-510037 AZ

Brown Maurice BC455651 DE

Brown Melba CGC-11-510037 GA

Brown Paulette AL

Brown Rillia CGC-10-497160 KY

Brown Robert GA

Brown Ruby CGC-12-525859 MS

Brown Tomeka CGC-12-524499 AL



Add. 13

Brown Tony CGC-13-530495 NC

Brownlee Bonnie CGC-13-528922 FL

Bruce Mary BC455934 IL

Brummer Jeanie CGC-12-525184 KS

Brummett Elizabeth CGC-11-510037 KY

Bruno Donuel CGC-11-508185 IN

Bryant Doris CGC-12-526976 TX

Bryant Mary CGC-13-529065 TN

Bryant Mary CGC-11-510037 TX

Buboltz Thomas CGC-13-528925 WI

Buck Ronald CGC-11-510037 AR

Buckner Robert CGC-13-530492 MD

Bui Nga CGC-12-527173 WA

Buie Rosie 
(Cathleen 
Turner, 
Individually 
and on behalf 
of the Estate 
of)

CGC-12-526975 MS

Bulgar Frank CGC-10-506656 WA

Bulgar Pamela WA



Add. 14

Buller Thomas CGC-11-510037 TX

Bundy Bonnie J. CGC-14-538296 MT

Buntion Patricia CGC-11-510037 TX

Burgess Patsy CGC-13-530253 FL

Burgess Tera CGC-13-530252 TX

Burgos Joan CGC-12-518540 NY

Burke Doris (ind
and 
on behalf of 
Aaron 
Matheson)

CGC-12-526364 OH

Burke Kathy CGC-12-524589 ME

Burkes Dollye CGC-12-526934 MS

Burks Howard CGC-12-519674 AR

Burney Juanita CGC-12-524468 FL

Burrage Jacquline CGC-12-526972 AL

Burrell Cheryl CGC-13-529334 GA

Burrow Virginia CGC-12-524592 MO

Burruel Leticia CGC-12-525898 AZ

Burton Evonna CGC-10-505857 AR

Burton Sheri CGC-12-526372 OH

Butler Karren CGC-13-529375 VA



Add. 15

Butler Margaret CGC-12-526978 AL

Butler Otto G. CGC-12-525502 AR

Butler Wilbur CGC-12-518532 MS

Byrd Columbus CGC-12-526663 MS

Byrd Reba CGC-12-523902 MO

Byrd Ronald CGC-12-527582 GA

Byrn Barbara BC455647 MD

Caivano Anthony CGC-10-502381 NC

Calderon Elena CGC-10-504881 CO

Caldwell Leona CGC-12-524503 OH

Caldwell Patricia CGC-13-529077 NM

Caldwell Wanda CGC-12-527658 OH

Callaway Jeanne CGC-12-524090 OR

Campbell Alford CGC-11-508475

Campbell Carolyn 
(Estate of 
Maude
Harrell)

CGC-13-529870 MD

Campbell Joan CGC-12-524463 GA

Campbell Karla CGC-12-524266 TX

Campbell Rene CGC-10-504881 OH

Cannon Kathleen CGC-12-525881 TN



Add. 16

Cantrell Vernie CGC-10-497160 KY

Cantrelle Christen BC455642 TX

Cantu John CGC-11-508626 TX

Capobianco Florence CGC-13-529078 RI

Cardenas Maria CGC-13-529021 TX

Carder Karen BC455936 HI

Cardin-Held Carrie BC456085 TX

Carmack George CGC-12-526973 NJ

Carpenter Arlene CGC-12-527301 AR

Carpenter Clifford CGC-12-527655 GA

Carr Beverly CGC-13-529029 NY

Carruthers Dixie CGC-13-529029 AZ

Carson Barbara CGC-12-524125 TX

Carson Mary CGC-11-510037 MS

Carswell Virginia CGC-12-524094 TX

Cartee Dan CGC-13-529044 OH

Carter Howard CGC-12-526155 MD

Carter Robert BC455645 NJ

Carter Samuel CGC-13-529571 NE

Carter Selma CGC-11-508509 TN

Carter Sharon CGC-11-508549 OK



Add. 17

Carty Edith CGC-13-529568 WA

Carvalho Marie CGC-12-526962 FL

Castleberry Andwele 
(guardian ad 
litem, 
Kenyanna 
Webster)

CGC-11-508570 NV

Castorena David CGC-12-527654 KS

Cates Melody CGC-12-523651 OK

Caton Julie CGC-12-524128 VA

Cavin Doris CGC-12-526540 NC

Cayer Diane CGC-14-538306 CT

Cedeno Wilfredo CGC-13-528836 FL

Centrive Patricia CGC-11-508549 KS

Chambers Sherry CGC-11-508509 TX

Chambers Verla CGC-12-525302 KS

Chandler June CGC-12-524480 FL

Chaney-Reed Anita CGC-12-527285 TX

Chatham Linda CGC-12-523544 IL

Childers Sandra CGC-12-524828 GA

Childress Eleanor CGC-12-526963 VA

Childress Roy CGC-12-526556 MS



Add. 18

Chmidling Jenny CGC-11-508592 KS

Christensen Lori CGC-14-539764 MN

Christianson Elizabeth CGC-12-524129 OK

Christman Pamela CGC-12-524186 FL

Christy Ruth CGC-11-508509 MO

Church Mervin CGC-11-508509 AR

Church Oneta CGC-12-525188 AR

Cilsdorf Maryann CGC-12-524549 FL

Clark Cornelius CGC-12-526689 SC

Clark Deloris CGC-12-518982 MS

Clark Helen CGC-12-518982 TX

Clark Hermann VA

Clark Kim BC 455650 GA

Clark Olivia BC455773 IL

Clark Starlyn CGC-12-526746 MO

Clark, III Herman CGC-11-510061 VA

Clarke Peter CGC-11-510061 AL

Clary Nadine CGC-12-525901 FL

Clawson Clint CGC-11-515783 TX

Clayton Rosetta CGC-13-528837 AR

Clements Loraine BC455773 OH



Add. 19

Clements William CGC-11-508363 AZ

Clifford Bobby CGC-12-524122 TN

Clifton Ann BC455649 WI

Clifton Stephen CGC-12-527086 MD

Clinton Ann BC 455649 WI

Coathup Robert CGC-12-526767 VT

Cobb Brenda CGC-12-524294 GA

Cochran John CGC-12-527359 GA

Cockram Michelle
Lynn

CGC-11-508547 VA

Coffee John CGC-13-536782 MO

Coffman Gloria CGC-12-523988 IN

Coffman Steven CGC-11-508475

Cofie Peggy CGC-12-524545 GA

Cogar Denma
Butch

CGC-12-526842 TN

Coggin Sarah CGC-12-523556 AL

Coker Evelyn CGC-13-529061 SC

Colburn Dee CGC-12-524120 AL

Cole Lisa Rena CGC-11-508592 MO

Coleman Myra CGC-13-530451 AL

Collier Greg CGC-13-531880 UT



Add. 20

Collins Erma CGC-12-523655 OK

Collins Glenda CGC-13-528184 TX

Collins Samuel CGC-13-528917 NJ

Colson Ulonda CGC-12-524124 KY

Colvin Margie CGC-11-508440 KY

Combee Bonnie CGC-13-529274 FL

Conner Sarah CGC-12-524121 AL

Conto Phyllis CGC-14-539781 OH

Cook Winifred CGC-10-502813 NY

Cooks Dorothy CGC-12-526931 AL

Cooley Sallie CGC-12-525899 MS

Cooper Bessie CGC-11-508549 WA

Cooper Diana BC449413 WA

Cooper Dovie
(Stanley
Cooper, On 
Behalf of 
Decedent

CGC-13-529113 TN

Cooper Sandra CGC-12-524158 NJ

Corbett Nellie Mae CGC-12-524162 FL

Corey Elizabeth CGC-11-508549 MN

Corley Bobby CGC-12-527691 FL



Add. 21

Corothers Clara BC455936 MS

Corte Lynn, 
individually 
and as 
successor in 
interest to 
Christopher 
Corte

CGC-11-509518 CT

Costello Julio CGC-10-499517 NV

Costello Julio CGC-13-530448 NV

Cottrell William CGC-12-524637 TX

Coulter Vernon CGC-12-527105 AR

Couvillon Michael CGC-12-526953 LA

Covington Erma CGC-13-529328 IL

Cowan Reyna CGC-13-529725 AL

Cowley Peggy CGC-13-533028 KS

Cox Arnold CGC-14-537658 ME

Cox Arthur CGC-12-526932 IL

Cox Ellen CGC-12-526695 NC

Cox Rita CGC-12-523478 GA

Crane Nina CGC-12-527690 IN

Cranford Elizabeth CGC-14-539773 GA

Crase Vickie CGC-13-529544 FL



Add. 22

Crato Marie CGC-12-526929 NY

Crawford Adger (Jr.) CGC-12-527695 SC

Crawford Jon IN

Crawford Norma CGC-12-524119 MI

Crayton Marsha CGC-13-528183 TX

Creech Dorothy CGC-13-530336 TN

Creekmore Betty Jean CGC-12-518532 MS

Creel Leland CGC-11-508623 AZ

Crenshaw Lula CGC-12-524165 MI

Cress Patricia CGC-13-528457 MO

Crews Ricky CGC-10-497160 LA

Crider Joseph CGC-13-529040 OH

Criswell Joan (Estate
of 
Dick
Criswell)

CGC-13-530237 IN

Crookshanks James CGC-13-529276 WV

Cross Darlene CGC-13-529570 TX

Cross Michele CGC-11-508509 WA

Cross Mildred BC455646 AL

Crouse Ellen BC455645 PA

Cruz Anthony CGC-12-524504 ID



Add. 23

Cruz-Garcia Peter CGC-12-523987 FL

Cuccaro Rose CGC-11-511367 KY

Currie Willie BC455645 FL

Curry Opal CGC-11-510733 KY

Curtis Linda CGC-11-510061 WA

Cutri Beth CGC-12-526755 OH

Cyrus Donna CGC-11-508549 OH

Daiss Shana BC455773 OK

Dales Cynthia CGC-11-516985 TX

Davie Kathryn CGC-12-526927 WA

Davis Barbara CGC-13-529731 MI

Davis Bertha BC455645 AZ

Davis Charles CGC-12-518532 MS

Davis Ebony CGC-12-524302 AR

Davis Gregory CGC-12-524188 WV

Davis James BC-455953 TX

Davis Mary CGC-12-524185 MS

Davis Mendora CGC-12-524639 GA

Davis Priscilla BC 455650 MS

Davis Sharon TX

Daw Mary CGC-13-529928 TX



Add. 24

Day Amber (obo 
and as 
Guardian Ad 
Litem for
James Day)

CGC-12-524508 AR

Day Ruth CGC-12-518540 MI

De Luna Juanita BC455936 AZ

Dean Lena CGC-13-530232 TN

Dean Maggie CGC-12-526657 GA

Debbink Melissa CGC-12-523466 WI

Dechen Linda CGC-13-533281 NJ

Deckard Nancy CGC-13-529564 IN

Decker Donald CGC-12-524643 OH

Decker Jeanine CGC-11-508549 WI

DeFranco Douglas CGC-11-508427 KS

DeFreitas Catherine CGC-12-527007 IL

Degelmann Gertrude CGC-12-524283 FL

DeGrasse Joseph CGC-11-509772 ME

Delebreau Dennis CGC-12-518540 WI

Delisio Ernest BC455937 PA

DeLisio Ernest CGC-12-526164 PA

Dellinger Roslyn CGC-11-510061 SC



Add. 25

DeLoach Donna CGC-12-526926 AR

Denn Patrick CGC-12-526166 MN

Denny Anna CGC-12-525304 OK

Dentmon Gwendolyn CGC-11-510061 GA

Denton-
Thomas

Carol May BC455937 TN

DeRobertis Patricia CGC-11-510061 PA

DeWeese Nancy CGC-12-523413 TX

DeWitt Nicholas CGC-12-525912 WA

Deyounks Eliza CGC-13-529300 FL

Dicalogero Josephine CGC-12-525311 VA

Dicesare Susan CGC-13-529953 CT

Dickerson Richard CGC-12-526920 IN

Dickinson Maude CGC-12-527168 VT

Diclaro Joseph CGC-11-510970 WV

Dillard Latonia BC464836 VA

Diluigi Thomas BC 455643 NJ

Dinkel Laren CGC-12-527297 CO



Add. 26

Dixon Mary (Emma 
Holmes, 
Individually 
and on behalf 
of the Estate 
of)

CGC-13-529368 FL

Dixon Thomas CGC-12-526609 NC

Dobie Sandra CGC-13-529275 NV

Dodds Jo Ellen CGC-11-508549 MS

Dodson Diana cgc-12-527383 FL

Dodson James CGC-13-529927 IL

Dole Barbara CGC-13-529366 AZ

Donat Jean OH

Dongieux Sylvia CGC-10-502741 WA

Donnellan Sandra BC 455650 OH

Doolin Gary CGC-12-526156 KY

Doubleday Sandra CGC-12-524646 VT

Douglas Lawrence CGC-12-523542 OK

Dowd Lucinda BC455773 MS

Downer Mitzie CGC-13-529752 AL

Downing Roger CGC-13-529337 FL

Drewes Rogna CGC-12-524522 OK



Add. 27

Ducre Nora CGC-13-529726 LA

Dudek Charlene CGC-13-529741 MI

Duffey Durwin CGC-12-523913 TX

Dugas Patti CGC-10-504881 LA

Duncan Deborah CGC-12-524195 AL

Duncan Dorothy CGC-13-529569 ME

Duncan Jackie CGC-13-529865 MO

Duncan Michael BC455647 AZ

Dunkin Joyce CGC-10-497160 TN

Dunn Shelley CGC-12-527696 NC

Dunning Angela CGC-12-524137 AL

Dupree Donald CGC-13-529045 OK

DuPuy Ingrid CGC-11-518151 CT

Duren Katie (on 
behalf of
John Duren)

CGC-11-510047 WV

Durham Carlee CGC-10-497160 TN

Durham Rhonda CGC-10-497160 KY

Durr Shirley CGC-12-524196 MS

Dye Donald CGC-12-524197 TN

Dyer Carolyn CGC-12-523541 MO



Add. 28

Dyer Jacqueline CGC-12-525352 AR

Earley Nidia CGC-12-523531 FL

Earnhardt Barbara CGC-12-518438 NC

Easley Daisy CGC-12-524200 MS

Ebarb Patsy CGC-13-529765 LA

Edith Mary CGC-11-510037 MS

Edward David CGC-11-508623 UT

Edwards Cathy CGC-11-510059 AL

Edwards Clarence BC 455643 TN

Edwards David CGC-11-508623 UT

Edwards Reginald CGC-13-529572 MI

Eklund Janice CGC-14-537658 ME

Elbert Dolores CGC-13-529327 MO

Ellefson Jacqueline CGC-12-524347 FL

Elliott Esther CCG-12-524204 MO

Emerson
(power of
attorney for
Marie
Peterson)

Robin CGC-10-500842 NJ

Emmons Laura CGC-12-525189 CO

Emory Patricia CGC-11-508549 MI

English Elizabeth CGC-11-507763 NC



Add. 29

Entrekin Glenda CGC-13-529735 AL

Ephriam Regina AL

Esposite Carroll Jr. BC455937 AL

Esquibel Alisa CGC-12-524203 WI

Estrella Ana CGC-12-523881 CO

Eubanks, Jr. Hezekiah CGC-12-525913 VA

Evans Bonnie BC455646 VA

Evans Clara CGC-11-510059 TX

Evans Isaac BC455645 AZ

Eversole Rebecca CGC-11-508592 KY

Ezell Jerry CGC-12-527545 MS

Ezzell Ruth CGC-12-523864 NC

Farley Fred BC455651 WV

Farquhar Linda CGC-12-525939 MO

Farr Juanita BC 455650 VA

Feigen Glenn CGC-10-505696 FL

Feldman Barbara CGC-12-527546 FL

Fendley William BC455936 AL

Ferdig Jeanne CGC-12-526933 MO

Ferguson Denise CGC-12-524521 NY

Ferguson John CGC-12-523560 MD



Add. 30

Ferguson Thomas CGC-10-504982 MD

Ferguson Wanda CGC-12-526611 SC

Ferraro Joan CGC-10-502749 NY

Ferree Steve CGC-12-525983 IN

Ferris Luanne CGC-12-518540 NY

Fetchik Mary Ann CGC-12-524258 OH

Fields Brenda CGC-11-510059 TX

Fields Donnis CGC-11-508549 TN

Fields Jane CGC-12-525147 NC

Fillmore Jeri CGC-11-508509 IN

Findley Pamela CGC-12-523429 AL

Finley Carol BC455937 AR

Finn Atreine CGC-12-526168 MN

Finn Philip CGC-12-523909 OR

Finster Tonya CGC-12-526668 PA

Firth Loretta CGC-12-524300 MA

Fischer Dawn CGC-11-516985 NY

Fisher Pamela CGC-13-528352 OK

Fisher Philip CGC-12-524309 KY

Fitts Gerda CGC-12-525941 MO

Flach Sharon CGC-12-523480 OH



Add. 31

Fleming Jane CGC-12-523915 AL

Flemmer Arlene CGC-12-523904 ND

Fletcher Lavern CGC-12-524369 MA

Flink Linda CGC-12-526696 WA

Flores Oscar CGC-12-525452 TX

Flores Peggy CGC-13-528396 GA

Flores Sylvia CGC-12-526860 TX

Fonda Susan CGC-11-510059 NC

Fontan Charles CGC-13-529038 MS

Ford David BC456131 NV

Ford Estelle CGC-12-526917 MD

Forsythe Tina BC 455649 KY

Fortier Shirley CGC-11-510052 ME

Foster Dianne CGC-11-510053 GA

Foster Elizabeth CGC-12-524519 ME

Fountain Brian CGC-12-523410 WA

Fouts Trinka CGC-11-510059 OH

Fowler Marianne CGC-12-523494 MA

Fox Elmira CGC-11-508592 GA

Fox Janet CGC-13-528190 GA

Fox Stephen CGC-11-508592 GA



Add. 32

Frank Andrea CGC-11-508550 FL

Franks Loreace CGC-11-509177 TN

Fraser Rosena
(Sandra
Fraser,
Individually
and on behalf
of)

CGC-11-508592 FL

Fray Joyce CGC-13-530231 NC

Fredericks Edward CGC-12-526722 GA

Freeman William CGC-12-517843 NM

Freeman Zenobia CGC-13-529333 KS

Freitas Suzann BC455795 AZ

Frost Shawn BC 455649 CO

Fuchs Nora CGC-11-508549 IL

Fulcher William CGC-11-508549 GA

Gaddy Kathy BC 455649 FL

Gaines Bessie CGC-11-510059 TX

Gale Idella CGC-12-526154 IL

Gallardo Tino BC 455643 NV

Gamary Donna CGC-11-508623 OH

Gambuti Lisa BC 455643 NJ

Gamez Irma CGC-13-529047 AZ



Add. 33

Garcia Dakota CGC-12-524263 TX

Garcia Rosemary CGC-12-525506 TX

Gardner Annie CGC-12-524299 MD

Gardner Jerry CGC-11-508592 TX

Gardner Kathy TX

Garlin Johnsie CGC-12-527526 NC

Garmer Marcia CGC-12-524796 IL

Garza Connie CGC-12-524301 TX

Gau Mary CGC-11-508509 WI

Gauss Kathleen BC455645 MN

Gayles Laverne D. CGC-15-543888 SC

Geering Devonda CGC-12-525469 OH

Gehling Marsha CGC-11-510059 WI

George Larry D. CGC-14-538301 NC

George Laurlene CGC-11-508623 TX

George Rebecca CGC-10-505857 OK

Gerhardt Laura CGC-12-523361 AZ

Germonto Tammy CGC-12-525943 NY

Gerseth Patricia CGC-13-529839 WI

Gibbins Patricia CGC-12-527525 WA

Gibbons Linda CGC-13-529035 TN



Add. 34

Gibson Loyce CGC-12-525177 TX

Gibson Margaret CGC-12-524260 TX

Gibson Rodney CGC-12-524292 CT

Giessler Patricia CGC-11-510059 IN

Gigstad Karen CGC-12-524523 KS

Gilbert Lewis CGC-10-497160 LA

Gilley Gary CGC-12-524305 OK

Gilmore Doris L. CGC-11-508549 IL

Gladney Donna CGC-11-510059 IL

Glatz Karen CGC-13-533559 NJ

Glorioso Rosa CGC-12-525944 MD

Goddard Tamekia CGC-11-510059 NC

Godfrey Mary CGC-11-508549 MA

Godwin Toni CGC-12-523907 TX

Gohringer Walter CGC-12-517653 NV

Goins Barbara CGC-10-504881 TN

Gonzales Lucille CGC-12-523540 NM

Gonzalez Esther CGC-11-510059 TX

Gooden W.L. (Estate
of Margie
Gooden)

BC 455650 NC

Gordon Connie CGC-12-526916 TX



Add. 35

Gore Elaine CGC-13-529020 NC

Gotcher Susan CGC-10-505857 OK

Graeme Carole CGC-12-524295 PA

Graham Carletta CGC-13-529514 GA

Graham Deborah CGC-11-510054 MI

Graham Erma CGC-13-529010 MS

Graham Harvey BC455645 MO

Graham Maxine BC455651 GA

Graham Pamenthia CGC-10-504982 GA

Graham Susie CGC-13-529836 MS

Grande Marie BC455647 MA

Grant Doris BC455647 GA

Grant Katherine CGC-11-508509 IN

Gravitt Roblyn CGC-12-525947 AZ

Gray Jan M. CGC-10-502700 WA

Gray Trechon BC455647 OK

Gray Wayne CGC-12-523287 OR

Grayson Darenthia CGC-12-525221 AZ

Green Lady L. CGC-11-507473 OK

Greene Andrea CGC-11-510054 WI

Greene Derric CGC-12-526721 VA



Add. 36

Greene Hugh CGC-12-524118 AL

Greenlee Beverly CGC-12-524509 FL

Greer David CGC-11-517450 MO

Greer Patricia CGC-12-524809 ID

Gregory Peter CGC-12-527522 ME

Grewell Jeffrey BC455810 AZ

Griffey Sybil CGC-13-533188 MO

Griggs Netter CGC-11-508509 TN

Grimmer Valerie CGC-12-524265 MI

Grippando Sarah CGC-11-507473 MS

Guffey Charlotte CGC-13-531879 FL

Guffey Charlotte (as
daughter &
next of kin to
Lexcie Boyd)

CGC-13-531882 FL

Guillory Elizabeth CGC-12-526756 LA

Guinn Brandie CGC-13-528805 TX

Gulley Janice CGC-12-521705 IL

Gutgsell Linda CGC-11-508623 MI

Gutierrez Evangelina CGC-12-526919 TX

Guyon James CGC-11-508549 MO

Guyton Curtis BC455646 TX



Add. 37

Guyton Kay CGC-13-529581 AL

Hackney Lori CGC-11-510054 OH

Hackworth Clyde CGC-12-525949 WA

Haddock Mollie CGC-13-527781 KY

Haden Mary CGC-13-529736 TX

Hager Jimmy BC455651 FL

Haines Mary BC455937 TX

Hale Bette BC455937 MI

Hale Ora CGC-13-530001 OR

Hall David CGC-11-508509 TX

Hall Deloris CGC-11-508549 TN

Hall Elsie CGC-12-526922 SC

Hall Linda CGC-12-525951 MS

Hall Marian BC456131 OK

Hamaker Josephine CGC-12-518486 AR

Hamer Tina CGC-12-526727 AZ

Hammond Shirley CGC-12-527519 NC

Hammonds Sherry CGC-12-524304 MD

Hamrick Joyce CGC-11-508239 AZ

Hand June CGC-12-527028 GA

Haneline David BC 455643 AZ



Add. 38

Hansen Diane CGC-10-502616 OR

Hansen Loretta CGC-12-527029 TX

Harbin Amanda CGC-12-527659 LA

Harbin Janice BC 455643 GA

Harbour Paula CGC-13-530245 OH

Hardigree Doris CGC-12-524281 GA

Hardin Joyce CGC-11-510054 NC

Hardin Wanda CGC-12-526016 TX

Harding Jamie CGC-12-524525 GA

Hardt Richard CGC-12-524673 WY

Harp Kathleen CGC-13-528368 KY

Harper Cyndi CGC-10-497160 TN

Harper Martha BC449413 WV

Harper Wanda CGC-11-508549 GA

Harrell Annie Lou CGC-13-529860 GA

Harrell Elaine BC455651 TX

Harrell Janet CGC-12-524337 WA

Harrington Francine CGC-14-539772 MO

Harris Larry CGC-12-523491 IN

Harris Michele CGC-14-537339 WY

Harris Patricia BC455651 SC



Add. 39

Harris Walter BC449413 NC

Harris Wilfred CGC-13-536396 MO

Harrison Carol CGC-13-533012 IL

Harrison Edna CGC-12-518532 MS

Harrison Virginia CGC-13-528354 FL

Harsson Margaret CGC-12-524306 AR

Harvey Diana CGC-12-524677 WY

Harwin Maxine BC464836 MI

Haslip Linda Faye CGC-12-520175 TX

Hatcher Amy (Tina
Hatcher on
behalf of
minor)

CGC-13-528861 WV

Hatfield Helen CGC-13-528864 TN

Havraneck David CGC-12-525472 PA

Hayes Avis BC455646 OH

Hayes Bonnie CGC-12-525562 GA

Hayes Carol CGC-11-510054 NY

Hayes Chenita CGC-13-533018 KS

Hayes Leslie (on
behalf of
Dylan Hayes)

CGC-11-510047 GA

Hayes Thomas CGC-11-508592 IL



Add. 40

Hazzard Sammie CGC-12-526760 WV

Head Katherine TX

Headman Merry CGC-12-527569 FL

Heasley Theresa BC449413 PA

Hedrick Randy CGC-12-527042 NC

Heist Dorothy CGC-12-535476 PA

Heitmiller Gene CGC-12-526019 TX

Hellwig Wilma CGC-12-525222 OH

Hemingway Pamela CGC-10-506656 VA

Hemlick Nancy TC025162 WV

Henderson Cathy CGC-10-497160 TN

Henderson Cathy CGC-13-529991 KY

Hendrix Buddy (Ind
and on behalf
of the Estate
of Martha
Hendrix)

CGC-11-510047 GA

Henley John BC455646 AL

Henry Ruth CGC-12-523394 OR

Hensley Larry F. CGC-10-497157 TN

Hensley Mary CGC-12-526612 TN

Hergert Judy CGC-11-510054 WA

Hernandez Maria V. CGC-13-529429 TX



Add. 41

Herrien Charolette CGC-11-510054 MS

Herrington Johnnie CGC-13-529429 SC

Hess Leslie CGC-12-525397 VA

Hestand Ronald CGC-10-502587 MO

Hester Bertha BC455934 SC

Hester Charlotte CGC-12-518532 MS

Heyde Alfred CGC-12-524318 AR

Heyns Darlene
Zardo

CGC-12-518214 OK

Hicks Anita CGC-11-510054 SC

Hicks Johnie CGC-11-508509 OK

Hicks Martha BC455934 TX

Higgins Hattie CGC-12-523752 NY

Highlander Jean CGC-12-526552 MO

Hilgendorf Edward CGC-13-528865 AL

Hill Barbara CGC-12-526020 MS

Hill Barbara CGC-12-526914 VA

Hill Cheryl CGC-12-525953 VA



Add. 42

Hill Delores
(Barbara
Mims,
Individually
and on behalf
of)

CGC-13-528842 MS

Hill Elizabeth CGC-12-526766 NC

Hill Sallie BC455934 MS

Hillman Kimberly CGC-11-508549 AZ

Hinds Hubert CGC-12-526627 AL

Hinkle Darren BC 455643 FL

Hinojosa Hilda CGC-11-512518 TX

Hinrichs Jackie CGC-12-523815 ID

Hinson Evelyn CGC-12-524311 TX

Hinton Barbara CGC-12-518532 MS

Hinton Robert CGC-13-529439 AL

Hitchcock Doris CGC-11-508451 MO

Hobbs Linda BC455936 TX

Hodges Robert CGC-13-530240 FL

Hoelker Carol BC455936 MO

Hogan Mary CGC-12-527661 NY

Hoggard Judy BC455937 MO

Hoggard Milton MO



Add. 43

Holbrook Judith CGC-11-508475 IL

Holbrook Roy CGC-12-524531 NV

Holbrook Talenia CGC-12-526763 TX

Holcomb Diana CGC-12-524335 WA

Holder Bobby BC449413 NC

Holland Ronetta BC455934 NC

Hollerud Florence CGC-12-524310 MN

Holliday Cynthia CGC-12-523348 TX

Hollingshead Bennie CGC-14-539778 MS

Hollis Belinda CGC-13-529277 OH

Hollis Preston CGC-12-524251 OK

Holloman Larry BC455647 VA

Holloman Mary CGC-12-524538 GA

Holloway Robert CGC-12-526912 WA

Holmes Emma CGC-11-508592 FL

Holmes Ronald CGC-11-508549 MD

Holtsberry Patricia CGC-11-507633 FL

Honeycutt Louise BC455645 NC

Hood-Steele Barbara BC455645 AL

Hoover Ruth CGC-12-523738 IN

Hopkins Donald CGC-12-524312 TX



Add. 44

Hopkins Sharon CGC-11-510054 SC

Horn Doris Rose CGC-11-508535 AR

Hornbeck Claudia CGC-10-505857 OK

Horton Alicia CGC-13-533024 IL

Hoskins James BC455937 OH

Houghland Brenda BC449413 IN

House Cheri CGC-12-527662 UT

Housewright Glenda CGC-12-523762 OH

Housley Letha CGC-12-526172 LA

Houston Fern BC455937 OH

Howard Donna CGC-11-515060 VT

Howard Mary CGC-12-525139 FL

Howard Richard CGC-13-534239 FL

Howard Richard CGC-13-534239 SC

Howdeshell Dorene CGC-11-508549 WA

Howes Henry CGC-12-525402 MO

Hoyland Duane BC455645 MI

Hoyt Rebecca CGC-11-508592 MN

Hubbard Carole CGC-12-525409 GA

Hubbard Ethel CGC-12-526992 KY

Hubbard Trina BC455646 TX



Add. 45

Hudgens Virginia BC 455643 TN

Hudgins David (ind. &
on behalf of
the Est. of
Sarah
Hudgins)

BC449413 GA

Hudson Jr. Moses CGC-12-525224 TX

Hudson Patricia CGC-12-526856 NY

Hughes Betty CGC-11-508549 MS

Hughes Joseph CGC-12-523805 AL

Hughes June CGC-10-504881 MI

Hull Kenneth CGC-14-539779 MO

Humphries Charles CGC-10-504881 GA

Hungate Janet CGC-12-525405 IL

Hunt Brenda CGC-12-527044 AL

Hunt Cheryl CGC-12-527664 MN

Hunt Ruby CGC-13-530122 NC

Hunt Thomas CGC-12-526698 TX

Hunt Thomas CGC-13-529460 TX

Hunter Barbara BC449413 OH

Hunter Jacqueline CGC-12-525393 TX

Hunter Joe CGC-12-527537 TN

Hussell Luann CGC-12-525565 WV



Add. 46

Hutcherson Mildred CGC-12-524206 AL

Hutto James CGC-11-510065 GA

Hyche Teresa CGC-11-510065 MO

Hykes Louwava BC455773 OH

Ingram Lois CGC-11-517450

Irvin Sr. Rodney T.CGC-12-525955 WV

Irving Leona CGC-10-502820 WA

Isbell Webber CGC-12-518532 MS

Iverson Priscilla CGC-11-507473 MN

Jack Beryl CGC-11-510065 TN

Jackson Betty CGC-12-525451 AL

Jackson Helen CGC-12-527171 TX

Jackson Janet CGC-12-518540 AR

Jackson Judith CGC-12-527116 TX

Jackson Leon CGC-12-526366 NM

Jackson Mary CGC-11-510732 AL

Jackson Peggy CGC-12-523831 TN

Jackson Vera CGC-10-497849 AL

Jacobs Keith BC455645 NA

Jacobs Sherman BC455646 IN

James Emma CGC-12-526702 TX



Add. 47

Jans Kathleen CGC-13-528606 AZ

Jansen Candis CGC-12-527516 MN

Jaramillo Guadalupita CGC-12-527541 NM

Jarvis Vivian BC455773 WV

Jason Darius 
Trayvaughn

CGC-11-510053 MO

Jasper James CGC-13-528839 TX

Jenerette Ruth CGC-12-527408 SC

Jenkins Deneice BC455651 SC

Jenkins Natasha (on
behalf of
Tatiana
Jenkins)

CGC-11-510047 LA

Jenkins Susan CGC-12-526991 AR

Jennings Helen CGC-12-526630 SC

Jensen Michael CGC-12-527542 UT

Jestes Joyce CGC-13-527967 TN

Jimenez Chrystal BC 455641 UT

Johns Susan CGC-12-525756 MD

Johnson Donald BC 455650 TN

Johnson Dorothy CGC-12-525488 GA

Johnson Elizabeth M. CGC-12-525758 NC



Add. 48

Johnson Helen L. CGC-12-525759 VA

Johnson Hugh CGC-12-527543 TN

Johnson Johnnie CGC-11-508508 GA

Johnson Joyice CGC-11-510065 LA

Johnson Karla CGC-13-527968 TX

Johnson Lawrence CGC-11-508549 OK

Johnson Lillian MI

Johnson Lorraine BC455651 KS

Johnson Lorraine KS

Johnson Margaret CGC-11-508509 WI

Johnson Maria (Ind
and on behalf
of Gary
Johnson)

CGC-13-528882 TX

Johnson Marilyn BC455646 MO

Johnson Mattie BC455646 AL

Johnson Orion BC455645 MI

Johnson Ouida CGC-12-518532 MS

Johnson Peter CGC-12-524534 AL

Johnson Rabell CGC-12-527538 MS

Johnson Rosalie CGC-10-506318 WA

Johnson Shelly CGC-12-523425 OK



Add. 49

Johnson Vicki CGC-12-527539 WY

Johnson-
Huron

Sandra
(Sheryl Neri,
obo decedent)

BC455647 AZ

Johnson-
McFadden

Shebbie BC-455953 SC

Johnson-
Smith

Carolyn 
(Takuanda 
Collier obo 
decedent)

BC455647 AL

Jones Allen CGC-12-527154 AL

Jones Barbara CGC-12-525760 IL

Jones Cicely BC455795 TN

Jones Dianne CGC-12-524688 TX

Jones Dierdre BC455937 TX

Jones Edna CGC-12-525379 TX

Jones Emma BC455937 MS

Jones Grace BC 455643 TX

Jones Jerry CGC-12-527540 VA

Jones Llevewelyn CGC-11-507633 LA

Jones Mahalia BC 455643 TX

Jones Melva (Ralph
Jones obo
decedent)

AL



Add. 50

Jones Opal CGC-11-508509 AL

Jones Ralph BC455647 AL

Jones Robert CGC-10-500279 AL

Jones Sarah CGC-12-525763 MD

Jones Taitani CGC-11-518151 IL

Jones Vivian CGC-10-497160 TN

Jopp Mary CGC-12-523492 SC

Jordan Ronny BC 455650 MO

Joye Anne CGC-11-510065 SC

Juba-
Plumley

Rosalee BC455936 WV

Judenary Salina BC455645 MS

Justice Denise BC456085 WV

Justice Timothy BC 455650 IN

Kabrin Susan CGC-11-508623 NY

Kambouris Danny CGC-12-523385 NY

Kast Lacy CGC-12-524541 WV

Kates Thomas CGC-13-529456 GA

Keane Henry
(Estate of
Troy Keane)

BC 455650 FL

Keen Bonnie BC455645 FL



Add. 51

Keene Tommy CGC-12-527479 MS

Kelley Arthur BC449413 GA

Kelley Vivian MD

Kelly Autumn BC455934 OK

Kelly Rosemary CGC-12-523800 AL

Kelly-Sierra Rita CGC-11-507711 AZ

Kennedy Beverly CGC-13-528862 NC

Kennedy Mozell CGC-11-508626 TX

Kennedy William C. CGC-11-508549 TX

Kennedy-
Skeens

Dorothy BC464836 NC

Kepner Diane CGC-11-508475 ME

Kepner Richard CGC-11-508475

Kernen Dennis CGC-11-508592 NV

Ketchum Lindalee CGC-14-539775 OK

Ketchum Paula CGC-12-518540 IN

Key Janice CGC-10-497160 KY

Keys Antoinette CGC-12-525953 VA

Kiddy Retha CGC-12-527229 TN

Kies Sandra L. CGC-12-525765 WI

Kimberlin Mary CGC-10-505857 OK



Add. 52

Kimbriel Ellen BC 455649 TX

Kimbrough Mary CGC-13-529433 MD

King Bill CGC-13-529278 OK

King Gene CGC-12-527402 TX

King Gertie CGC-12-527400 AR

King Gertie CGC-11-508509 TN

King Marilyn (Ind.
and on behalf
of the Estate
of Glendene
Brinker)

CGC-11-510063 OK

King Mary Nell BC 455649 AR

King Rhoda CGC-12-524543 GA

Kingure Teresa BC 455649 AL

Kinnear Nellie J. CGC-12-525766 MD

Kinney Judith CGC-12-527369 IL

Kirchgessner Janis BC 455649 NJ

Kirk Donna BC 455649 TX

Kirk Robert CGC-13-528863 MI

Kiser Gary CGC-10-505857 KS

Kitchen Beverly C. CGC-11-508549 TX

Kitterman Kristy CGC-13-530095 KS



Add. 53

Kizer James (Ind.
and on behalf
of the Estate
of Audrey
Kizer)

CGC-12-527232 AL

Klein Robert CGC-12-524184 MI

Klopp Joyce CGC-12-521890 OR

Klug Lana CGC-12-525377 TX

Kneeland Normandie CGC-12-524511 NV

Knepley David CGC-13-529913 IN

Knepley Phyliis BC455936 IN

Knight Julia VA

Knight Richard BC455936 IA

Knighten Sandra BC449413 AL

Knott Betty CGC-11-507473 NC

Knowlton Kimberly CGC-12-524191 TN

Knox Franklin CGC-13-527971 GA

Koger Carol CGC-12-526602 VA

Krakel Alisa CGC-13-528857 CO

Krey Lucille CGC-13-529580 NV

Kritsch Betty CGC-11-518019

Kulik Ellen CGC-12-527361 CT

Kulik George CGC-11-510970 CT



Add. 54

La Rue Richard CGC-13-529799 AZ

Laake Haydee CGC-12-525787 TX

Lablue Shirley CGC-10-497160 LA

Lackman Shirley CGC-11-508577 WA

Laeaux Sherry CGC-11-508509 TX

Lakes Barbara CGC-13-529427 KY

Lambert Arlene BC455651 NE

Lamont William CGC-13-528856 FL

Lampton Selena CGC-12-518532 MS

Lanam Kathleen CGC-12-525230 IA

Laroue Teena CGC-13-529380 MO

Larson Beverly CGC-12-525324 MN

Lassiter Josephine CGC-12-525592 AL

Laudicina Rita CGC-11-508623 IL

Laventon Hattie CGC-11-510065 TX

Lavine Robert CGC-12-524693 MA

Layman Melissa CGC-11-508508 WV

Layport Jeanne CGC-13-529943 KS

Leaf Shirley CGC-11-508367 WA

LeCompte Deanna CGC-13-529792 LA

Ledford Denise CGC-12-525594 MO



Add. 55

Ledom Thressa CGC-12-527233 KS

Lee Callie CGC-12-527488 MS

Lee John CGC-12-526655 SC

Lee Marion CGC-12-524465 NY

Lee Michael BC455651 NY

Lee Rosa CGC-12-525609 SC

Lee Susan CGC-11-511048 NC

Leeman Beverly
(Estate of
Barbara
Barr)

BC 455650 IN

Leigh James CGC-13-528854 TX

Lennon Colleen CGC-11-510058 PA

Leonard Anita Joy CGC-12-524464 TN

LeRiche Bertram CGC-14-537658 ME

Lester Linda CGC-12-524177 KS

Lett Mack Jr. CGC-11-508508 AL

Levin Fannie CGC-14-539770 RI

Lewis Airlee CGC-12-523887 AL

Lewis Carol CGC-13-528853 IL

Lewis Carolyn CGC-12-524536 AL

Lewis Deborah CGC-12-525611 OH



Add. 56

Lewis James BC 455643 MS

Lewis Joseph CGC-12-525792 VA

Lewis Larry CGC-10-505857 OK

Lewis Margie CGC-12-527236 TX

Lewis Virginia CGC-12-523910 IL

Liberatore Ardeth BC449413 NY

Libercajt Tami CGC-12-523352 OR

Lindley Carol CGC-12-525635 AZ

Litchfield Mae BC 455643 MS

Livingston Richard CGC-12-527480 NE

Lockhart Christine CGC-13-529778 KY

Lofton Veronica BC455647 AL

Logue Thomas CGC-12-525436 MS

Long Dianne CGC-10-504014 TN

Long Ida CGC-13-530090 SC

Long Karen CGC-13-527719 FL

Longfellow Tamara CGC-12-525232 WV

Loomis Newana CGC-11-508509 OK

Lovaloy Kathy CGC-13-529212 IL

Love Lana OH

Love Tricia CGC-12-526053 TX



Add. 57

Lovett Pamela CGC-12-525789 TX

Lowe Ardella BC455645 AL

Lowe Glena CGC-12-524694 TX

Lowe Rocky CGC-13-527974 GA

Lowe Rosemarie CGC-11-516835 HI

Lucas Mary CGC-12-525438 WV

Lucas Nancy BC464836 KY

Ludwig Nancy CGC-12-526768 OH

Lusk Easter CGC-12-525233 WV

Luster Fannie BC449413 FL

Luster Joanna BC455810 TX

Lutes Mildred CGC-11-508545 MO

Lyles Betty CGC-12-527504 SC

Lynch Marlene CGC-12-524696 WV

Mackey Betsy CGC-12-524313 KS

Maffe Steven E. BC455647 VA

Magee Beverly CGC-13-529437 LA

Mahan Caroline CGC-12-523415 AZ

Major Janet CGC-12-525491 WI

Maki Ruby R. CGC-11-508576 IA

Manasco Marcia CGC-12-524471 AL



Add. 58

Manderson Glenda CGC-11-510058 TN

Mann James CGC-10-497160 TN

Mann Lillian CGC-13-530082 SC

Manolakos Jimmy BC456085 WA

Marchbanks Betty CGC-13-527782 TN

Marcus Calvin CGC-12-521360 OK

Marion Harriett BC455937 PA

Marler Robert (Patsy
Marler obo
decedent)

BC455934 IL

Marra f/k/a
Martin

Gerianne CGC-12-525570 MA

Martin Alice May CGC-13-529882 OH

Martin Billy CGC-13-529887 AL

Martin Bobby IN

Martin Gwendolyn BC455934 GA

Martin Lola CGC-10-497160 LA

Martin Marilyn BC455934 IN

Martin Ray CGC-11-508567 TX

Martinez Celia CGC-12-527238 AZ

Mashinter Laura BC455645 IL

Massaway Joseph CGC-13-528845 MI



Add. 59

Matheson Aaron CGC-12-526364 NC

Mathis Floyd CGC-12-526643 TN

Matthews Richard BC455645 VA

Mauldin Sandra CGC-11-514677 FL

Maxangale Hazel BC455810 TX

Maxangale Hazel BC455645 TX

May James CGC-11-507763 TX

May James TX

Mayard Adorise CGC-12-518540 MS

Mayberry Martha CGC-10-505857 OK

Mayfield Cathey CGC-13-528177 TN

Mayfield Donnie CGC-13-529215 TN

Mayo Gina CGC-13-529884 AL

Mazziotti Louis CGC-13-529883 NY

McAnnally Janice CGC-12-525395 AL

McBride Robert CGC-13-533280 IN

McCain Patricia CGC-11-508592 TX

McCale Malisa CGC-11-510970 KS

McCann Robert CGC-12-525179 IL

McCann Shirley CGC-11-510058 AZ

McCarthy Barbara CGC-13-527772 FL



Add. 60

McCartney Connie CGC-11-508475

McCartney Michael CGC-11-508475 MO

McCarty Courtney CGC-12-524505 KY

McClain Charlene (on
behalf of
Raymond
McClain)

CGC-11-510047 TX

McClain Gloria BC464836 FL

McCloskey Larry CGC-12-524462 PA

McClure Tracy CGC-12-525318 KY

McCollough Thomas CGC-12-525575 TX

McConald David CGC-11-510058 OR

McCoy Carrie CGC-12-520551 MS

McCraw Mona CGC-10-497872 TX

McCreary Melvin CGC-12-524332 OK

McCullough Cynthia CGC-12-527240 AR

McCullough Floyd CGC-12-526706 ID

McCullum Marie CGC-13-529458 MS

McCurry Edward CGC-13-528180 NJ



Add. 61

McDonald Lester
(Bonnie
McDonald,
Individually
and on behalf
of Estate of)

CGC-11-508509 TX

McDougal Deedra CGC-13-529440 GA

McFarland George CGC-12-525584 FL

McFarland Karen BC455646 IN

McFarland Loretta CGC-13-527919 OH

McFarlin Minnie CGC-12-523525 VA

McGee Betty CGC-12-526597 MN

McGinty Philomene CGC-12-524697 IL

McGowan Doyle CGC-12-526593 AR

McGrew Lewis CGC-12-524497 MI

McGuire Michael CGC-13-529881 TX

McIlwain Homer CGC-12-518532 MS

McIntyre Charles CGC-13-529873 SC

McKendrick Maggie CGC-13-529891 MI

McKinley Scott CGC-12-523363 OR

McNeely Beulah CGC-13-529893 MI

McNeil Randall CGC-13-528851 SC

McPherson Ernest CGC-12-523534 GA



Add. 62

McVicar Gertrude CGC-13-529931 PA

Meacham Kathy CGC-13-527250 AZ

Meade Judith CGC-10-506656 KY

Medina Brittany CGC-11-529438 TX

Meeker Andrew BC449413 GA

Meenaghan Susan CGC-12-525589 NC

Melton Debbie CGC-11-518019

Mendoza Isabel CGC-13-529945 UT

Menne Juanita CGC-13-529935 MI

Mercer Deloris CGC-12-521120 IN

Meredith Linda CGC-11-510053 UT

Meredith Tammy CGC-12-518540 KY

Merrill Ida BC 455643 OK

Metzger Kathy CGC-13-528072 FL

Mezayek Louay CGC-13-529940 TX

Michael Jane CGC-10-499056 KY

Middleton Ann CGC-10-502381 IL

Miller Amber BC455646 MT

Miller Daniel CGC-10-506318 OH

Miller Dedra CGC-10-504881 MD

Miller Denise CGC-13-528848 WV



Add. 63

Miller Elijah KS

Miller Jerryann CGC-11-507473 MN

Miller Joe OR

Miller Lovie CGC-10-502797 GA

Miller Sarah CGC-12-519435

Miller Shirley CGC-10-506318 AR

Miller Susan BC455937 GA

Mills Mary Jane CGC-13-529556 SC

Mills Minnie CGC-10-504982 LA

Millsap Troy CGC-12-523641 OK

Millwood Jane CGC-12-518392 SC

Mims Barbara CGC-11-508592 MS

Misorski Peggy CGC-13-527784 OH

Mitchum Inez CGC-13-529558 TX

Moats Marilyn CGC-12-523383 SC

Mock Betty CGC-12-524478 PA

Modinger MaryBeth
(Ruther
Modinger (on
behalf of)

CGC-12-527283 NY

Moncier Marilyn CGC-11-508509 TN

Monday Marion M. CGC-12-525793 WV



Add. 64

Montgomery Carrie CGC-12-518532 MS

Montz Delmar CGC-12-524402 WA

Moore Beatrice BC455936 NJ

Moore Martha BC 455649 MD

Moore Patricia CGC-12-523867 OK

Moore Ralph CGC-12-526163 GA

Moran James CGC-13-529216 WV

Morgan Harriett CGC-13-529559 SC

Morgan Kenneth
(Dorothy
Morgan obo
decedent)

CGC-13-529902 NC

Morgan Mary CGC-11-510051 AL

Morris Dolores CGC-13-528843 FL

Morris Etta CGC-13-529740 NC

Morris Patricia CGC-11-510051 NJ

Morris Roseland CGC-11-507473 WV

Morse Andrea CGC-14-537658 ME

Morton Jacqueline CGC-12-526589 OH

Moses Carolyn CGC-12-526956 IN

Moses Edward BC449413 WI

Motton Virtie MO



Add. 65

Mueller Joyce CGC-11-523423 MN

Mulkey Dorothy CGC-10-502754 MO

Mullen Cory S. CGC-12-525802 WA

Mundy Valeria BC449413 TX

Murphy Brenda CGC-13-528900 GA

Murphy-
Hauck

Rosa L.
(Estate of
Helen
Murphy)

CGC-12-525914 WV

Muse-Minnix Crystal CGC-13-533012 VA

Musson Patsy CGC-13-534086 AR

Myers Claudia CGC-11-510732 AL

Myers Cozetta CGC-12-527780 GA

Mysing Dorothy BC 455643 MS

Nagy Charles CGC-10-502739 PA

Najar Yolanda CGC-12-527409 TX

Napier Thelma CGC-12-526777 WV

Napper Debbie CGC-12-524392 TX

Nash Susan BC455645 MI

Naumann Marian (Ind.
and on behalf
of the Estate
of John
Naumann)

CGC-11-510063 PA



Add. 66

Navarro Sara CGC-12-525351 OK

Nave Evan CGC-13-529217 OK

Neal Belva CGC-13-527958 OK

Neal Diane CGC-13-529000 GA

Neel Donna CGC-11-523411 AR

Neeley Arleen CGC-10-505738 OH

Nehrling Jeanine CGC-12-523763 ME

Nelson Dawn CGC-12-524401 IN

Nelson Leon CGC-12-523640 OK

Nelson Ronnie CGC-11-508475

Nelson Samuel CGC-12-525327 AR

Nelson Veola CGC-13-529029 MS

Nelson Verna CGC-12-518532 MS

Newsome Georgia CGC-13-528460 MS

Newton Denise BC455645 SC

Nicely Norma CGC-10-501348 KY

Nichols Lola BC455645 AL

Nimick Shannon CGC-13-529220 FL

Nolan Donald CGC-12-525443 TN

Noll Sharon CGC-12-524818 MO

Nolting Francys CGC-13-529467 KS



Add. 67

Norfleet Vanessa CGC-13-529780 OH

Norris Linda CGC-12-523538 IL

Norris Yvonne BC456085 TX

Novotny Bonnie BC455934 AR

Nowell Lavonia CGC-12-1088728 TX

Nutall Lewis CGC-12-518532 MS

Oakley Esther CGC-11-510970 NM

Obenshain Tina BC455934 VA

Oberdick Sally CGC-11-508547 WV

Oberhaus Ginger CGC-11-508592 MI

Oberlin Dana Mary BC455795 MI

O’Brien Gilda BC455645 FL

O’Dell Mary CGC-14-537658 MO

Odom Barbara CGC-12-525823 MS

Odom Stonewall CGC-13-527960 VA

O’Donnel Glen CGC-11-510065 TX

Olguin Goldie (Ind.
and on behalf
of the Estate
of Jose
Olguin)

CGC-13-528997 TX

Olive Stella CGC-12-518532 MS

Oliver Jessie CGC-12-527111 VA



Add. 68

O’Neil Hattie CGC-11-508509 OH

Onopa Winifred CGC-13-529476 MI

Ooten Sharon CGC-13-528502 WV

O’Quinn Joan BC449413 AL

Ormerod Roy CGC-10-503876 KY

Orr Vonnie CGC-11-510051 WI

Orsburn Donna CGC-12-523536 OK

Ostrowski Penny BC455647 AZ

Owen Benjamin CGC-11-510970 AR

Owens Anna B. CGC-10-504982 KS

Owens Barbara CGC-12-524540 PA

Owens Judy CGC-13-529003 MS

Owens Merley BC455936 OK

Page Ashton CGC-10-505857 AR

Pageloff Martha CGC-11-507633 IL

Palacios Oralia CGC-12-525445 TX

Pannell Janice CGC-14-539777 TX

Paolini David CGC-12-523912 PA

Parish Etta CGC-10-498517 AR

Parker Gladys CGC-13-528507 NC

Parker Rocille CGC-12-518532 MS



Add. 69

Parla Rosalie CGC-12-524442 NJ

Parlett Edward CGC-12-525441 MD

Parmer Lewey CGC-12-524412 AL

Parr Ruby
(Dorothy
Mysing obo
decedent)

CGC-13-529825 MS

Parrish Tracy CGC-12-526327 TX

Partenheimer Jacob CGC-12-526958 IN

Pasquale Robyn CGC-12-524472 TX

Patrick Tony CGC-11-510051 MS

Patterson Colistia CGC-13-527962 PA

Patton Carolina CGC-12-525478 NV

Payne Annie BC455651 NY

Payne Anthony CGC-11-508475

Payne Janice CGC-13-529415 TN

Payne Tamera CGC-13-528509 WA

Payor Joseph TC025162 OR

Pecorilli Linda BC449413 AL

Peirano Dianne CGC-12-526175 NJ

Pena Anna CGC-11-508509 NM

Pendley Mary CGC-11-507473 NE



Add. 70

Pepple Dawn CGC-11-510731 MN

Perdue Barbara CGC-13-529804 OH

Perez Kimberly CGC-10-505857 OK

Perez Manuela CGC-12-523840 TX

Perkins Betty Jo CGC-10-505738 OK

Perkins Deborah ID

Perkins Eileen CGC-12-527114 WI

Perkins Nancy CGC-12-525480 LA

Perkins Randy CGC013-529477 TN

Perry Calvin, Jr. CGC-11-508509 AL

Perry Rita CGC-12-523539 AL

Perryman Flora CGC-12-523650 OK

Petronis Shirley CGC-12-524456 FL

Phelps Lynette CGC-10-506318 TX

Philipp Penny CGC-13-529478 OR

Phillips Darrin CGC-11-508545 GA

Phillips Gladys GA

Phillips Rhonda BC455646 VA

Phillips Sandra CGC-12-527195 WA

Pierce Mary Jean CGC-12-523563 OK

Pierce Roger CGC-12-518437 AR



Add. 71

Pierson Catherine BC455773 GA

Pinette Eileen CGC-12-524470 ME

Piper Lawrence CGC-11-507473 NE

Piscitelli Florence CGC-13-529808 NY

Piscopo John BC455937 NY

Pitts Katrina
Soots

CGC-12-527244 NC

Pitts Willie BC456006 TX

Plante Jeanne CGC-13-529811 FL

Plunkett Betty CGC-10-505857 OK

Poe Jeff BC 455641 IN

Poe Lavern CGC-13-530070 MI

Poellnitz Michael BC455934 AL

Poirer Renee CGC-12-525328 MI

Poley Pauline CGC-13-527963 NC

Ponder Barbara BC455646 GA

Poock Richard CGC-12-526009 SC

Pope Annette CGC-11-508623 OH

Pope Johnny CGC-12-527357 OH

Porter Aaron CGC-11-508592 MO

Prater Helen CGC-13-528512 KY



Add. 72

Prebola Judith CGC-12-523543 PA

Price Barbara CGC-12-525700 GA

Price Bonnie CGC-12-526804 TX

Price Georgann CGC-11-510730 OK

Price Judy BC455645 FL

Price Kathy CGC-12-523360 OR

Price Mamie BC455645 FL

Price Martha CGC-12-526570 TN

Price Theodore
(Judy Price
obo decedent)

FL

Prickett Betty CGC-12-524175 AL

Pringle Mary CGC-13-530311 SC

Proffitt Elizabeth
(Rosalee
Juba-
Plumley obo
decedent)

WV

Puckett Ginger CGC-13-529464 MI

Puckett Sheila CGC-12-527284 GA

Pulse Linda CGC-11-507473 MT

Purnell Patricia CGC-12-518532 MS

Queen Roscoe CGC-11-508508 KS



Add. 73

Rahm Anna CGC-12-525482 MI

Rahn Sheila
(Donald
Johnson obo
decedent)

CGC-13-529834 TN

Raiford Arthur
(Juanita
Porter,
Individually
and on behalf
of the Estate)

MO

Rakes Deanna CGC-12-523830 AR

Ramirez Marceleen CGC-13-529481 NM

Ramis Bonnie CGC-12-523483 IL

Ramsey Kenneth CGC-12-523464 GA

Ramsey Patsy CGC-13-530046 VA

Rand Mary CGC-12-523642 OK

Rankin Anthony CGC-12-526573 MS

Rapcinski JR CGC-12-523649 WA

Rasmussen Rasmus CGC-13-529475 TX

Rassier Mildred BC455651 MN

Ratliff Ann CGC-13-530334 TX

Rattell Ronald CGC-12-523485 MD

Ray Jimmy BC 455643 MS



Add. 74

Ray Katie CGC-13-530043 NC

Reagan Vickie CGC-13-536290 NC

Redel Patricia CGC-13-533191 MO

Redman Herbert BC 455650 OH

Reese Justin BC455934 TN

Reeves Larry BC455934 AR

Reichert Lawrence CGC-12-523418 KS

Reichle Deborah BC464836 KS

Reilly William BC449413 NJ

Relerford Peggie BC455934 TX

Renfroe Robert CGC-12-526810 MS

Renken Janet CGC-13-528519 OH

Renobato Blanca CGC-12-527110 TX

Reppuhn Daniel S. CGC-12-525841 MI

Reszka David CGC-11-510051 WI

Reynolds Jay CGC-13-530034 WA

Reynolds Terri CGC-13-530540 SC

Reynolds Tina CGC-12-523507 OH

Rhodes Orviell CGC-11-508509 TN

Rholetter Stacy BC455645 SC

Ricciardi Jacqueline CGC-12-526354 MD



Add. 75

Rice Brenda CGC-13-530028 OH

Rice Gloria CGC-13-532107 OH

Rice James CGC-12-524356 IN

Richitt Corlette BC464836 FL

Richter Mary CGC-12-525833 MD

Rickert Jeffrey CGC-13-529130 FL

Ricouard Janet CGC-12-523648 LA

Riddick Felicia BC449413 NC

Riley Homer CGC-13-530022 TX

Rioux Clarice CGC-12-525418 MD

Rivera Ricardo CGC-11-510052 GA

Robbins-
Legette

Catherine CGC-13-529474 TX

Roberts John BC455648 VA

Roberts McArthur CGC-13-528522 SC

Roberts Willie CGC-12-526574 VA

Robinson Casey CGC-12-523647 OK

Robinson Cynthia CGC-12-523551 AL

Robinson Jerry BC455646 MO

Robinson Steven W. CGC-12-525832 LA

Robinson Valdez CGC-12-527182 MI



Add. 76

Robison James CGC-11-516060 AL

Robison Johnie CGC-12-523880 TX

Roby Tara CGC-11-508549 OH

Rogers Norma CGC-12-524562 GA

Rogers Paula BC455937 AR

Rogers Willie BC455936 FL

Roll Carolyn BC455936 IN

Rollins Emma CGC-12-525484 SC

Romero Jose CGC-12-523489 NM

Rose Angela CGC-12-523878 AR

Rose Bettie CGC-12-525486 TX

Rosemon Odester CGC-13-530014 TX

Rossignol Lillian CGC-13-529466 ME

Roths Laura BC455937 MI

Rowan Berl BC455646 AR

Rowan Deola CGC-11-507473 TN

Rowe Carrie CGC-12-525704 AL

Rowe Mary W. CGC-12-525830 OH

Rowe Susan CGC-12-526814 NH

Rowland Betty CGC-12-526149 AR

Roy Deborah CGC-12-526940 LA



Add. 77

Rush Judy BC455648 OR

Rushing Shameka CGC-12-518532 MS

Russell Wanda BC455934 NC

Russell William Ray
(Wanda
Russell obo
decedent)

NC

Ruth Lamont BC455651 MI

Rutledge Nora CGC-12-523868 AL

Rutledge Virginia CGC-12-523868 OK

Ryan Stephen BC455651 NM

Ryberg Joyce CGC-12-527181 FL

Ryder Thomas CGC-12-526549 WV

Ryland Carol CGC-11-510740 VA

Rynkiewicz Walter CGC-12-523388 PA

Sain Vallie CGC-11-510052 SC

Saltsman Michael CGC-12-523644 OK

Sambuchi Theresa CGC-13-529226 NY

Sammons Shawna BC 455643 KY

Samuel Thomas CGC-12-523837 AL

Sanchez Alicia CGC-13-528245 NM

Sanders Alma CGC-12-525240 TX



Add. 78

Sanders Donald CGC-10-497160 KY

Sanders Patricia CGC-12-524551 FL

Sanders Theresa BC 455643 MO

Sanders Valerie CGC-12-524601 OR

Sandoval Clinton CGC-10-497160 TN

Sanford Diane (Ind
and on behalf
of Kara
Sanford)

CGC-12-529521 PA

Sara Patricia BC455647 OH

Sawyer Marjorie CGC-12-526550 TX

Sawyer Teddy CGC-12-527377 AR

Scates Elanda CGC-10-497160 TN

Schaefer Eileen CGC-12-526591 MD

Schatzline Frances CGC-13-530536 MI

Schiffer Patricia CGC-12-523550 MI

Schindler Kathleen BC449413 WI

Schmidt Sriratana CGC-12-523358 KS

Schmitt Rita CGC-11-508547 IA

Schneider Judith CGC-12-520435 IL

Schultz Fredric CGC-12-526818 OH

Schulz August Rey CGC-14-536778 FL



Add. 79

Schwander Joy CGC-13-530439 LA

Scopinich William CGC-13-530437 FL

Scott Dorothy BC455647 SC

Scott Douglas BC464836 TX

Scott Sharri CGC-12-523430 ID

Scott William CGC-12-523559 KY

Scott-Lamb Jeaninne CGC-11-510052 NY

Scovil Brett Jr. CGC-14-537697 NV

Seberger Judith CGC-12-527090 IL

Seibert Ronald CGC-12-525828 MD

Seiwerath Dave CGC-13-529227 WA

Senior Lula BC455647 FL

Settle Johnny CGC-13-530531 AR

Shannon James CGC-12-518532 MS

Shannon Kathy-Marie BC455645 MI

Shearer William CGC-12-527246 OR

Sheets Joan CGC-12-524467 NE

Shelby John BC455934 IN

Shelgren David CGC-12-526468 OR

Shelton Pearlie CGC-12-527117 GA

Sheppard Joshua CGC-11-508570 SC



Add. 80

Sherman Wilton CGC-13-528302 MS

Sherrell Jerry CGC-13-530529 TN

Shields Ronald CGC-12-524289 OK

Shine Robert CGC-13-536288 FL

Shipe Lawrence CGC-12-526578 WA

Shipman Mildred CGC-12-527190 GA

Shook Carol CGC-11-510970 OH

Short-Dille Earlene CGC-12-526717 OR

Shurts Chastina CGC-11-507763 IL

Shurts Julie CGC-11-508509 OR

Siau Dorothy CGC-12-527019 TX

Sillik Debbie CGC-13-528297 WA

Silva Susan BC449413 MT

Silvis Lyndal BC455645 PA

Simcox Peter CGC-13-530528 FL

Simmons Arthur
(Mable
Simmons obo
decedent)

CGC-13-529828 NY

Simmons Billy CGC-12-518532 MS

Simmons Mable BC455937 NY

Simonds James CGC-13-530527 CO



Add. 81

Simone Cindy CGC-11-510040 UT

Simpson George CGC-12-525814 GA

Simpson Paul CGC-11-507858 KY

Sinclair Shirley CGC-12-525827 SC

Sjothun James CGC-13-529471 TX

Slone Maynard CGC-13-529002 KY

Smith Arminda CGC-11-508547 OK

Smith Carolyn CGC-14-537337 MS

Smith Carolyn CGC-13-528400 AR

Smith David CGC-11-510052 WV

Smith David BC456085 MS

Smith Dorothy CGC-12-524547 FL

Smith Essie M. CGC-12-521358 AL

Smith Glen CGC-11-508547 NY

Smith Kendra CGC-11-508509 TX

Smith Leshie CGC-13-530503 KY

Smith Lillis CGC-10-506656 IN

Smith Linda CGC-13-530501 NC

Smith Mamie CGC-12-517606 TX

Smith Michael CGC-12-524610 OK

Smith Patricia CGC-11-510052 WV



Add. 82

Smith Robert CGC-12-518216 NJ

Smith Ronald CGC-13-528903 OK

Smith Shelia CGC-11-508550 FL

Smith Tommy CGC-11-510040 TX

Smith Velda K. CGC-12-525678 GA

Smith Virgie CGC-12-523349 TX

Smith William A. CGC-12-518485 MS

Smith-Lane Rhonda CGC-12-524451 IL

Snelson Michelle CGC-13-530500 TX

Snowden Elizabeth CGC-12-525675 MO

Snyder Paula CGC-13-528994 TX

Soales Mark CGC-11-510040 IN

Soehnlen Susan CGC-12-525329 PA

Solley Helen CGC-13-530499 AL

Soots Pitts Katrina CGC-11-510040 NC

Souther Sandra CGC-13-530435 VA

Southerland Mary CGC-13-529815 NC

Sparks Janell CGC-12-517838 KS

Sparks Robert CGC-10-497873 AL

Spaulding Jeanne CGC-11-508508 IN

Spears Alma CGC-11-510040 MI



Add. 83

Spears Jeannine CGC-14-537658 ME

Spears Mary CGC-11-510747 TX

Spell Patricia CGC-11-510040 TX

Spencer Anne CGC-13-528403 VA

Spiller Jessica CGC-11-515290 IA

Spillers Clyde CGC-12-526605 SC

Sprague Janet CGC-10-504014 MI

Stack Doris CGC-10-497160 TN

Stall Valerie BC455647 AL

Stambaugh Phyllis BC 455650 IN

Stancil Lonnie CGC-12-524123 FL

Stanley James CGC-12-533020 KS

Stanley Shirley CGC-12-526580 AZ

Stanphill Ada CGC-11-510040 AR

Stapleton Smokey CGC-12-526824 FL

Stark Mary CGC-13-530051 IN

Stark Ronald CGC-13-530353 WI

Starling Josephine CGC-12-527186 GA

Stearns Alfred BC455651 MI

Steichen Suzan CGC-13-530351 MT

Stephen Tracy BC449413 MN



Add. 84

Stephens John TC025162 TX

Stephens Tina CGC-13-528449 NY

Stergar Molly CGC-11-510040 KS

Stevens Mia CGC-11-510970 TX

Stevenson Robert CGC-13-530048 WA

Stewart Beverly CGC-13-530056 TX

Stewart Cherry BC455645 TN

Stewart David CGC-13-530074 KY

Stewart Georgia CGC-12-526483 TX

Stewart Linda CGC-12-525425 TX

Stewart Margaret CGC-12-518532 MS

Stillwell Charles CGC-12-524189 TX

Stitt Elizabeth CGC-13-527877 NV

Stocker Bernice CGC-11-510040 NH

Stokes Alfreda BC449413 CO

Stokes Jackyln (on
behalf of
Tryone
Davis)

CGC-11-510047 SC

Stokes Lynita BC455646 MD

Stone Lindzey CGC-11-508440 TX



Add. 85

Stoner Jean CGC-12-523549 IN

Stonestreet Sherry BC455934 UT

Stouffer Bill CGC-12-523548 FL

Stowe Janetta NC

Strickland Jo Ann CGC-13-530072 TX

Strickland Michael D. CGC-13-527790 OK

Stringer Christine CGC-12-523876 SC

Strobeck Brenda CGC-12-527253 NC

Strong Verna CGC-12-526579 AL

Strouse Patricia CGC-12-526355 PA

Stroyan William CGC-10-499517 WA

Stubblefield Sharon CGC-12-523637 OK

Stubbs Alta CGC-13-529004 NE

Stuthard Darryl CGC-11-510040 MI

Sublette Dorothy CGC-12-527354 WV

Sullivan Emilia CGC-12-523390 CT

Sullivan Pamela CGC-12-523553 KY

Sumner Heather CGC-11-510040 TX

Surley Thelma CGC-13-530071 TX

Surratt Letha CGC-11-511596 TN

Surrell Lola CGC-11-510040 AZ



Add. 86

Sutton Cathy CGC-12-524368 FL

Swartz Arthur CGC-12-527248 GA

Sylvester Donald CGC-11-523547 MI

Tafoya Ann BC455937 NM

Tall Susan CGC-12-526545 NM

Tanner William CGC-12-524249 TX

Tarwater Susan CGC-12-524250 WA

Tatum Helen CGC-12-525399 OK

Tatum Jimmy Sr. CGC-10-505857 OK

Tatum Joanne BC464836 TX

Taylor Debra BC464836 IL

Taylor Dianne CGC-10-497160 TN

Taylor Jerry BC 455643 GA

Taylor Meredith BC 455643 TX

Taylor Monica BC 455643 AL

Taylor Rosa CGC-11-507473 LA

Taylor Rosie CGC-11-510040 TX

Tekach Patricia CGC-12-524573 OH

Teller Barbara CGC-11-508547 AZ

Telschow Shari BC464836 MO

Terry Carrie CGC-12-518540 UT



Add. 87

Teston W.B. CGC-11-510040 GA

Tevepaugh Jewel CGC-10-504881 NC

Theimer Roxanne CGC-11-510040 PA

Thomas Carol May TN

Thomas June CGC-13-529754 MI

Thomas Kenneth CGC-12-523454 OK

Thomas Lisa CGC-13-529461 TX

Thomas Matthew CGC-12-526603 OH

Thomas Mildred CGC-12-524492 IN

Thomas Raymond CGC-12-528999 NY

Thompson Denise CGC-13-528937 NY

Thompson Jason BC455647 GA

Thompson JoAnne CGC-11-510040 MD

Thompson Kimberly K. CGC-12-525860 WA

Thompson Linda CGC-11-510040 OK

Thompson Mary CGC-10-497160 KY

Thornton Debbie BC455647 LA

Thornton Kendra CGC-12-525661 KS

Tietz Daniel CGC-13-529480 MI

Tijerina Juna CGC-12-518540 TX

Tilma Sonia CGC-12-525815 MI



Add. 88

Timmons Pearl CGC-12-527106 GA

Tingle Margarite CGC-10-497160 KY

Tipton Beatrice CGC-13-529348 TN

Tisdale Betty BC455936 AR

Tisdale Kathie BC455646 AL

Todd Betty IN

Tolbert Jamie BC455645 WA

Tolbert Lera CGC-13-529232 SC

Toliver Wilma CGC-13-529479 TX

Toombs Peggy CGC-12-518540 TN

Torbert Jamie BC455645 WA

Torres Elizabeth
(Patricia
Torres,
Individually
and on behalf
of)

CGC-13-529520 TX

Totin Lindsay CGC-11-508547 PA

Towbridge Shirley BC455934 KY

Townsend Estella CGC-13-529236 WI

Trahan Lorena CGC-12-526606 LA

Trammell Norma Lee CGC-11-511687 AR

Travis Charlotte CGC-12-526730 CO



Add. 89

Travis Cheryl BC455934 OH

Trinkle Joyce CGC-12-526581 IA

Tripp Merri CGC-13-532068 NC

Tucker Betty CGC-12-526829 MS

Tucker Bobby BC455645 AL

Tucker Dorothy CGC-12-524553 FL

Tucker Hattie CGC-11-510040 AL

Tucker Joslyn BC455645 SC

Tufts Julie CGC-13-529370 MN

Tullos Donna CGC-12-519590 TX

Tumblin Mickie BC455936 KY

Turner Cathleen CGC-11-508592 MS

Turner Doris CGC-11-508509 VA

Twiss, IV Coit M.F. CGC-10-506318 AL

Ulsrud John CGC-11-510040 MO

Underwood Terry CGC-12-526730 UT

Underwood William CGC-13-529753 FL

Unrein Cleim CGC-12-523638 KS

Updike Diane CGC-12-523804 TX

Van Dorn Patricia CGC-12-526607 IA

Van Tilburg Charles CGC-13-529776 TN



Add. 90

Van Vlerah Joanne M. CGC-12-525683 OH

Vance Minnie CGC-10-505738 AR

Vandeer Noel CGC-11-508245 IA

Vandelinde Julie CGC-12-527175 OK

VanHorn Deborah CGC-12-525250 KY

Vargas Nedra CGC-13-528902 WV

Varney George CGC-11-510970 SC

Vasquez Roberto CGC-12-525510 TX

Vaughn Janet CGC-10-504982 SC

Vaughn Sandra CGC-13-529364 IN

Vega Mayra CGC-11-510040 UT

Vegas Charles CGC-12-526715 OR

Velte Vernon BC464836 MD

Venkatesan Sharon CGC-12-526419 PA

Verdin Shirley BC455646 LA

Verrochio Ronald CGC-12-526399 FL

Vick Rhonda BC455652 TX

Vilardo Jacqueline CGC-13-529363 MO

Villarreal Herminia BC455651 TX

Villines Michael BC455651 NM

Virgin Rosa CGC-12-527353 NE



Add. 91

Vitale Donna CGC-13-529352 MI

Vohdin Patricia CGC-11-510040 FL

Wade James C. CGC-11-508592 MN

Wade Ovid (Betty
Wade
Individually
and on behalf
of the Estate)

CGC-13-529330 GA

Wagner Elizabeth BC455647 OH

Wahlenberg Brenda BC455647 TX

Wainwright Stephen BC449413 AZ

Wales Sharon CGC-11-515783 WA

Walker David CGC-11-510040 SC

Walker Shirley CGC-11-508550 ME

Walker Shirley CGC-12-518436 AR

Walker Shirley FL

Walker William CGC-12-523639 CO

Walker-
Steele

Angela BC455937 MS

Wallace Anzie CGC-13-533828 TN

Walls Dorothy CGC-12-526608 AZ

Walls Leon CGC-11-510040 AZ

Walls Marie CGC-12-525844 WV



Add. 92

Walls Patricia CGC-10-504881 OR

Walls Rubie CGC-10-505857 KY

Walters Charles CGC-13-528934 FL

Walton Beverly BC 455650 MS

Wanke Wayne CGC-13-529237 NV

Ward Cheryl CGC-13-533193 ME

Ward Helen CGC-13-529523 VA

Ward Michael CGC-13-529372 NE

Warner Donna CGC-12-523488 PA

Warner Patricia BC455646 LA

Warren Wanda CGC-12-523636 OK

Washington Elizabeth CGC-13-529202 IN

Washington Mable CGC-11-510040 NC

Washington Ollie BC455646 GA

Waterman Robert BC455934 TX

Waterstreet Alan CGC-11-508440 KS

Watkins Debbie CGC-12-524574 CO

Watters Anna CGC-13-533195 MO

Watts Angela CGC-11-510040 WI

Watts Tammy CGC-11-512541

Watts William CGC-13-529198 GA



Add. 93

Weakland Carol CGC-13-527880 PA

Weatherly Bob BC455937 AK

Weber Mildred CGC-13-528941 WY

Weir Harry CGC-11-510040 IL

Weiss Harry BC464836 FL

Welch Christine BC455651 LA

Welford Patricia CGC-13-529362 MS

Wellberg Yvonne CGC-11-510408 TX

Weller Theresa CGC-11-510053 MI

Wells Charlene BC 455643 OK

Wells Larry CGC-10-505857 OK

Werner Judy CGC-12-524194 WA

Werner Whitney CGC-12-525668 KY

West Bonnie BC 455643 TX

West Bonnie CGC-13-530501 TX

West Connie BC 455650 AZ

Wevers Helen CGC-12-526654 WI

Wey John CGC-11-510053 SC

Whaley Egbert CGC-13-529583 MI

Whaley Priscilla CGC-11-508592 MI

White Emilia CGC-12-525430 OK



Add. 94

White Josephine CGC-11-510053 NC

White Juanita BC455810 TX

White Lavern CGC-11-510053 SC

White Linda BC 455643 SC

Whitener Ricky BC449413 NC

Whitfield Carey CGC-11-508427 GA

Whitley Kimberly CGC-13-529373 TX

Whitlock Brenda CGC-12-526647 AL

Whitson Linda BC455651 KY

Wideman Johnny CGC-11-510053 SC

Wigand Yvonne CGC-12-527108 FL

Wiggins Nona CGC-12-527053 IA

Wilcox Peggy CGC-11-510053 TX

Wilcox Walter BC455646 UT

Wilder Gerald CGC-12-526710 AZ

Wilkes Della CGC-12-527384 MI

Wilkes Michael CGC-12-524474 MA

Wilkinson Monte CGC-11-510053 PA

Wilks Sharial CGC-13-527879 TX

Willey Toni CGC-12-526424 FL

Williams Anette CGC-12-527119 WI



Add. 95

Williams Candice CGC-13-530264 OH

Williams Carrie CGC-11-508509 TN

Williams Chelsea CGC-12-526738 WA

Williams Deborah CGC-11-510053 RI

Williams Doris CGC-12-527170 NC

Williams Dorothy CGC-11-510053 TX

Williams Gale CGC-13-530337 VA

Williams Jacqueline CGC-13-528936 TX

Williams Joel CGC-12-526402 WV

Williams Juanita CGC-12-527242 TX

Williams Kevin W. CGC-11-508547 TX

Williams Leroy CGC-11-510053 TN

Williams Linda BC 455643 TX

Williams Markayla CGC-10-497160 TN

Williams Nadine CGC-13-529272 TN

Williams Ralph CGC-13-530169 AR

Williams Sheryl CGC-13-530363 AR

Williams Talicia CGC-12-518435 NC

Williams Thomasina CGC-13-530257 SC

Williams Treva CGC-11-508623 OH

Williamson James BC455646 PA



Add. 96

Willingham Sylvia CGC-12-524399 GA

Willingham Sylvia CJC-12-524399 GA

Willis Geraldine CGC-11-510053 TX

Willis Robert CGC-12-527184 MI

Wilridge Shalonda MI

Wilson Beverly CGC-12-526152 GA

Wilson Donna BC455651 ID

Wilson Eva (James
Frazier,
Individually
and on behalf
of the Estate)

CGC-11-508509 NC

Wilson Geneva CGC-11-510053 AL

Wilson Johnny CGC-12-523980 MS

Wilson Kathaleen,
Ind. and on
behalf of the
Estate of
Bonnie
Wilson

CGC-12-524579 MO

Wilson Latyon CGC-11-510053 SC

Wilson Rosalie CGC-13-529285 FL

Wilson Veronica CGC-11-510053 WI

Wilson Willie CGC-12-524580 NC

Wingo Sheila CGC-12-523449 IL



Add. 97

Winnegan Latoya CGC-12-525252 VA

Winnegan Raymond
(Sr.)

CGC-12-525254 VA

Witcher Theresa CGC-13-530129 AR

Wizmerski Rosemary CGC-12-526610 PA

Wolfe Cindy BC455936 UT

Wolff Carol CGC-12-524384 PA

Womack Jackie BC455937 KY

Wood Suellen CGC-11-508508 IN

Woods Opal CGC-13-529286 MI

Woods Roscoe BC455934 TN

Woodward Mildred CGC-13-529336 VA

Worobec Marianne BC455934 BC

Wortham, Jr. Peyton CGC-12-525354 VA

Wright Cathey
(Patricia
McCain,
Individually
and on behalf
of)

CGC-13-529516 TX

Wright Deanna CGC-11-510053 WV

Wright Ida CGC-12-525664 VA

Wright Kelley CGC-11-510053 AL



Add. 98

Wright Lottie CGC-12-518532 MS

Wright Michelle
Jackson

CGC-10-505857 OK

Wright Phyllis BC 455643 GA

Wuenschel Rebecca CGC-11-510053 TX

Wyatt Michael CGC-13-530256 GA

Wyche Alphonso BC 455650 FL

Wygant Albert CGC-13-528607 NY

Wymer Dorothy CGC-12-527051 AR

Wynn John CGC-13-528995 OH

Yates Larry CGC-11-510053 TX

Yates Mitsuko CGC-11-510734 HI

Ybarra Estella BC455795 TX

Yerian Janice CGC-11-510053 MI

Yoder David CGC-12-523364 IL

Young Rodney CGC-13-530303 NC

Young Rupert (on
behalf of the
Estate of
Mary Young)

CGC-10-497160 TN

Young Ruth CGC-13-529369 NJ



Add. 99

Young Stephanie
(obo and as
Guardian Ad
Litem for
Na’eem
Wilson
Young)

CGC-12-524581 DE

Young Tammy CGC-11-510053 TX

Zaidenberg Earl CGC-12-517843 AZ

Zand Sue BC 455643 NJ

Zardo-
Heyns

Darlene CGC-12-518214 OK

Zimmer Ellen CGC-11-509772 AR

Zimmer Norma CGC-12-525330 AK

Zimmerman Karen BC449413 SC

Zuniga Clotilde (rep. 
Juan)

CGC-12-525670 TX

This Addendum includes pending actions brought by
nonresident plaintiffs against Teva Pharmaceuticals
USA, Inc. and/or PLIVA, Inc. It does not  include
actions in which petitioners are not parties or were not
served.



APPENDIX



 i 

APPENDIX

TABLE OF CONTENTS

Appendix A Order in the Supreme Court of
California, Bowman, et al., Case No.
S228978 
(November 10, 2015) . . . . . . . . . . App. 1

Appendix B Order in the Supreme Court of
California, JCCP 4631, et al., Case No.
S228968
(November 10, 2015) . . . . . . . . . . App. 2

Appendix C Order in the Court of Appeal of the
State of California, First Appellate
District, Division One, Bowman, et al.,
Case No. A145560
(August 19, 2015) . . . . . . . . . . . . . App. 3

Appendix D Order in the Court of Appeal of the
State of California, First Appellate
District, Division One, JCCP 4631, et
al., Case No. A145555
(August 19, 2015) . . . . . . . . . . . . . App. 5

Appendix E Notice of Entry of Judgment or Order
and Order Denying Defendants Teva
Pharmaceuticals USA, Inc., Pliva, Inc.
and Barr Pharmaceuticals, LLC’s
Motion to Quash Service of Summons
in Bowman Action in the Superior
Court of California, County of San
Francisco, Unlimited Jurisdiction,
Bowman, et al., Case No. CGC-11-
514810 
(June 4, 2015) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . App. 7



 ii 

Appendix F Notice of Entry of Judgment or Order
and Order Granting Plaintiffs’ Motion
for Determination that Generic
Defendants Pliva and Teva
Pharmaceuticals Waived Personal
Jurisdiction Challenges in the
Superior Court of California, County
of San Francisco, Plaintiffs through
Plaintiffs’ Liaison Counsel v. Pliva, et
al., Case No. CJC-10-004631 (JCCP
4631) 
(June 4, 2015) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . App. 13

Appendix G Statutes and Rules . . . . . . . . . . . App. 18
Cal. Civ. P. Code 

§ 404 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . App. 18
§ 404.1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . App. 19
§ 404.7 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . App. 19

Cal. Rules of Court 
3.504 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . App. 19
3.524 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . App. 21
3.540 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . App. 21
3.541 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . App. 22
3.545 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . App. 24

Appendix H Memorandum of Points and
Authorities in Support of Generic
Defendants’ Demurrer to Third
Amended Long Form Master
Complaint in the Superior Court of
California, Case No. CJC-10-004631
(JCCP 4631) 
Excerpt 
(May 2, 2014) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . App. 26



 iii 

Appendix I Memorandum of Points and
Authorities in Support of Generic
Defendants’ Demurrer to Second
Amended Long Form Master
Complaint in the Superior Court of
California, Case No. CJC-10-004631
(JCCP 4631) 
Excerpt
(November 18, 2013) . . . . . . . . . App. 29

Appendix J Notice of Entry of Order CMO 3:
Master Complaint and Master
Answer; Short Form Complaint and
Short Form Answer as to Brand
Defendants in the Superior Court of
California, Case No. CJC-10-004631
(JCCP 4631) 
(July 9, 2012) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . App. 32

Appendix K Notice of Demurrer and Demurrer of
Generic Defendants’ to First Amended
Long Form Master Complaint in the
Superior Court of California, Case
No. CJC-10-004631 (JCCP 4631) 
Excerpt
(April 17, 2012) . . . . . . . . . . . . . App. 58



 iv 

Appendix L Motion to Revoke Leave to File an
Amended Complaint or to Strike
Plaintiffs’ Master Long Form
Complaint as to Generic Defendants;
Memorandum of Points and
Authorities; Request for Judicial
Notice; Compendium of Non-
California Authorities in Support
thereof; [Proposed] Order in the
Superior Court of California, Case
No. CJC-10-004631 (JCCP 4631) 
Excerpt
(December 12, 2011) . . . . . . . . . App. 61

Appendix M Amended CMO 1: Appointment of
Liaison Counsel, Jurisdiction and Stay
of Discovery in the Superior Court of
California, Case No. CJC-10-004631
(JCCP 4631) 
(July 26, 2011) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . App. 64

Appendix N Notice of Entry of Order CMO 1:
Appointment of Liaison Counsel,
Jurisdiction and Stay of Discovery in
the Superior Court of California, Case
No. CJC-10-004631 (JCCP 4631) 
(April 26, 2011) . . . . . . . . . . . . . App. 66

Appendix O Reporter’s Transcript of Proceedings
in the Superior Court of California,
Case No. CJC-10-004631 (JCCP 4631) 
Excerpt
(August 23, 2011) . . . . . . . . . . . . App. 75



 v 

Appendix P Reporter’s Transcript of Proceedings
in the Superior Court of California,
Case No. CJC-10-004631 
Excerpt
(February 2, 2012) . . . . . . . . . . . App. 77

Appendix Q Reporter’s Transcript of Proceedings
in the Superior Court of California,
Case No. CJC-10-004631 
Excerpt
(April 17, 2012) . . . . . . . . . . . . . App. 80

Appendix R Reporter’s Transcript of Proceedings
in the Superior Court of California,
Case No. CJC-10-004631 
Excerpt
(September 6, 2013) . . . . . . . . . . App. 82

Appendix S Reporter’s Transcript of Proceedings
in the Superior Court of California,
Case No. CJC-10-004631 
Excerpt
(February 11, 2014) . . . . . . . . . . App. 84

Appendix T Reporter’s Transcript of Proceedings
in the Superior Court of California,
Case No. CJC-10-004631 
Excerpt
(February 26, 2015) . . . . . . . . . . App. 86

Appendix U Reporter’s Transcript of Proceedings
in the Superior Court of California,
Case No. CJC-10-004631 
Excerpt
(April 10, 2015) . . . . . . . . . . . . . App. 88



App. 1

                         

APPENDIX A
                         

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF CALIFORNIA

S228978

En Banc

Court of Appeal, First Appellate District,
Division One - No. A145560

[Filed November 10, 2015]
___________________________________
TEVA PHARMACEUTICALS )
USA INC. et al., Petitioners, )

)
v. )

)
SUPERIOR COURT OF SAN )
FRANCISCO COUNTY, Respondent; )

)
ALBERT BOWMAN et al., )
Real Parties in Interest. )
___________________________________ )

The petition for review is denied.

     CANTIL-SAKAUYE      
        Chief Justice
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APPENDIX B
                         

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF CALIFORNIA

S228968

En Banc

Court of Appeal, First Appellate District,
Division One - No. A145555

[Filed November 10, 2015]
___________________________________
TEVA PHARMACEUTICALS )
USA INC. et al., Petitioners, )

)
v. )

)
SUPERIOR COURT OF SAN )
FRANCISCO, Respondent; )

)
JCCP 4631 NONRESIDENT )
PLAINTIFFS LISTED IN )
ADDENDUM et al., )
Real Parties in Interest. )
___________________________________ )

The petition for review is denied.

     CANTIL-SAKAUYE      
        Chief Justice
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APPENDIX C
                         

IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FIRST APPELLATE DISTRICT
DIVISION ONE

A145560

(City and County of San Francisco Superior
Court No. CJC11514810, JCCP4631)

[Filed August 19, 2015]
___________________________________
TEVA PHARMACEUTICALS )
USA INC., et al., )

)
Petitioners, )

)
v. )

)
THE SUPERIOR COURT OF SAN )
FRANCISCO COUNTY, )

)
Respondent; )

)
ALBERT BOWMAN et al., )

)
Real Parties in Interest. )

___________________________________ )



App. 4

BY THE COURT:1

The petition for writ of mandate and/or prohibition
is denied.

Date: AUG 19, 2015 HUMES, P.J.         P.J.

1 Before Humes, P.J., Margulies, J., and Dondero, J.
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APPENDIX D
                         

IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FIRST APPELLATE DISTRICT
DIVISION ONE

A145555

(City and County of San Francisco Superior
Court No. CJC10004631, JCCP4631)

[Filed August 19, 2015]
___________________________________
TEVA PHARMACEUTICALS )
USA INC., et al., )

)
Petitioners, )

)
v. )

)
THE SUPERIOR COURT OF SAN )
FRANCISCO COUNTY, )

)
Respondent; )

)
JCCP 4631 NONRESIDENT )
PLAINTIFFS LISTED IN )
ADDENDUM et al., )

)
Real Parties in Interest. )

___________________________________ )
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BY THE COURT:1

The petition for writ of mandate and/or prohibition
is denied.

Date: AUG 19, 2015 HUMES, P.J.         P.J.

1 Before Humes, P.J., Margulies, J., and Dondero, J.



App. 7

                         

APPENDIX E
                         

CIV-130
ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT
ATTORNEY (Name, State Bar number,
and address):
Mark G. Crawford (#136501)
Skikos, Crawford, Skikos & Joseph LLP
One Sansome Street, Suite 2830
San Francisco, CA 94104

FOR
COURT

USE
ONLY

TELEPHONE
NO.:

(415)
546-
7300

FAX NO
(Optional):

(415)
546-
7301

E-MAIL
ADDRESS

(Optional): 

mcrawford@skikoscrawford
.com

ATTORNEY
FOR (Name):

Plaintiffs as Plaintiffs’
Liaison Counsel

SUPERIOR COURT OF
CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF San
Francisco

STREET
ADDRESS:

400 McAllister
Street

MAILING
ADDRESS:
CITY AND
ZIP CODE:

San Francisco,
CA 94102

BRANCH
NAME:

San Francisco
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PLAINTIFF/
PETITIONER:

Plaintiffs Albert
Bowman and Sharon
Bowman

DEFENDANT/
RESPONDENT:

Defendants Pliva,
Teva and Barr

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT
OR ORDER

CASE
NUMBER:

(Check
one):

T UNLIMITED
CASE

LIMITED
CASE

CGC-11-
514810
(JCCP
4631)(Amount

demanded
exceeded
$25,000)

(Amount
demanded
was
$25,000 or
less)

TO ALL PARTIES:

1. A judgment, decree, or order was entered in this
action on (date): June 3, 2015

2. A copy of the judgment, decree, or order is attached
to this notice.

Date: June 10, 2015

Mark G. Crawford                   < /s/Mike G. Crawford
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME OF (SIGNATURE)
T9 ATTORNEY 
9 PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY)
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Form Approved for Optional
Use
Judicial Council of California
CIV-130 [New January 1, 2010]

www.courtinfo.ca.gov

* * *

[Proof of Service and Document Scanning Lead Sheet
Omitted in the Printing of this Appendix]
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
UNLIMITED JURISDICTION

Case No. CGC-11-514810

Judicial Counsel Coordination
Proceeding No: 4631

Superior Court No: CJC-10-004631

[Filed June 4, 2015]
______________________________________
COORDINATION PROCEEDING )
SPECIAL TITLE (Rule 3.550) )

)
REGLAN/METOCLOPRAMIDE CASES )
_____________________________________ )
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: )

)
ALBERT BOWMAN and SHARON )
BOWMAN, )

)
Plaintiffs, )

)
v. )

)
McKESSON CORPORATION; WYETH )
LLC; WYETH HARMACEUTICALS, )
INC., individually and d/b/a ESI Lederle, )
Inc.; WYETH, INC.; WYETH )
HOLDINGS  CORPORATION, )
individually and d/b/a Lederle Schwarz )
Pharma, Inc.; SCHWARZ PHARMA AG; )
UCB SA,; UCB INC.; ALAVEN )
PHARMACEUTICAL LLC; and DOES )
1-25; TEVA PHARMACEUTICALS, ) 
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USA, INC.; PLIVA , INC., individually )
and f/k/a Sidmak Laboratories, Inc.; )
GENERICS BIDCO 1;, LLC; BARR )
PHARMACEUTICALS, LLC f/k/a Barr )
Pharmaceuticals, Inc. and DOES 26-50, )

)
Defendants. )

______________________________________ )

ORDER DENYING DEFENDANTS  TEVA
PHARMACEUTICALS USA, INC., PLIVA, INC.

AND BARR PHARMACEUTICALS, LLC’S
MOTIONS TO QUASH SERVICE OF SUMMONS

IN BOWMAN ACTION

Date: April 10, 2015
Time: 9:30 a.m.
Dept: 303
Judge: Hon. Richard A. Kramer

The motions of Defendants Teva Pharmaceuticals
USA, Inc., PLIVA, Inc. and Barr Pharmaceuticals, LLC
to quash service of summons for lack of personal
jurisdiction in the individual action brought by
Plaintiffs Albert Bowman and Sharon Bowman came
on for hearing on April 10, 2015 at 9:30 a.m. in
Department 303 before the Hon. Richard A. Kramer.
Based on the moving, opposition and reply papers and
on the argument of counsel at the hearing, the court
orders as follows:

IT IS ORDERED THAT: 

Defendants Teva Pharmaceuticals USA, Inc.,
PLIVA, Inc. and Barr Pharmaceuticals, LLC’s motions
to quash service of summons for lack of personal
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jurisdiction in the individual action brought by
Plaintiffs Albert Bowman and Sharon Bowman are
DENIED based on moving parties’ consent to the
jurisdiction of the California courts and waiver of any
challenges to jurisdiction.

Since the Court finds Defendants consented to
jurisdiction and waived any jurisdictional challenges,
the Court need not and does not reach (1) Plaintiffs’
request for jurisdictional discovery before the Court’s
ruling; and (2) the substantive jurisdictional issues
raised by Defendants in their motions.

Under Code of Civil Procedure section 418.10(c),
moving parties’ time to petition an appropriate
reviewing court for a writ of mandate to require the
trial court to enter an order granting these motions is
extended 10 days so that the time period is within 20
days after service upon the moving parties of a written
notice of entry of an order of the court denying these
motions. 

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Date: 6/3   , 2015 /s/Richard A. Kramer           
Hon. Richard A. Kramer
Judge of the Superior Court

* * *

[Proof of Service Omitted in the 
Printing of this Appendix]
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APPENDIX F
                         

CIV-130
ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT
ATTORNEY (Name, State Bar number,
and address):
Mark G. Crawford (#136501)
Skikos, Crawford, Skikos & Joseph LLP
One Sansome Street, Suite 2830
San Francisco, CA 94104

FOR
COURT

USE
ONLY

TELEPHONE
NO.:

(415)
546-
7300

FAX NO
(Optional): 

(415)
546-
7301

E-MAIL
ADDRESS
(Optional):

mcrawford@skikoscrawford
.com

ATTORNEY
FOR

(Name):

Plaintiffs

SUPERIOR COURT OF
CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF San
Francisco

STREET
ADDRESS:

400 McAllister
Street

MAILING
ADDRESS:
CITY AND
ZIP CODE:

San Francisco,
CA 94102

BRANCH
NAME:

San Francisco
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PLAINTIFF/
PETITIONER:

Plaintiffs through
Plaintiffs’ Liaison
Counsel 

DEFENDANT/
RESPONDENT:

Defendants Pliva, Inc.
and Teva
Pharmaceuticals

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT
OR ORDER

CASE
NUMBER:

(Check
one):

T UNLIMITED
CASE

LIMITED
CASE

CJC-10-
004631
(JCCP
4631)(Amount

demanded
exceeded
$25,000)

(Amount
demanded
was
$25,000 or
less)

TO ALL PARTIES:

1. A judgment, decree, or order was entered in this
action on (date): June 4, 2015

2. A copy of the judgment, decree, or order is attached
to this notice.

Date: June 10, 2015

Mark G. Crawford                    < /s/Mike G. Crawford 
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME OF  (SIGNATURE)
T9 ATTORNEY 
9 PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY)
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Form Approved for Optional
Use
Judicial Council of California
CIV-130 [New January 1, 2010]

www.courtinfo.ca.gov

* * *

[Proof of Service and Document Scanning Lead Sheet
Omitted in the Printing of this Appendix]
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
UNLIMITED JURISDICTION

Judicial Counsel Coordination
Proceeding No: 4631

Superior Court No: CJC-10-004631

[Filed June 4, 2015]
______________________________________
COORDINATION PROCEEDING )
SPECIAL TITLE (Rule 3.550) )

)
REGLAN/METOCLOPRAMIDE CASES )
_____________________________________ )
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: )

)
All Cases )

)
______________________________________ )

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION
FOR DETERMINATION THAT GENERIC

DEFENDANTS PLIVA AND TEVA
PHARMACEUTICALS WAIVED PERSONAL

JURISDICTION CHALLENGES

Date: April 10, 2015
Time: 9:30 a.m.
Dept: 303
Judge: Hon. Richard A. Kramer

Plaintiffs’ motion, filed by Plaintiffs’ Liaison
Counsel, for determination that Generic Defendants
PLIVA, Inc. and Teva Pharmacreuticals USA, Inc.
waived personal jurisdiction challenges came on for
hearing on April 10, 2015 at 9:30 a.m. in Department
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303 before the Hon. Richard A. Kramer. Based on the
moving, opposition and reply papers and on the
argument of counsel at the hearing, the court orders as
follows:

IT IS ORDERED THAT:

Plaintiffs’ motion for determination that Generic
Defendants PLIVA, Inc. and Teva Pharmaceuticals
USA, Inc. waived personal jurisdiction challenges is
GRANTED.

Under Code of Civil Procedure section 418.10(c),
Defendants PLIVA, Inc.’s and Teva Pharmaceuticals
USA, Inc.’s time to petition an appropriate reviewing
court for a writ of mandate to require the trial court to
enter an order denying this motion is extended 10 days
so that the time period is within 20 days after service
upon those Defendants of a written notice of entry of an
order of the court granting this motion.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Date: 6/3   , 2015 /s/Richard A. Kramer           
Hon. Richard A. Kramer
Judge of the Superior Court

* * *

[Proof of Service Omitted in the 
Printing of this Appendix]
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APPENDIX G
                         

Cal. Civ. P. Code 

§ 404. Civil actions sharing common question of
fact or law; petition for coordination or motion
for permission to submit petition; supporting
declaration; assignment of judge

When civil actions sharing a common question of fact
or law are pending in different courts, a petition for
coordination may be submitted to the Chairperson of
the Judicial Council, by the presiding judge of any such
court, or by any party to one of the actions after
obtaining permission from the presiding judge, or by all
of the parties plaintiff or defendant in any such action.
A petition for coordination, or a motion for permission
to submit a petition, shall be supported by a
declaration stating facts showing that the actions are
complex, as defined by the Judicial Council and that
the actions meet the standards specified in Section
404.1. On receipt of a petition for coordination, the
Chairperson of the Judicial Council may assign a judge
to determine whether the actions are complex, and if
so, whether coordination of the actions is appropriate,
or the Chairperson of the Judicial Council may
authorize the presiding judge of a court to assign the
matter to judicial officers of the court to make the
determination in the same manner as assignments are
made in other civil cases.
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§ 404.1. Promotion of ends of justice; standards

Coordination of civil actions sharing a common
question of fact or law is appropriate if one judge
hearing all of the actions for all purposes in a selected
site or sites will promote the ends of justice taking into
account whether the common question of fact or law is
predominating and significant to the litigation; the
convenience of parties, witnesses, and counsel; the
relative development of the actions and the work
product of counsel; the efficient utilization of judicial
facilities and manpower; the calendar of the courts; the
disadvantages of duplicative and inconsistent rulings,
orders, or judgments; and, the likelihood of settlement
of the actions without further litigation should
coordination be denied.

§ 404.7. Practice and procedure; duty of judicial
council

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, the
Judicial Council shall provide by rule the practice and
procedure for coordination of civil actions in convenient
courts, including provision for giving notice and
presenting evidence.

Cal. Rules of Court 

Rule 3.504. General law applicable

(a) General law applicable
 
Except as otherwise provided in the rules in this
chapter, all provisions of law applicable to civil actions
generally apply to an action included in a coordination
proceeding.
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(b) Rules prevail over conflicting general
provisions of law
 
To the extent that the rules in this chapter conflict
with provisions of law applicable to civil actions
generally, the rules in this chapter prevail, as provided
by Code of Civil Procedure section 404.7.

(c) Manner of proceeding may be prescribed by
assigned judge

If the manner of proceeding is not prescribed by
chapter 3 (commencing with section 404) of title 4 of
part 2 of the Code of Civil Procedure or by the rules in
this chapter, or if the prescribed manner of proceeding
cannot, with reasonable diligence, be followed in a
particular coordination proceeding, the assigned judge
may prescribe any suitable manner of proceeding that
appears most consistent with those statutes and rules.

(d) Specification of applicable local rules
 
At the beginning of a coordination proceeding, the
assigned judge must specify, subject to rule 3.20, any
local court rules to be followed in that proceeding, and
thereafter all parties must comply with those rules.
Except as otherwise provided in the rules in this
chapter or as directed by the assigned judge, the local
rules of the court designated in the order appointing
the assigned judge apply in all respects if they would
otherwise apply without reference to the rules in this
chapter.
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Rule 3.524. Order assigning coordination motion
judge

(a) Contents of order
 
An order by the Chair of the Judicial Council assigning
a coordination motion judge to determine whether
coordination is appropriate, or authorizing the
presiding judge of a court to assign the matter to
judicial officers of the court to make the determination
in the same manner as assignments are made in other
civil cases, must include the following:
 
(1) The special title and number assigned to the
coordination proceeding; and
 
(2) The court’s address or electronic service address for
submitting all subsequent documents to be considered
by the coordination motion judge.
 
(b) Service of order
 
The petitioner must serve the order described in (a) on
each party appearing in an included action and send it
to each court in which an included action is pending
with directions to the clerk to file the order in the
included action.

 
Rule 3.540. Order assigning coordination trial
judge

(a) Assignment by the Chair of the Judicial
Council
 
When a petition for coordination is granted, the Chair
of the Judicial Council must either assign a
coordination trial judge to hear and determine the
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coordinated actions or authorize the presiding judge of
a court to assign the matter to judicial officers of the
court in the same manner as assignments are made in
other civil cases, under Code of Civil Procedure section
404.3. The order assigning a coordination trial judge
must designate an address for submission of papers to
that judge.

(b) Powers of coordination trial judge
 
Immediately on assignment, the coordination trial
judge may exercise all the powers over each
coordinated action that are available to a judge of the
court in which that action is pending.

(c) Filing and service of copies of assignment
order
 
The petitioner must file the assignment order in each
coordinated action and serve it on each party appearing
in each action, and, if the assignment was made by the
presiding judge, submit it to the Chair of the Judicial
Council. Every paper filed in a coordinated action must
be accompanied by proof of submission of a copy of the
paper to the coordination trial judge at the designated
address. A copy of the assignment order must be
included in any subsequent service of process on any
defendant in the action.

Rule 3.541. Duties of the coordination trial judge

(a) Initial case management conference
 
The coordination trial judge must hold a case
management conference within 45 days after issuance
of the assignment order. Counsel and all self-
represented persons must attend the conference and be
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prepared to discuss all matters specified in the order
setting the conference. At any time following the
assignment of the coordination trial judge, a party may
serve and submit a proposed agenda for the conference
and a proposed form of order covering such matters of
procedure and discovery as may be appropriate. At the
conference, the judge may:
 
(1) Appoint liaison counsel under rule 3.506;
 
(2) Establish a timetable for filing motions other than
discovery motions;
 
(3) Establish a schedule for discovery;
 
(4) Provide a method and schedule for the submission
of preliminary legal questions that might serve to
expedite the disposition of the coordinated actions;
 
(5) In class actions, establish a schedule, if practicable,
for the prompt determination of matters pertinent to
the class action issue;
 
(6) Establish a central depository or depositories to
receive and maintain for inspection by the parties
evidentiary material and specified documents that are
not required by the rules in this chapter to be served on
all parties; and
 
(7) Schedule further conferences if appropriate.
 
(b) Management of proceedings by coordination
trial judge
 
The coordination trial judge must assume an active
role in managing all steps of the pretrial, discovery,
and trial proceedings to expedite the just
determination of the coordinated actions without delay.
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The judge may, for the purpose of coordination and to
serve the ends of justice:
 
(1) Order any coordinated action transferred to another
court under rule 3.543;
 
(2) Schedule and conduct hearings, conferences, and a
trial or trials at any site within this state that the
judge deems appropriate with due consideration to the
convenience of parties, witnesses, and counsel; to the
relative development of the actions and the work
product of counsel; to the efficient use of judicial
facilities and resources; and to the calendar of the
courts; and
 
(3) Order any issue or defense to be tried separately
and before trial of the remaining issues when it
appears that the disposition of any of the coordinated
actions might thereby be expedited.

 
Rule 3.545. Termination of coordinated action

(a) Coordination trial judge may terminate action
 
The coordination trial judge may terminate any
coordinated action by settlement or final dismissal,
summary judgment, or judgment, or may transfer the
action so that it may be dismissed or otherwise
terminated in the court where it was pending when
coordination was ordered.
 
(b) Copies of order dismissing or terminating
action and judgment
 
A certified copy of the order dismissing or terminating
the action and of any judgment must be transmitted to:
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(1) The clerk of the court in which the action was
pending when coordination was ordered, who shall
promptly enter any judgment and serve notice of entry
of the judgment on all parties to the action and on the
Chair of the Judicial Council; and
 
(2) The appropriate clerks for filing in each pending
coordinated action.

(c) Judgment in coordinated action
 
The judgment entered in each coordinated action must
bear the title and case number assigned to the action at
the time it was filed.
 
(d) Proceedings in trial court after judgment
 
Until the judgment in a coordinated action becomes
final or until a coordinated action is remanded, all
further proceedings in that action to be determined by
the trial court must be determined by the coordination
trial judge. Thereafter, unless otherwise ordered by the
coordination trial judge, all such proceedings must be
conducted in the court where the action was pending
when coordination was ordered. The coordination trial
judge must also specify the court in which any ancillary
proceedings will be heard and determined. For
purposes of this rule, a judgment is final when it is no
longer subject to appeal.
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APPENDIX H
                         

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

CIVIC CENTER DIVISION

JCCP Proceeding No. 4631

[Filed May 2, 2014]
______________________________________
COORDINATION PROCEEDING )
SPECIAL TITLE [RULE 3.550] )

)
REGLAN/METOCLOPRAMIDE CASES )
______________________________________ )

)
PLAINTIFFS, )

)
vs. )

)
NAME-BRAND DEFENDANTS; )
GENERIC/OTHER DEFENDANTS. )
______________________________________ )

JOSHUA S. GOODMAN (SBN 116576)
jgoodman@gnhllp. com
GOODMAN NEUMAN HAMILTON LLP
417 Montgomery Street, 10th Floor
San Francisco, California 94104
Tel.: 415.705.0400
Fax.: 415.705.0411
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TAMMARA N. TUKLOFF (SBN 192200)
ttukloff@mpplaw. com
MORRIS POLICH & PURDY, LLP
600 W. Broadway, Suite 500
San Diego, California 92101
Tel.: 619.557.0404
Fax: 619.557.0460

Liaison Counsel for GENERIC DEFENDANTS

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND
AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT OF GENERIC

DEFENDANTS’ DEMURRER TO THIRD
AMENDED LONG FORM MASTER

COMPLAINT

Date: May 2, 2014
Time: 9:30 a.m.
Dept: 303
Judge: Richard A. Kramer

Third Amended
Complaint Filed: January 31, 2014

*     *     *
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[p.2]

Generic Defendants specifically demur to Plaintiffs’
design defect cause of action as to Generic Defendants
because, under even the narrowest reading of Bartlett,
this cause of action is squarely preempted by federal
law.4

*     *     *

4 This demurrer is directed to the TALFMC only and, as such, is a
master pleading challenge. The filing of this pleading is not
intended as, and does not constitute, an appearance by any
defendant in any individual action in the JCCP, and the filing of
this pleading is without waiver of each defendant’s rights to
challenge personal jurisdiction or to assert a forum non conveniens
challenge in any individual action; said rights are expressly
reserved, and the Court has recognized that such challenges are
not yet ripe. (See Feb. 11, 2014 Tr. 43:18-20 [“If you’re talking
about in personam jurisdiction, that’s going to be later. And if
we’re talking about procedural jurisdiction, improper service,
that’s going to be later . . . .”].) Generic Defendants also expressly
reserve the right to respond via demurrer or motion to any
individualized pleading insufficiencies that are more appropriately
addressed at the individual Short Form Complaint stage. . . .
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APPENDIX I
                         

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

CIVIC CENTER DIVISION

JCCP Proceeding No. 4631

[Filed November 18, 2013]
______________________________________
COORDINATION PROCEEDING )
SPECIAL TITLE [RULE 3.550] )

)
REGLAN/METOCLOPRAMIDE CASES )
______________________________________ )

)
PLAINTIFFS, )

)
vs. )

)
NAME-BRAND DEFENDANTS; )
GENERIC/OTHER DEFENDANTS, )
______________________________________ )

JOSHUA S. GOODMAN (SBN 116576)
jgoodman@gnhllp. com
GOODMAN NEUMAN HAMILTON LLP
417 Montgomery Street, 10th Floor
San Francisco, California 94104
Tel.: 415.705.0400
Fax.: 415.705.0411
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TAMMARA N. TUKLOFF (SBN 192200)
ttukloff@mpplaw. com
MORRIS POLICH & PURDY, LLP
600 W. Broadway, Suite 500
San Diego, California 92101
Tel.: 619.557.0404
Fax: 619.557.0460

Liaison Counsel for GENERIC DEFENDANTS

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND
AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT OF GENERIC
DEFENDANTS’ DEMURRER TO SECOND

AMENDED LONG FORM MASTER
COMPLAINT

Date: November 18, 2013
Time: 9:30 a.m.
Dept: 303
Judge: Richard A. Kramer

Second Amended
Complaint Filed: May 16, 2013

*     *     *
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[p.2]

which, under this Court’s April 2012 decision and even
the narrowest reading of Bartlett, there can be no
argument that the claims are preempted as to Generic
Defendants.3

*     *     *

3 This demurrer is directed to the Second Amended Long Form
Master Complaint only and, as such, is a master pleading
challenge. The filing of this pleading is not intended as, and does
not constitute, an appearance by any defendant in any individual
action included in the JCCP, and the filing of this pleading is
without waiver of each defendant’s rights to challenge personal
jurisdiction or to assert a forum non conveniens challenge in any
individual action; said rights are expressly reserved. Generic
Defendants also expressly reserve the right to respond by way of
demurrer or motion to any individualized pleading insufficiencies
that are more appropriately addressed at the individual Short
Form Complaint stage. . . .
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APPENDIX J
                         

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

Judicial Council Coordination
Proceeding No.: 4631

Superior Court No.: CJC-10-004631

[Filed July 9, 2012]
_______________________________________
COORDINATION PROCEEDING )
SPECIAL TITLE [RULE 3.550] )

)
REGLAN/METOCLOPRAMIDE CASES )
______________________________________ )

STUART M. GORDON (SBN: 037477)
JAMES R. REILLY (SBN: 127804)
REBECCA R. WARDELL (SBN: 272902)
GORDEN & REES LLP
Embarcadcro Center West
275 Battery Street, Suite 2000
San Francisco, CA 94111
Telephone: (415) 986-5900
Facsimile: (415) 986-8054

Attorneys for Defendants Wyeth LLC

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER

TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF
RECORD, PLEASE TAKE NOTICE:
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On July 6, 2012, the Court entered the Order
attached hereto as Exhibit A and captioned: CMO 3:
Master Complaint and Master Answer; Short Form
Compliant and Short Form Answer as to Brand
Defendants.

GORDON & REES LLP

By: /s/____________________________
Stuart M. Gordon
James R. Reilly
Rebecca R. Wardell

Attorneys for Defendants Wyeth LLC

Dated: July 9, 2012

* * *

[Proof of Service Omitted in the 
Printing of this Appendix]
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Exhibit A

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

Judicial Council Coordination
Proceeding No.: 4631

Superior Court No.: CJC-10-004631

[Filed July 6, 2012]
_______________________________________
COORDINATION PROCEEDING )
SPECIAL TITLE [RULE 3.550] )

)
REGLAN/METOCLOPRAMIDE CASES )
______________________________________ )

CMO 3: MASTER COMPLAINT AND 
MASTER ANSWER; SHORT FORM

COMPLAINT AND SHORT FORM ANSWER 
AS TO BRAND DEFENDANTS

This Case Management Order is applicable to
Plaintiffs and Brand Defendants only. The terms
herein are binding upon the representation by
plaintiffs’ liaison counsel that all plaintiffs counsel
have agreed to these terms, to be confirmed in a
written stipulation to be filed on or before 14 days from
the date of the filing of this Order. 

As to all non-Brand defendants, no further action is
required in the trial court until a decision is rendered
by the court of appeal on its review of the Court’s May
25, 2012 Order on Generic Defendants’ demurrer and
motion to strike. Upon such decision, the Court
anticipates entering a further Case Management Order
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as to such non-Brand defendants that remain in these
proceedings. 

I. Master Pleadings. 

Plaintiffs, through their liaison counsel, have filed
and served on all parties in accordance with the Court’s
electronic service procedures, an Amended Long Form
Master Complaint (“Master Complaint”) which will
serve as the basis of each action filed in this
Coordinated Proceeding. Within 30 days of entry of this
Order, Brand Defendants, through their liaison
counsel, will file and serve one Master Answer on
behalf of all Brand Defendants, which will include a
general denial and reserve all available defenses. The
filing of the Master Answer on behalf of Brand
Defendants does not constitute an appearance by any
Brand Defendant in any action. 

II. The Plaintiffs’ Short Form Complaint 

A. Plaintiffs’ Short Form Complaints and
Mandatory Discovery Responses 

Each Plaintiff in a case in this Coordinated
Proceeding must file a Short Form Complaint (“SFC”)
in the form attached to this Order as Exhibit A and
respond to discovery requests set forth below. The SFC
shall be filed in San Francisco Superior Court, but the
Coordination Trial Judge may transfer the case to
another venue in California, including the venue in
which the transferred case originally was filed, for
purposes of trial. 

Each SFC shall attach a copy of the Amended Long
Form Master Complaint and shall constitute an
amended complaint for all purposes, but shall be



App. 36

assigned a separate case number at the time of filing
for administrative purposes. Upon the filing of an SFC,
the Master Complaint, as amended by the Plaintiff’s
SFC with respect to the defendants named and adopted
causes of action, shall be the operative pleading.1 The
date on which the Master Complaint is filed shall have
no bearing on whether any Plaintiff has satisfied any
applicable statutes of limitations. Rather, the date on
which an individual Plaintiff’s properly-filed original
complaint initiating his or her action was filed, and/or
the terms of any tolling agreement entered into by the
parties pursuant to section II(C)(4) herein or otherwise,
shall have such bearing. Brand Defendants named in
the Master Complaint but not named in Plaintiff’s SFC
shall be dismissed from the respective action without
prejudice. Plaintiffs may amend the SFC pursuant to
stipulation and order regarding additional defendants
whose products have been identified as having been
ingested by the plaintiff up to thirty (30) days after the
parties reach an agreement that product identification
has been established pursuant to Section IV(F)(1) or
completed the mutual product identification discovery
required by Section IV(F)(2). Any such amendment
pursuant to the preceding sentence shall relate back to
the original filing of the Plaintiff’s original complaint.
Thereafter, applicable law shall apply with regard to
any amendment to add Brand Defendants and relation
back to the original filing of the complaint. Any
allegation within the Plaintiff’s SFC or amended SFC
relating to dates of usage cannot be used for purposes

1 Until further order of this Court, any action that is the subject of
an SFC shall be stayed as to all non-Brand defendants named
therein.
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of impeachment during pretrial discovery or trial.
Nothing in this Order shall preclude further case
management orders agreed to by the parties and
the Court relating to pleadings against the
Defendants.

B. Procedures for Filing Plaintiff’s SFC 

1. Cases Currently on File (“Existing
Case(s)”)

Except as set forth below, each Plaintiff with a case
on file as of the date of this Order (“Existing Case(s)”)
shall file an SFC in the form attached hereto as Exhibit
A no later than thirty (30) days from the filing of this
Order.2 The Plaintiff’s attorney shall exercise good faith
and due diligence to identify the manufacturer of the
products used by Plaintiff and to obtain documentation
establishing diagnosis of the Plaintiff’s alleged injury
or otherwise supporting the allegation that the Plaintiff
incurred an injury as a result of ingestion of
Reglan/metoclopramide as set forth in Paragraph
II. B. 1 of this Court’s Order re Plaintiffs’ Preliminary
Disclosure entered on July 26, 2011. Individuals
related to a Plaintiff may be included in the same
Plaintiff’s SFC. In cases naming multiple, unrelated
Plaintiffs, (1) such unrelated Plaintiffs shall file
separate Plaintiff’s SFCs, and (2) each Plaintiff’s SFC
will be assigned a new case number. If a law firm and
their co-counsel have more than fifty (50) Existing
Cases on file, they may stagger the filing of their cases

2 Nothing in this order is intended to affect any defendant’s right
to file a cross-complaint, and Brand Defendants expressly reserve
their right to do so.
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by filing, at a minimum, their first fifty (50) cases
within the first thirty (30) days of the filing this Order,
and another fifty (50) cases every thirty (30) days
thereafter until SFCs for all such firms’ Existing Cases
are filed, but in no event shall any Short Form
Complaint in an Existing Case be filed after December
31, 2012. 

A Plaintiff’s SFC shall be served on all Brand
Defendants named therein and Plaintiffs’ Liaison
Counsel. Brand Defendants’ Liaison Counsel shall
provide to Plaintiffs through Plaintiffs’ Liaison Counsel
a copy of a Master Service List of Brand Defendants
who agree that original service of process may be
effected on them by mailing a copy to the identified
recipient by first class and electronic mail.3 Any
changes to that Master Service List shall be made by
Brand Defendants’ Liaison Counsel providing written
notice to Plaintiffs’ Liaison Counsel of such change, and
such change shall be effective immediately upon the
receipt of such written notice. For all other Defendants,
standard service of process procedures shall apply. 

3 The agents named on said list agree to accept service of process
via first class and electronic mail for existing cases in California
JCCP 4631 and future cases to be coordinated into JCCP 4631. The
agents listed for service of process via first class and electronic
mail are valid only for cases included in or anticipated to be
included in California JCCP 4631 (to the extent such agents for
service of process are not the particular Brand Defendants’
standard agent for service of process).
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2. Cases to be Filed (“Future Case(s)”) 

i. Options for Initiating Action and
Filing a Plaintiff’s SFC: Plaintiffs who have not yet
filed an action (“Future Case(s)”) may initiate an action
by filing a complaint in a proper venue in California. If
the action is initiated as a multi-plaintiff complaint,
upon transfer of the case to this Coordinated
Proceeding, each unrelated Plaintiff shall file a
separate Plaintiff’s SFC, each SFC thereafter shall
constitute an amended but separate action for all
purposes. Each Plaintiff in a Future Case shall file a
Plaintiff’s SFC no later than thirty (30) days from the
date of the order coordinating the individual action or
multi-plaintiff case to this Coordinated Proceeding.
During this period, the Plaintiff’s attorney shall
exercise good faith and due diligence to identify the
manufacturer of the products used by Plaintiff and to
obtain documentation establishing the diagnosis of the
Plaintiff’s alleged injury or otherwise supporting the
allegation that the Plaintiff incurred an injury as a
result of ingestion of Reglan/metoclopramide. For any
Future Case filed, the Plaintiff must include a civil
cover sheet identifying this Coordinated Proceeding
(JCCP 4631, Reglan/metoclopramide Cases) as a
related case. This section pertaining to Future Cases
shall become binding on all parties absent a showing of
good cause that is brought to the Court’s attention
promptly following entry of an order adding the case on
to the captioned Coordination Proceeding. 

ii. Compliance with Section 377.32:
Plaintiffs in wrongful death survivor actions shall
comply with the provisions of California Code of Civil
Procedure section 377.32 at the time of filing of the
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Plaintiff’s SFC, or within 90 days of the time of death
thereafter.

iii. Service of Newly Filed Cases:
Newly filed cases must be served on each Brand
Defendant named in the Plaintiff’s SFC. The Brand
Defendants’ Liaison Counsel, Stuart M. Gordon, shall
provide to Plaintiffs through Plaintiffs’ Liaison Counsel
a copy of a Master Service List of Brand Defendants
who agree that original service of process may be
effected on them by mailing a copy to the identified
recipient by first class and electronic mail. Any changes
to that Master Service List shall be made by Brand
Defendants’ Liaison Counsel providing notice to
Plaintiffs’ Liaison Counsel of such change, and such
change shall be effective immediately upon the receipt
of such written notice. 

iv. Plaintiff Not Barred From Filing
Complaint: Nothing in this Case Management Order
shall be construed to preclude a Plaintiff from filing an
original complaint naming any or all Defendants. 

3. Evidence that Must Be Served with
Plaintiff’s SFC

If not previously served pursuant to this Court’s
Order re Plaintiffs’ Preliminary Disclosures (dated July
26, 2011) prior to filing a SFC, the Plaintiff shall
concurrently produce to any Brand Defendants named
in Plaintiff’s SFC and to Brand Defendants’ Liaison
Counsel all documents and other information required
in Paragraph II in this Court’s Order re Plaintiffs’
Preliminary Disclosures (dated July 26, 2011) not
already provided. The Plaintiff’s filing of a Plaintiff’s
SFC also shall constitute a certification that Plaintiff
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and Plaintiff’s counsel have used good faith efforts to
identify and obtain pharmacy records pertaining to
Plaintiff’s Reglan or metoclopramide use of which
Plaintiff has knowledge.

4. Tolling of Statute of Limitations 

Nothing in this Case Management Order shall be
construed to preclude any of the parties from agreeing
to the tolling of any statute of limitations in lieu of
naming them in any complaint or Plaintiff’s SFC. 

III. Short Form Answer by Brand Defendants 

A. Within thirty (30) days from the date a Plaintiff
files and serves a Plaintiff’s Fact Sheet as provided for
in CMO 4, the Brand Defendants named therein and
properly served with such SFC shall file a Short Form
Answer (“SFA”) in the form attached to this Order as
Exhibit B (“Brand Defendant’s SFA”), except as set
forth in paragraph III(B), below. Pursuant to
stipulation between the parties and Court order
thereon, only one affiliated Brand Defendant need file
an SFA for all Brand Defendants who are affiliated
through a parent, subsidiary or other similar
relationship, and the remaining affiliated Brand
Defendants, against whom the action shall be tolled,
shall file their SFA at a later time as ordered by the
Court. 

B. Within thirty (30) days from the date a Plaintiff
files and serves a Plaintiff’s SFC, a Defendant who is
named a manufacturer of a product identified in
paragraph 6 of the Plaintiff’s SFC may take one of the
following actions: 
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1. Such Brand Defendant may file a Brand
Defendant’s SFA, which shall constitute recognition of
Plaintiff’s good faith substantiation of product and
manufacturer identification for the purposes of the
Plaintiff’s SFC. 

2. If such Brand Defendant believes that the
evidence served with the Plaintiff’s SFC is not good
faith substantiation of product identification, or if no
documentation substantiating use of such product is
provided with the Plaintiff’s SFC, such Brand
Defendant may serve a written objection on Plaintiff’s
counsel identifying the named product at issue and
setting forth the reasons why it believes the evidence is
insufficient. If Plaintiff fails to provide any medical
records with the Plaintiff’s SFC, the Brand Defendant
may also object on this ground. However, under no
circumstances may a Brand Defendant challenge the
sufficiency of the medical records provided before or
with Plaintiff’s SFC.

Plaintiff shall have twenty-one (21) days from the
date of such service to serve a written response to the
objection. The parties shall meet and confer on the
objection, and if the objection cannot be resolved the
Plaintiff may file a motion to establish the good faith
substantiation of the evidence for purposes of pleading
under California law. The evidence listed in Section
II(C)(3) of this Order shall be considered by the Court
to be presumptive evidence of good faith substantiation
by the Plaintiff of product identification. Objecting
Brand Defendant(s) may appear specially to respond to
plaintiff’s motion. Until the objection is resolved, such
Brand Defendant shall have no obligation to file a
Brand Defendant’s SFA. 
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IV. Obligations and Continuing Disclosure
Requirements 

Once a Plaintiff files a Plaintiff’s SFC, the Plaintiff
and Brand Defendants have a mutual interest to
ensure that the correct metoclopramide product(s) are
identified for that case. To this end, the following
procedures shall be implemented which the parties
shall follow in good faith to the extent applicable to
them: 

A. Gathering the Medical and Pharmacy
Records. The parties shall continue to gather and
share medical and pharmacy records in accordance
with Paragraph III. A. of the Court’s Order re
Plaintiffs’ Preliminary Disclosures entered July 26,
2011. 

B. Discovery of Additional Information re
Product Identification. 

1. Limited Product Identification
Discovery. A Plaintiff may propound limited case
specific discovery relating to product identification on
any Brand Defendant whose product has been
identified as a product taken by the Plaintiff and who
has been named in the Plaintiff’s SFC, after the
following have occurred: (1) the Plaintiff has filed an
SFC; (2) the Brand Defendant has filed an SFA; (3) the
Plaintiff has served a Plaintiff’s Fact Sheet (“PFS”);
and (4) the Brand Defendant has served a Brand
Defendant’s Fact Sheet (“DFS”). The case specific
product identification discovery that Plaintiff may
propound on any Brand Defendant is limited to (1) the
information provided to the prescribing physicians in
that case and (2) the following: no more than five
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interrogatories, no more than three requests for
production of documents and no more than three
requests for admission. After propounding such
discovery, Plaintiff may propound a supplemental
interrogatory requesting that such product
identification discovery be supplemented with any new
information or documents. Such supplemental
interrogatories may be propounded three times without
court approval. In addition, any Brand Defendant
named in the Plaintiff’s SFC may propound the same
types and numbers of product identification discovery
and supplemental interrogatories upon the Plaintiff
without court approval. 

2. If a Plaintiff who has already filed a
Plaintiff’s SFC supplements his or her PFS with a
previously unidentified or incorrectly identified
manufacturer of a Reglan/metoclopramide prescription
and amends his/her Plaintiff’s SFC accordingly and
effects proper service thereof, that Brand Defendant
must object or appear by filing a Brand Defendant’s
SFA in the manner set forth above. Additionally, a
previously named Brand Defendant that remains in the
Amended Plaintiff’s SFC, and whose product has been
identified as a product taken by the Plaintiff, must
supplement if necessary its DFS within sixty (60) days
of the Plaintiff providing additional documentary
information that requires such supplementation. If not
previously named in the original complaint, such newly
named Brand Defendant(s) shall be substituted for
“Doe” Defendants under the provisions of California
Code of Civil Procedure section 474, and, if named
within the time period set forth in Section II(A)(1)
herein (Plaintiff’s responses to form discovery
requests), by agreement of the parties such amendment
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shall, as to the Claims alleged in the Master
Complaint, relate back to the date of the filing of the
Plaintiff’s properly filed original complaint. Thereafter,
California procedural rules shall apply with regard to
amendment to add Brand Defendants and relation
back to the original filing of the complaint. 

C. Product Identification Investigation and
Discovery. The parties shall attempt to establish
product identification through discovery processes and
exchanges of information provided in this Order and in
other case management orders (CMOs), including the
records exchanged by the parties in connection with the
SFC, the PFS and DFS processes, the exchange of
medical records, as well as through the issuance of
third party subpoenas for the production of business
records where necessary. After completion of this
discovery and exchange process, should any party wish
to obtain further case-specific product identification
information through written discovery, production of
further documents or deposition testimony or any other
processes not provided for in the CMOs herein, the
parties shall meet and confer as to whether they can
reach agreement to conduct such discovery. If they
cannot, the party seeking such discovery shall seek
permission of the Court to conduct such discovery and
show good cause, including a showing as to why such
information is necessary for product identification and
why such information cannot be ascertained through
the procedures set forth in the CMOs. 

D. The Parties’ Mutual Obligation To Share
Product Identification Information. In the event
any Plaintiff has knowledge of or discovers a previously
unnamed manufacturer of a Reglan/metoclopramide
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prescription ingested by such Plaintiff, or discovers
that a previously named Manufacturer Defendant’s
product was incorrectly identified in the Plaintiff’s
SFC, such Plaintiff must inform in writing all other
parties in the matter of this information and provide
the other parties with any documentation they do not
have. In addition, every Brand Defendant named in the
Plaintiff’s SFC shall provide to all parties copies of all
materials containing product identification information
related to that Plaintiff and obtained by that Brand
Defendant. The parties shall so inform the other
parties within a reasonable time of discovery of such
information. Plaintiffs will endeavor to amend the SFC
within 15 days of receipt of such information, deleting
any inappropriate parties or adding any additional
Defendants against which Plaintiffs intend to proceed
at anytime in the future if allowed by the Court, and in
any event will do so within a reasonable time. 

E. Plaintiffs’ Discovery Obligations And
Defendants’ Options Where No Plaintiff’s SFC Is
Filed Within Time Limits. 

1. Product Identification and Medical
Investigation. Plaintiffs’ counsel has an obligation to
affirmatively conduct investigation and, if necessary,
discovery as to product identification. Plaintiff’s
counsel shall order whatever records they deem
necessary to establish the product identification
evidence required herein, and shall take steps to
identify healthcare providers involved in the
prescription of metoclopramide products, request
prescription records from those providers and
pharmacies and, if necessary, issue third party
subpoenas to gather the necessary records and



App. 47

information. If any subpoenas are issued, Plaintiffs’
counsel shall serve copies of those subpoenas on
Defendants’ Liaison Counsel.

2. Plaintiffs’ Six-Month Reports. 

Plaintiffs are required to continue to serve Six-
Month Reports in accordance with Paragraph
III. B. 2 of the Court’s Order re Plaintiffs’
Preliminary Disclosures entered on July 26, 2011. 

3. Option by Defense Counsel for Relief.

(a) For any Existing or Future Case in which
no Plaintiff’s SFC has been served within the time
limits set forth in sections II(C)(1) and II(C)(2)
herein, any Brand Defendant named in Plaintiff’s
properly filed First Amended Long Form Master
Complaint may seek relief, including dismissal as
the Court deems appropriate. Additionally, such
relief may be in the form of a motion to compel the
Court-ordered discovery set forth herein and for fees
and/or sanctions. Brand Defendants may move for
summary judgment at 12 months following the
filing of the Master Complaint or the original
complaint, whichever is later. 

F. Good Faith Establishment of Product
Identification 

Upon the exchange of information, investigation
and discovery by the parties as to product
identification, the parties shall attempt in good faith to
establish that all metoclopramide products ingested by
the Plaintiff have been identified. This process is as
follows: 
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1. The parties in each case may at any time
after filing Plaintiff’s SFC reach an agreement that
product identification has been established. Such
agreement shall be in writing in a form to be agreed
upon by the parties. 

2. If no such agreement is made by the time the
Brand Defendant’s Fact Sheet, if required as set
forth above, is served as set forth in CMO 4, then
the following discovery requests shall be considered
served on each Brand Defendant named in the
operative Plaintiff’s SFC. Each such Brand
Defendant shall serve its responses within thirty
(30) days from the date its Brand Defendant’s Fact
Sheet was served. 

• Request for Admission No. 1: Do you
admit that the pharmacy records (or other
pertinent records) produced to date identify
your product as a metoclopramide product
that was provided to the Plaintiff? (If the
Brand Defendant’s responses is not an
unequivocal admission, such Brand
Defendant shall also concurrently serve a
response to Judicial Council Form
Interrogatory No. 17.1, and shall produce to
Plaintiff all documents referenced in such
response.) 

• Interrogatory No. 1: Please identify each
Brand Defendant which you contend
manufactured metoclopramide prescribed/
provided to you/Plaintiff but which was not
named by you/Plaintiff in a Plaintiff’s SFC or
Plaintiff’s Fact Sheet. 



App. 49

• Interrogatory No. 2: As to each Brand
Defendant which you contend manufactured
metoclopramide prescribed/provided to
you/Plaintiff but which was not named by
you/Plaintiff in a Plaintiff’s SFC or Plaintiff’s
Fact Sheet, please set forth all facts which
support your contention. 

• Request For Production No. 1: As to each
Brand Defendant which you contend
manufactured metoclopramide prescribed/
provided to you/Plaintiff but which was not
named by you/Plaintiff in a Plaintiff’s SFC or
Plaintiff’s Fact Sheet, please produce all
documents that support your contention that
s u c h  M a n u f a c t u r i n g  D e f e n d a n t
manufactured metoclopramide prescribed/
provided to you/Plaintiff. 

3. Fourteen (14) days after service of the last
Brand Defendant’s response to the above discovery,
the Interrogatories and Request for Production set
forth above shall be considered served on Plaintiff,
after which Plaintiff shall have thirty (30) days to
respond. 

4. The parties acknowledge that there may be
circumstances in which the parties in good faith
have made a mutual mistake or extraordinary
circumstances exist regarding the identity of the
product used by the Plaintiff. Under these
circumstances, when a Brand Defendant has been
dismissed without prejudice under the procedures
set forth herein, the parties herein agree (1) that
the Plaintiff(s) may amend in good faith to rename
that Brand Defendant and (2) that such amendment
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will relate back to the date of filing of the plaintiff’s
properly-filed original action. Any other attempt to
rename a Brand Defendant who had been
previously dismissed without prejudice will be
governed by the California Code of Civil Procedure. 

5. If a new Manufacturer Defendant is named
in any interrogatory response pursuant to Section
IV.F, the Plaintiff and the newly-named
Manufacturer Defendant shall follow the
procedures set forth in Section IV(B)(2) as allowed
by the Court. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Dated: JUL 06, 2012 /s/_________________________
Honorable Richard A. Kramer 
Judge of the Superior Court 

Exhibit A: Short Form Complaint as to Brand
Defendants 

Exhibit B: Short Form Answer
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Exhibit A

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

Judicial Council Coordination
Proceeding No.: 4631

Superior Court No.: CJC-10-004631
_______________________________________
COORDINATION PROCEEDING )
SPECIAL TITLE [RULE 3.550] )

)
REGLAN/METOCLOPRAMIDE CASES )
______________________________________ )

SHORT FORM COMPLAINT 
FOR PLAINTIFF ________

1. Pursuant to Case Management Order 3, Plaintiff(s)
hereby submit this Short Form Complaint (“SFC”)
against Defendants identified below, and hereby adopts
and incorporates by reference as set forth in Plaintiffs’
most recently amended Long Form Master Complaint,
attached hereto as Attachment 1, and any and all later
amendments thereto. 

2. Plaintiff(s) who are parties to this civil action are
identified as follows: 

a. Plaintiff _________ is a citizen and resident of
_____ County in the State of _______ , and
ingested Reglan® or a generic metoclopramide
product(s), and claims damages as set forth
below. 

[Insert Subparagraph (b) if necessary] 
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b. Plaintiff _________ is the [T applicable
relationship] 9 Spouse, 9 child, 9 personal
representative of the Estate, or 9 other [please
describe] of the above Plaintiff or other
individual who ingested Reglan® or a generic
metoclopramide product(s), is a citizen and
resident of _____ County in the State of _______,
and claims damages as set forth below. 

c. Plaintiff _______ ingested Reglan® and/or
metoclopramide from approximately ________
[Insert month and year of first ingestion] to
approximately ______ [insert month and year of
last ingestion]. This allegation cannot be used
for any reason including impeachment, and is
for informational purposes only. 

3 Plaintiff(s) bring this action in the following
capacities: 

__ Individual Claim: Plaintiff __________ is an
individual who sustained personal injuries and
damages as a result of consumption of the
medication(s) identified in paragraph __ below.

__ Spousal Claim: Plaintiff _________ is the spouse of
_______ who sustained personal injuries and
damages as a result of consumption of the
medication(s) listed in paragraph __ below. 

__ Wrongful Death Claim: Decedent __________
sustained fatal injuries as a result of ingestion of
the medication(s) listed in paragraph __ below. The
following plaintiffs are the heirs of Decedent, or
other persons entitled to bring an action for the
wrongful death of Decedent, and bring the
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applicable causes of action alleged in the SFC,
pursuant to section 377.60 of the California Code of
Civil Procedure: 
______________________________________________

______________________________________________

__ Survivor Claim: Decedent _________ sustained
fatal injuries as a result of ingestion of the
medication(s) listed in paragraph __ below. The
following plaintiffs are the successors and/or
representatives in interest of Decedent, and bring
the applicable causes of action alleged in the SFC,
pursuant to section 377.30 of the California Code of
Civil Procedure (also file affidavit or declaration
pursuant to section 377.32): 
______________________________________________

______________________________________________

If bringing a Wrongful Death or Survivor Claim, list
date of death: _________________

__ Other: 
______________________________________________

______________________________________________

4. Plaintiff(s)’ action is: 

__ a case previously filed and added into Judicial
Council Proceeding No. 4631; 

__ a case previously filed but not added into
Judicial Council Coordinated Proceeding No.
4631; 

__ a new case. 
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5. Plaintiff names the following parties as Brand
Defendants: [insert names] 

6. Plaintiff names the following non-Brand
Defendants: [insert names] 

7. Plaintiff alleges that the ingestion of the following
metoclopramide products caused his/her injuries,
subject to later amendment as set forth in CMO 3 and
in any later Orders of the Court: 

Product Defendant/Manufacturer

__ Must check here to affirm required evidence of
use of each product identified above and all
other medical and pharmacy records obtained to
date relating to your claims herein are attached
to this SFC or served concurrently with this SFC
as required by Case Management Order No. 3,
unless already produced in response to the
Court’s Order re Plaintiffs’ Preliminary
Disclosures. 

__ Must check here to affirm that HIPAA complaint
authorizations for the pharmacies, health care
providers, and others identified herein are
served herewith, unless already produced in
response to the Court’s Order re Plaintiffs’
Preliminary Disclosures. 
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8. Plaintiff alleges he or she suffered the following
injury(ies) [ T applicable conditions which he or she
attributes to ingestion of metoclopramide]: 

9 Tardive Dyskinesia 

9 Dystonia 

9 Akathisia 

9 Parkinson’s disease or syndrome 

9 Extrapyramidal symptoms (or EPS) 

9 Suicidal ideation 

9 Other: ____________________________________

For each injury checked above, Plaintiff serves
concurrently with this SFC, as required by Case
Management Order No. 3, documentation
establishing a diagnosis of the alleged injury or
otherwise supporting the allegation that the
Plaintiff/Decedent has the injury identified above,
unless already produced in response to the Court’s
Order re Plaintiffs’ Preliminary Disclosures.

9. Plaintiff(s) adopt and incorporate by reference all
appropriate and applicable allegations, claims, causes
of action, relief and demands set forth and asserted in
the Plaintiffs’ Long Form Master Complaint, attached
hereto, and any and all later such amendments thereto.
Those causes of action stated in such Long Form
Master Complaint that are NOT adopted by Plaintiff
are the following: _____________________________.

9 OTHER CLAIMS: ___________________ against
Defendant(s) _________, as set forth in Attachment 2
hereto. 
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Dated: _____________ [FIRM NAME] 

By: ___________________________
[ATTORNEY NAME] 
Attorney for Plaintiff



App. 57

Exhibit B

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

DEPARTMENT 206

Judicial Council Coordination
Proceeding No. 4631

Superior Court No.: CJC-10-004631
_______________________________________
COORDINATION PROCEEDING )
SPECIAL TITLE [RULE 3.550] )

)
REGLAN/METOCLOPRAMIDE CASES )
______________________________________ )

BRAND DEFENDANTS’ 
SHORT FORM ANSWER

COMES NOW Defendant(s), _______ and responds
to the Plaintiff’s Short Form Complaint on file in the
Coordination Court. 

Defendant(s) denies each and every allegation of
Plaintiff’s Complaint pursuant to Code of Civil
Procedure Section 431.30(d), and specifically denies
that Plaintiff has been damaged in any sum, or at all,
by reason of any act or omission on the part of this
answering Defendant(s). 

Defendant(s) _________ reserves all available
defenses to Plaintiffs’ Master Complaint. 

Dated: _________. 

By _________
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APPENDIX K
                         

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

JCCP Proceeding No. 4631
Superior Court Case No. CJC-10-004631

[Filed April 17, 2012]
______________________________________
COORDINATED PROCEEDING )
SPECIAL TITLE [RULE 3.550] )

)
REGLAN/METOCLOPRAMIDE CASES )
______________________________________ )

)
PLAINTIFFS, )

)
vs. )

)
NAME-BRANDED DEFENDANTS; )
GENERIC/OTHER DEFENDANTS. )
______________________________________ )

Joshua S. Goodman (SBN 116576)
jgoodman@jgn.com
JENKINS GOODMAN NEUMAN & 
HAMILTON LLP
417 Montgomery Street, 10th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104

Liaison Counsel for Generic Defendants
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Tammara N. Tukloff (SBN 192200)
ttukloff@mpplaw. com
MORRIS POLICH & PURDY LLP
600 W. Broadway, Suite 500
San Diego, CA 92101

Liaison Counsel for Generic Defendants

NOTICE OF DEMURRER AND DEMURRER OF
GENERIC DEFENDANTS’ TO FIRST
AMENDED LONG FORM MASTER

COMPLAINT

Accompanying Documents:

• Memorandum of Points & Authorities
• Request for Judicial Notice
• Compendium of Non-California Authorities
• Proposed Order

Date: April 17, 2012
Time: 9:30 a.m.
Dept: 304
Judge: Hon. Richard A. Kramer

Complaint Filed: March 2, 2012

*     *     *
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[p.2]

DEMURRER

Pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedure
sections 430.10, 430.30 and 430.60, et seq., and Generic
Defendants’ Memorandum of Points and Authorities,
Generic Defendants, jointly and severally, hereby
demur, to Plaintiffs’ First Amended Long Form Master
Complaint as follows:1, 2

*     *     *

2 This demurrer is directed to the First Amended Long Form
Master Complaint only and, as such, is a master pleading
challenge. The filing of this pleading is not intended as, and does
not constitute an appearance by any defendant in any individual
action included in the JCCP, and the filing of this pleading is
without waiver of each defendant’s rights to challenge personal
jurisdiction or to assert a forum non conveniens challenge in any
individual action; said rights are expressly reserved.
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APPENDIX L
                         

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

JCCP Proceeding No. 4631
Superior Court Case No. CJC-10-004631

[Filed December 12, 2011]
______________________________________
COORDINATED PROCEEDING )
SPECIAL TITLE [RULE 3.550] )

)
REGLAN/METOCLOPRAMIDE CASES )
______________________________________ )

)
PLAINTIFFS, )

)
vs. )

)
NAME-BRANDED DEFENDANTS; )
GENERIC/OTHER DEFENDANTS. )
______________________________________ )

JOSHUA S. GOODMAN, ESQ. (SBN 116576)
jgoodman@jgn. com
JENKINS GOODMAN NEUMAN HAMILTON LLP
417 Montgomery Street, 10th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104
Tel.: 415.705.0400
Fax: 415.705.0411

Liaison Counsel for Generic Defendants
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TAMMARA N. TUKLOFF, ESQ. (SBN 192200)
ttukloff@mpplaw. com
MORRIS POLICH & PURDY LLP
501 W. Broadway, Suite 500
San Diego, California 92101
Tel.: 619.557.0404
Fax: 619.557.0460

Liaison Counsel for Generic Defendants

MOTION TO REVOKE LEAVE TO FILE AN
AMENDED COMPLAINT OR TO STRIKE

PLAINTIFFS’ MASTER LONG FORM
COMPLAINT AS TO GENERIC DEFENDANTS;

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND
AUTHORITIES; REQUEST FOR JUDICIAL

NOTICE; COMPENDIUM OF
NON-CALIFORNIA AUTHORITIES IN

SUPPORT THEREOF; [PROPOSED] ORDER

Date: December 12, 2011
Time: 10:30 a.m.
Dept: 304
Judge: Hon. Richard A. Kramer

Complaint Filed: September 30, 2011

*     *     *

[p.1]

. . . . This challenge focuses on the federal
preemption issue, and the Generic Defendants reserve
all defenses and challenges (including jurisdictional,
forum non conveniens (“FNC”), and state-law demurrer
challenges) more appropriately reserved until
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individual Plaintiffs file individual Short Form
Complaints.3

*     *     *

3 For example, the LFMC seeks to assert causes of action under
California law only and provides no Plaintiff-specific information.
Inasmuch as the vast majority of the Plaintiffs in this Coordinated
Proceedings are not residents of California and were not injured in
California, Defendants cannot assert jurisdictional, FNC, or other
challenges until Plaintiff-specific facts are alleged and
choice-of-law issues are decided. . . .
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APPENDIX M
                         

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

Judicial Council Coordination Proceeding No. 4631
Superior Court No.: CJC-10-004631

[Filed July 26, 2011]
______________________________________
COORDINATION PROCEEDING )
SPECIAL TITLE [RULE 3.550] )

)
REGLAN/METOCLOPRAMIDE CASES )
______________________________________ )

AMENDED CMO 1: APPOINTMENT OF
LIAISON COUNSEL, JURISDICTION AND

STAY OF DISCOVERY

All provisions in CMO 1 remain in effect, except for
what is outlined in this Order. Any Defendant that
wishes may file an appropriate motion or motions or
other requests for relief (motions) based upon the
claimed impact of the PLIVA, Inc. v. Mensings, ___ U.S.
___, 131 S. Ct. 2567 (June 23, 2011), decision. These
motions will be filed but no responses will be due until
further order of this Court. After these motions are
filed, there will be a Case Management Conference to
discuss the following : (1) the dates oppositions will be
due, (2) the hearing date(s) for the filed motions,
(3) what discovery if any needs to be conducted in order
to provide a response to the motions, and (4) whether
any amended complaints or master complaint may be
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filed, and if so the process for doing so, and other
appropriate matters.

Motions not related to PLIVA, Inc. v. Mensings
remain stayed as set forth in CMO 1. Any such motions
or other papers are without prejudice to and do not
constitute a waiver of the right to file motions on any
issue not related to the impact of the Mensing decision
after further order of the Court.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated: 7-26   , 2011

/s/_________________________________
     Honorable Richard A. Kramer

Judge of the Superior Court
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APPENDIX N
                         

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

Judicial Council Coordination
Proceeding No.: 4631

Superior Court No.: CJC-10-004631

[Filed April 26, 2011]
_______________________________________
COORDINATION PROCEEDING )
SPECIAL TITLE [RULE 3.550] )

)
REGLAN/METOCLOPRAMIDE CASES )
______________________________________ )

STUART M. GORDON (SBN: 037477)
JAMES R. REILLY (SBN: 127804)
GORDON & REES LLP
Embarcadero Center West
275 Battery Street, Suite 2000
San Francisco, CA 94111
Telephone: (415) 986-5900
Facsimile: (415) 986-8054

Attorneys for Defendants Wyeth LLC,
Pfizer Inc., Schwarz Pharma, Inc. and
Alaven Pharmaceutical LLC

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER

TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF
RECORD, PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT:
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On April 25, 2011, the Court entered the Order
attached hereto as Exhibit A and captioned: CMO 1:
Appointment of Liaison Counsel, Jurisdiction and Stay
of Discovery. 

GORDON & REES LLP

By: /s/____________________________
Stuart M. Gordon
James R. Reilly

Attorneys for Defendants Wyeth LLC,
Pfizer Inc., Schwarz Pharma, Inc. and
Alaven Pharmaceutical LLC

Dated: April 26, 2011
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Exhibit A

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

Judicial Council Coordination
Proceeding No. 4631

Superior Court No.: CJC-10-004631

[Filed April 25, 2011]
_______________________________________
COORDINATION PROCEEDING )
SPECIAL TITLE [RULE 3.550] )

)
REGLAN/METOCLOPRAMIDE CASES )
______________________________________ )

CMO 1: APPOINTMENT OF LIAISON
COUNSEL, JURISDICTION AND

 STAY OF DISCOVERY

This Order, and all case management and other
orders of this Court, shall be binding on all parties and
their counsel in the Judicial Council Coordinated
Proceeding No. 4631, Reglan/Metoclopramide Cases,
including all cases currently in this proceeding and any
cases subsequently added to this proceeding.

I. Appointment of Plaintiffs’ Liaison Counsel.
The Court designates the following to serve as
Plaintiffs’ Liaison Counsel: 



App. 69

Mark Robinson, SBN 54426 
Robinson, Calcagnie & Robinson Inc. 
620 Newport Center Drive, 7th Floor 
Newport Beach, California 92660 
Telephone: (949) 720-1288 
Facsimile: (949) 720-1292 

Lawrence Gornick, SBN 136290 
Levin, Simes, Kaiser & Gornick LLP 
44 Montgomery Street, 36th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94104 
Telephone: (415) 646-7160 
Facsimile: (415) 981-1270

Steve Skikos, SBN 148110 
Skikos, Crawford, Skikos, Joseph 
& Millican LLP 
625 Market Street, 11th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94105 
Telephone: (415) 546-7300 
Facsimile: (415) 546-7301 

A. Responsibilities of Plaintiffs’ Liaison
Counsel. Plaintiffs’ Liaison Counsel shall have the
following responsibilities: 

1. To maintain and distribute to the Court, to
counsel for plaintiffs, and to Defendants’ Liaison
Counsel an up-to-date comprehensive service list of
plaintiff’s counsel, marked with the date of last
revision. 

2. To receive and distribute to plaintiffs’
counsel, as appropriate, orders, notices and
correspondence from the Court and from Defendants’
Liaison Counsel. 
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3. To maintain and to make available to
plaintiffs’ counsel, on reasonable notice and at
reasonable times, a complete set of all pleadings and
orders filed and/or served in these coordinated
proceedings. 

4. To coordinate the filing of notices and papers
by plaintiffs, to sign documents submitted to the Court,
to communicate with Defendants’ Liaison Counsel
(including regarding status conference statements and
agendas in advance of each status conference), to
negotiate case management orders, and to engage in
meet and confer sessions. 

5. The responsibilities of Plaintiffs’ Liaison
Counsel, as outlined above, are not intended to create
an attorney-client relationship between such counsel
and the individual plaintiffs in this proceeding, and do
not in any way relieve each attorney’s obligations,
duties and responsibilities to their own individual
clients in this proceeding, or preclude each attorney
from signing documents in relation to their individual
cases. 

II. Appointment of Defendants’ Liaison
Counsel. The Court designates the following to serve
as Defendants’ Liaison Counsel for Brand
Manufacturers, and Defendants’ Liaison Counsel for
Generic Manufacturers. 
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Defendants’ Liaison Counsel for Brand
Manufacturers: 

Stuart Gordon, SBN 37477 
Gordon & Rees LLP 
275 Battery Street, Suite 2000 
San Francisco, CA 94111 
Telephone: (415) 986-5900 
Facsimile: (415) 986-8054 

Defendants’ Liaison Counsel for Generic
Manufacturers: 

Joshua Goodman, SBN 116576 
Jenkins Goodman Neuman & Hamilton LLP 
417 Montgomery Street, 10th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94104 
Telephone: (415) 705-0403 
Facsimile: (415) 705-0411 

Tammara Tukloff, SBN 192200 
Morris, Polich, & Purdy LLP 
501 West Broadway, Suite 500 
San Diego, CA 92101 
Telephone: (619) 557-0404 
Facsimile: (619) 557-0460

A. Responsibilities of Defendants’ Liaison
Counsel. Defendants’ Liaison Counsel shall have the
following responsibilities: 

1. To maintain and distribute to the Court, to
counsel for the defendants, and to Plaintiffs’ Liaison
Counsel an up-to-date comprehensive service list of
defendants’ counsel, marked with the date of last
revision. 
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2. To receive and distribute to defendants’
counsel, as appropriate, orders, notices and
correspondence from the Court and from Plaintiffs’
Liaison Counsel. 

3. To maintain and to make available to
defendants’ counsel, on reasonable notice and at
reasonable times, a complete set of all pleadings and
orders filed and/or served in these coordinated
proceedings. 

4. To coordinate the filing of notices and papers
by defendants, to sign documents submitted to the
Court, to communicate with Plaintiffs’ Liaison Counsel
(including regarding status conference statements and
agendas in advance of each status conference), to
negotiate case management orders, and to engage in
meet and confer sessions. 

5. The responsibilities of Defendants’ Liaison
Counsel, as outlined above, are not intended to create
an attorney-client relationship between such counsel
and the defendants in this proceeding, and do not in
any way relieve each attorney’s obligations, duties and
responsibilities to their own clients in this proceeding,
or preclude each attorney from signing documents in
relation to the cases in which their clients are named.

III. Steering Committees. Plaintiffs and
Defendants may each appoint a steering committee if
necessary. 

IV. Jurisdiction. This Court retains sole and
complete jurisdiction over the parties, cases and
counsel in this coordinated proceeding, including each
and every case filed in (or coordinated into) this
coordinated proceeding. While cooperation between this
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Coordinated Proceeding and coordinated proceedings in
other jurisdictions is encouraged, California remains a
separate and independent jurisdiction. No party,
however, waives any rights or obligations with regard
to the conduct of discovery, trial settings, and trials as
allowed by California law and this Court. 

V. Discovery and Bellwether Trials. 

A. Discovery. All case specific discovery is
hereby stayed, except what is permitted in CMO 3 and
CMO 4 (PFS/DFS), by other subject to further order of
this Court. or by agreement of the parties. The parties
shall address case specific discovery and/or trial
settings in separate case management orders. The
parties may not proceed with general liability discovery
until after April 1, 2011. The California plaintiffs are
voluntarily cooperating with the coordinated
proceedings in New Jersey and Pennsylvania. As such,
any party may cross-notice general liability discovery
conducted in California or in New Jersey and
Pennsylvania in order to avoid duplication of liability
discovery efforts. Nothing in this provision shall limit
the right of any party to cross-notice other depositions
or the right of any party to object to any deposition
notice or cross-notice. 

B. Bellwether Process. The parties have
agreed to meet and confer on the scope, timing and
procedure relating to the bellwether process, including
the bellwether case selection process, case specific
discovery and law and motion practice in the
bellwether and non-bellwether cases, and the conduct
of bellwether trials. The parties are reserving their
right in all cases to move for trial settings and to bring
case specific motions, including dispositive motions,
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and including motions pursuant to the holding in
Foster v. American Home Products, 29 F.3d 165 (1994),
as part of an overall agreement and contemplated Case
Management Order relating to the bellwether process.
Until such time and unless otherwise ordered by this
Court, all motions, including dispositive motions and
motions for trial setting, are deferred. The parties
contemplate that an order of this Court relating to the
bellwether process will include: trial settings and the
bellwether selection process, discovery and motion
practice appropriate for bellwether selected cases, and
motion practice that may be appropriate to cases
outside of those selected as bellwethers. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

/s/______________________________
Honorable Richard A. Kramer 
Judge of the Superior Court

Dated: 4-25, 2011
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APPENDIX O
                         

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

HONORABLE RICHARD A. KRAMER, 
JUDGE PRESIDING

DEPARTMENT NO. 304

JCCP NO. 4631
Superior Court

Case No. CJC-10-004631 

[Dated August 23, 2011]
_______________________________________
COORDINATION PROCEEDING )
SPECIAL TITLE [Rule 1550(b)] )

)
REGLAN/METOCLOPRAMIDE CASES )
______________________________________ )

REPORTER’S TRANSCRIPT
OF PROCEEDINGS

Tuesday, August 23, 2011

Please note Government Code Section 69954(d): 

“Any court, party, or person who has
purchased a transcript may, without paying a
further fee to the reporter, reproduce a copy or
portion thereof as an exhibit pursuant to court
order or rule, or for internal use, but shall not
otherwise provide or sell a copy or copies to
any other party or person.” 
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Reported by: Janet S. Pond, CSR #5292, CRR
Official Reporter

* * *
[p.17]

* * *

MR. SKIKOS: [Plaintiffs’ Counsel] . . . .

So if we file the master complaint, everything is
reserved; whatever arguments they want to make,
whatever arguments we want to make. . . . 

* * *
[p.22]

* * *

THE COURT: . . . .

Secondly,  we might be better off having all
attacks on the pleadings and the pleading being a
master complaint that applies to all the cases, all
packaged at the same time for appellate review so that
you could have one-stop shopping. . . .

* * *
[p.27]

[THE COURT:]

But put it all together. If you’re going to have a
master complaint, you might as well have a master
demurrer. Okay? 

* * *
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APPENDIX P
                         

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

HONORABLE RICHARD A. KRAMER, 
JUDGE PRESIDING

DEPARTMENT NUMBER 304

Coordination Proceeding
Case No.: CJC-10-004631 

[Dated February 2, 2012]
_______________________________________
COORDINATION PROCEEDING )
SPECIAL TITLE [RULE 1550(b)] )

)
REGLAN/METOCLOPRAMIDE CASES )
______________________________________ )

CMC
MOTION TO QUASH

MOTION TO REVOKE ORDER

Reporter’s Transcript of Proceedings

Thursday, February 2, 2012

Please note Government Code Section 69954(d): 

“Any court, party, or person who has purchased a
transcript may, without paying a further fee to the
reporter, reproduce a copy or portion thereof as an
exhibit pursuant to court order or rule, or for internal
use, but shall not otherwise provide or sell a copy or
copies to any other party or person.” 
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Reported by: Mary Ann Scanlan-Stone, CSR 8875,
RPR, CCRR

* * *
[p.51]

* * *

[THE COURT:]

That’s without anybody waiving arguments that
would otherwise be appropriate to attack the master
complaint. 

Am I right? 

MR. SKIKOS: Yes. I think CMO1 actually says the
only motions that are going to be heard are the
Mensing motions at this time. 

You amended, Your Honor, CMO1 to say that. 

THE COURT: Well, I know that, but we don’t have
motions. It is really going to be a demurrer, but that is
technical. 

In any event, are you authorized to speak for all
plaintiffs in this regard? 

MR. SKIKOS: Mr. Gornick says yes, so I say yes.

THE COURT: Is there any plaintiffs’ counsel
present in the room here who disagrees with the
proposition that what we’re going to do is what I just
said, and that is, we are separating out the issues
raised in the motions today for the first attack on the
anticipated amended master long form complaint, and
that is without waiver of a second round of issues.

* * *
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[p.53]

* * *

THE COURT: . . . 

The only issues to be raised are the same issues
that were raised in the various matters before me
today. All  other matters are not waived by failing to
raise them. That would include forum non conveniens,
other matters that could be put into a demurrer or
motion to strike.

* * *
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APPENDIX Q
                         

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

HONORABLE RICHARD A. KRAMER, 
JUDGE PRESIDING

DEPARTMENT NUMBER 304

Coordination Proceeding
Case No.: CJC-10-004631 

[Dated April 17, 2012]
_______________________________________
COORDINATION PROCEEDING )
SPECIAL TITLE [RULE 1550(b)] )

)
REGLAN/METOCLOPRAMIDE CASES )
______________________________________ )

DEMURRERS
MOTIONS TO STRIKE

PETITION FOR COORDINATION
OF ADD-ON CASES

CASE MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE

Reporter’s Transcript of Proceedings

Tuesday, April 17, 2012

REPORTED BY: 
MARY ANN SCANLAN 
RPR, CCRR, CSR NO. 8875

* * *
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[p.147]

* * *

THE COURT: . . . 

You’re talking jurisdiction here, really.

* * *

THE COURT: And if I don’t have jurisdiction over
these causes of action because they’re precluded under
federal law, then I don’t have jurisdiction to figure out
if fraud has been adequately pled or any of the other
matters involved.

* * *
[p.151]

* * *

THE COURT: . . . .

What I want to do is get this jurisdictional thing
behind us as quickly as we can and not waste money on

[p.152]

things that might be obviated.

* * *
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APPENDIX R
                         

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

HONORABLE RICHARD A. KRAMER, 
JUDGE PRESIDING

DEPARTMENT NUMBER 303

Coordination
Case No.: CJC-10-004631 

[Dated September 6, 2013]
_______________________________________
COORDINATION PROCEEDING )
SPECIAL TITLE [RULE 1550(b)] )

)
Proceeding )

)
REGLAN/METOCLOPRAMIDE CASES )
______________________________________ )

Reporter’s Transcript of Proceedings

Friday, September 6, 2013

REPORTED BY: 
MARY ANN SCANLAN, RPR, CCRR, CLR, CSR
NO. 8875

* * *
[p.17]

* * *

THE COURT: . . . .
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You want me to do something. You want me to issue
an order limiting the legal theories that can be raised
by the generic defendants. 

MR. CRAWFORD: [Plaintiffs’ Counsel] On this
round of demurrers and motions to strike. 

THE COURT: But they can raise it later? 

MR. CRAWFORD: I would say if there is an issue,
they could raise it later. They preserved the
jurisdictional issues.

* * *
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APPENDIX S
                         

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

HONORABLE RICHARD A. KRAMER, 
JUDGE PRESIDING

DEPARTMENT NUMBER 303

Coordination
Case No.: CJC-10-004631 

[Dated February 11, 2014]
_______________________________________
COORDINATION PROCEEDING )
SPECIAL TITLE [RULE 1550(b)] )

)
Proceeding )

)
REGLAN/METOCLOPRAMIDE CASES )
______________________________________ )

Reporter’s Transcript of Proceedings

Tuesday, February 11, 2014

REPORTED BY:
MARY ANN SCANLAN, RPR, CCRR, CLR, CSR
NO. 8875

* * *
[p.32]

* * *

THE COURT: . . . .
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There seems like there may be some jurisdictional
questions regarding some of the defendants. I don’t
know if there are subject matter disputes still -- subject
matter jurisdiction disputes, but there seem to be in
personam jurisdiction disputes.

* * *
[p.43]

* * *

MR. SKIKOS: [Plaintiffs’ Counsel] Are you going to
be raising jurisdictional challenges in this brief, too,
because that’s what I thought. 

THE COURT: Hold on. It depends on what you
mean by jurisdiction. 

If you’re talking about subject matter jurisdiction,
that’s what it’s all about, right? 

If you’re talking about in personam jurisdiction,
that’s going to be later. 

And if we’re talking about procedural jurisdiction,
improper service, that’s going to be later, . . . 

* * *
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APPENDIX T
                         

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

HONORABLE RICHARD A. KRAMER, 
JUDGE PRESIDING

DEPARTMENT NUMBER 303

Coordination Proceeding
Case No.: CJC-10-004631 

[Dated February 26, 2015]
_______________________________________
COORDINATION PROCEEDING )
SPECIAL TITLE [RULE 1550(b)] )

)
REGLAN/METOCLOPRAMIDE CASES )
______________________________________ )

Reporter’s Transcript of Proceedings

Thursday, February 26, 2015

REPORTED BY:
MARY ANN SCANLAN-STONE, CRR-RPR-CCRR-
CLR CSR NO. 8875

* * *
[p.82]

* * *

[THE COURT:] 

But the precise order is the stay is lifted so that any
party can file any motion in any case regarding
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jurisdiction. Failure to do so will not change the
situation as it exists today. 

* * *
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APPENDIX U
                         

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

HONORABLE RICHARD A. KRAMER, 
JUDGE PRESIDING

DEPARTMENT NUMBER 303

Coordination Proceeding
Case No.: CJC-10-004631 

[Dated April 10, 2015]
_______________________________________
COORDINATION PROCEEDING )
SPECIAL TITLE [RULE 1550(b)] )

)
REGLAN/METOCLOPRAMIDE CASES )
______________________________________ )

Reporter’s Transcript of Proceedings

Friday, April 10, 2015

REPORTED BY:
MARY ANN SCANLAN-STONE, CRR-RPR-CCRR-
CLR CSR NO. 8875

* * *
[p.10]

* * *

THE COURT: . . . .

We have Pliva’s motion to quash service of
summons in Kasparian; we have Pliva’s motion to
quash for lack of personal jurisdiction in Bowman; we
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have Teva’s motion to quash service of summons in
Kasparian; we have Teva’s motion to quash for lack of
personal jurisdiction in Bowman; we have Barr, B-A-R-
R, motion to quash for lack of personal jurisdiction in
Bowman; and then we have plaintiff’s motion to
determine that Pliva and Teva waive personal
jurisdiction arguments. 

* * *
[p.14]

* * * 

THE COURT: . . . .

We have two other groupings of motions. One is the
motion regarding lack of personal jurisdiction over the
defendant moving parties, and the other is the
plaintiffs’ motion for me to determine that certain
activities in this case constituted either a waiver of the
arguments in the defendants’ motions or consent to

[p.15]

jurisdiction -- same point, different focus. 

As to that, the tentative ruling is to grant the
motions by the plaintiffs and to deny the motions for
the defendants for the following reasons: First of all, I
see it as pretty simple, CMO1 says I have jurisdiction
over the parties, the cases, and counsel, all of them,
and that got served on everybody. 

As a matter of fact, some of the participants on the
defense side as liaison counsel are counsel in these
motions here. And everybody knew at that time what
we were about to embark on was an absolutely massive
administrative odyssey is the only way to describe it
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and that this Court was getting organized and helping
to organize you folks, and you were helping to organize
me as to what we were going to do with this massive
set of cases. 

And fundamental to that was I had to have
jurisdiction over the participants. 

So the order says that and, to me, that recitation
alone resolves the issues here, because if anybody
disagreed with that, whether or not they individually
signed on to it -- but if anybody disagreed with that,
they had to say, hey, wait a minute, not us, not us. 

And we would have tackled it then, before many

[p.16]

of the procedures that were put in place and relied on
by me and relied on by everybody else here. All of that
would have stopped and we would have figured out
who’s playing and who’s not. That all by itself, in my
view, is sufficient to constitute a waiver of the judicial
claims. 

Beyond that, if you look at the kinds of activities
that followed, it is clear to me that everybody on the
defense side was involved with the demurrers on
Mensing, was involved with dealing with me on what
I did with Mensing, with going up to the Court of
Appeal on Mensing and petitioning the Supreme Court
on Mensing. 

Nobody mentioned in these papers but I am not
aware that any defendant claimed that the Mensing
ruling I made would not be binding on them for lack of
jurisdiction, and I would be surprised had my ruling
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gone the other way and then had the -- not just my --
the appeal of my order, but the ultimate one where you
got the opinion -- I just forgot the name of that case,
the other case. 

* * *

THE COURT: I doubt if it had gone the other way
if they would have said, no, no, no, that’s not

[p.17]

binding on us, there’s no jurisdiction. We’ll try that
again in West Virginia or someplace. 

Everybody acted as if what I was doing was going to
be the determination of the impact of Mensing on this
group of defendants -- as a matter of fact, as I said,
liaison counsel in those activities, one of the counsels of
record here. 

In addition to that, there were actions by the
plaintiffs, which follows CMO1 in delivering
information in what I had hoped was an efficient
economic fashion, saving everybody -- I think the
amount of money I calculated it saved was a bazillion
dollars. I believe that’s the number we all came up
with. 

But basically, there was no discovery. Basically, we
put together these fact sheet packages and turned
them over. We didn’t -- you folks did, the plaintiffs did.
That wouldn’t have happened without jurisdiction. 

And then accepting them, that’s a benefit no matter
where the case is going to be tried. That is a huge
benefit. It’s a benefit of getting the information, which
-- well, maybe the plaintiffs would have turned over
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that information to anybody, but I can’t assume such a
thing. More likely it would have required discovery,
and nobody had to pay for discovery.

[p.18]

We didn’t have 3,000 motions to get access to each
plaintiff’s hospital records. 

We didn’t have 3,000 motions to get -- I don’t even
know if I’ve got the right number here, but we didn’t
have lots of motions to get answers to fact sheets. That
is a participation in the courts of California resulting in
a tangible litigation benefit, and that, to me, accepting
those benefits, is consent to jurisdiction. 

So that is the basis for denying the defendants’
motions and granting the plaintiffs’ motions.

* * *
[p.36]

* * *

THE COURT: You have not hidden anything, there
have been no weeds to hide in, and it was just what
happened. And I said we would do it later because we
needed to talk about subject matter jurisdiction
separately. That’s why I didn’t say anything about the
argument regarding CCP 418 -- whatever it is -- that
talks about 30 days to move to quash. 

But you waived -- you waived the jurisdiction by
participating. You allowed California’s court system to
rule on an absolutely crucial part of this case. 

* * *
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THE COURT: And it’s not laying in the weeds, it’s
not bad, it’s not like you tricked me into thinking
anything. 

It was, I think a -- if it were volitionally thought out
and concluded we should do this, it was a good
strategy, but the fact is that’s what happened.

You came into our California courts and instead of
saying we’ve got to go home because you guys don’t
have any business doing anything for us -- which

[p.37]

is what jurisdiction is, personal jurisdiction -- instead
of doing that, you said, well, let’s see if Kramer will
throw the whole thing out and let’s see what the Court
of Appeals does with whatever Kramer does. And if
that doesn’t work, we’ll go to the state Supreme Court.

* * *
[p.41]

* * *

THE COURT: The problem isn’t a waiver of
challenges. You got to make your challenges. I didn’t
say you can’t even argue. I said you consented to
jurisdiction and you waived the substance of your
arguments, but you made your motion. We got a record.

* * *
[p.46]

* * *

THE COURT: I said both, waiver and consent.

I was really careful. I did that on purpose. 
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Waiver sounds like something bad. We should
reinvent words. 

Basically, you asked California to take a look at a
really heady issue that had nothing to do with
procedural due process. It had to do with the impact of
a United States Supreme Court decision, pretty heady
stuff. I mean, that was not an easy case, especially all
the judges around the country that had interpreted
that. 

You said, California, take a look at this. You’re
saying you didn’t and that’s -- I’m the judge. I get to
figure this one out for now anyway.

* * *
[p.48]

* * *

THE COURT: Right, but the point of all that was to
get Mensing done. The point of all that was to give a
clear field so we could hopefully get to a Court of
Appeal decision as quickly as possible, the point

[p.49]

being to get rid of you guys if you deserve to be out.
That’s what the stay was all about. 

And the stay resulted in a benefit to everybody,
including this Court, of figuring out who the real
parties were, do the generics belong in here or not -- a
whole bunch of cases -- so that was the substantive
question. The fact that everything else was stayed
doesn’t really mean anything from my analysis here.
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And you notice I didn’t say you sat on your hands
too long. I didn’t say that, either.

* * *
[p.50]

It could be subject matter jurisdiction, but I could
have had procedural and specific or general
jurisdiction, but no subject matter jurisdiction because
of preemption, and I think what we did made great
sense.

* * *




