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BEFORE THE UNITED STATES JUDICIAL PANEL
ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION

INRE: POWER MORCELLATOR MDL NO. 2652
LITIGATION

OPPOSITION OF DEFENDANTS RICHARD WOLF GmbH AND RICHARD WOLF
MEDICAL INSTRUMENTS CORP. TO THE MOTION FOR COORDINATED OR
CONSOLIDATED PRETRIAL PROCEEDINGS

Richard Wolf GmbH and Richard Wolf Medical Instruments Corp. (the “Richard Wolf
Defendants™), defendants in just one of the twenty-two power morcellator products liability cases
subject to the pending motion for coordinated or consolidated pretrial proceedings (Salem-
Robinson v. Richard Wolf GmbH, N.D. Cal., No. 5:14-cv-02209-EJD), submit this opposition to
the motion.

The power morcellator product liability cases are a classic set of cases, such as those
denied consolidation by this panel on numerous occasions in the past (see cases cited infra), in
which individualized issues concerning both the plaintiffs (a different one in every case) and the
many different defendants will predominate. The very few factual issues that the cases have in
common will not involve significant discovery, and there is therefore no need for coordinated or
consolidated pretrial proceedings. There will be no efficiency or convenience for any of the
parties or witnesses from such proceedings, rather, just the opposite.

It is telling that much of the detail provided in support of the motion is for matters of
public record that will not be in dispute and as to which little or no discovery is needed. As for
the vast majority of the factual issues in the twenty-two cases mentioned, no detail is provided as
to the alleged additional common issues of fact, and none could be, since there is none, which
means that there is zero risk of any inconsistent pretrial rulings and zero efficiency or

convenience to result from coordinated or consolidated proceedings. See In re Intuitive Surgical,
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Inc., 833 F. Supp. 2d 1339, 1339 (J.P.M.L. 2012)(denying a motion to centralize: “the parties
seeking centralization made only vague generalizations about the specific nature of any common
questions of fact, where discovery and pretrial proceedings will overlap, and how many case are
expected to be filed”). The plaintiffs seeking centralization have fallen far short of their burden
under 28 U.S.C. § 1407.

The motion concerns only twenty-two cases, none of which is a class action. There is no
plaintiff in common to even two of the cases, and there is not even one defendant common to all
the cases. The motion hints that there may be as many as hundreds more cases, but these cases
concern aggressive, often fatal cancers (Motion at 6 9 20), and the idea that there is a boatload of
cases out there not yet filed, when the failure to file could deny a plaintiff her day in court while
still alive, is relying on improbabilities. This Panel has consistently refused to take into account
such speculation about additional cases not actually the subject of a motion. See, e.g., Inre
Intuitive Surgical, Inc., 833 F. Supp. 2d 1339, 1340 (J.P.M.L. 2012).

These are all product liability cases, governed by the forum state law, and the causes of
action among the various cases are not uniform (Motion at 3 q 3).

These twenty-two cases involve at least a half dozen physically different morcellators
(perhaps more since some manufacturers have offered more than one model), sold under six
different directly competing brand names: Ethicon; Karl Storz; Olympus; Lina; Richard Wolf;
and Blue Endo, from six different manufacturers. The technology involved is not
uniform. While five of the six have general similarities since they use a blade, they are certainly
not identical (most are reusable, but Ethicon’s were single-use disposables), and the sixth

(Olympus) is entirely different because it is bladeless.
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The corporate structure that has brought each of these morcellators to market in the U.S.
differs markedly. At least four of the six morcellators (Karl Storz; Olympus; Lina; and Richard
Wolf) are manufactured outside the United States, overseas in four different European countries
(Germany, the U.K., Denmark and Switzerland, respectively), and marketed by company groups
that are based in three different foreign countries (Germany, Japan, Denmark and Germany,
respectively), dramatically differing facts that bring with them with all the attendant differences
in discovery issues that could result. At least one of the morcellators (Richard Wolf’s) is
manufactured by a non-party vendor from outside the company group whose name it bears. The
morcellators may or may not pass through the hands of the foreign parent or a foreign owned
U.S. subsidiary on their way to U.S. customers. They may be marketed by employees of a U.S.
subsidiary or by independent sales representatives. Some of the sixteen defendants (Motion at 4-
5 9 12) are manufacturers, some are distributors. None of the six brand names presents the same
issues concerning which defendant parties should be before the court or where ultimate liability
may rest, and these are all issues governed by the forum state law for each case.

There will be issues as to what knowledge each of the companies had at various points in
time concerning the risks and what warnings their product literature had, and why (Motion at 3 q
6 and at 10 9 35). Again, none of these issues will be common across all the suits, and could
differ markedly between companies. The same is certainly true for the design, testing,
manufacturing and FDA approval history of each model of machine. One of the manufacturers,
Johnson & Johnson, has withdrawn its device from the market (Motion at 8 4 27), but none of
the others has, presenting opposite situations potentially subject to discovery.

Given all these individualized issues on the defense side of fewer than two dozen cases, it

is no wonder that this Panel is “typically hesitant to centralize litigation against multiple,
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competing defendants which marketed, manufactured and sold similar products.” In re Yellow
Brass Plumbing Component Prods. Liab. Litig., 844 F. Supp. 2d 1377, 1378 (J.P.M.L. 2012).
This presents a situation this Panel has rejected for centralization before:

The liability of each defendant is each action is predominantly an

individual question. The variables will include the defendants’ knowledge at a

particular time of the health risks involved in exposure to asbestos, the adequacy

of any product testing by the defendant manufacturers, the sufficiency of any

warnings or directions for use of products, and the issue of assumption of risk by

the plaintiffs. Other variables will include the materials used, the method of

manufacture, and the period of production.

In re Asbestos & Asbestos Insulation Material Prods. Liab. Litig., 431 F. Supp. 906, 910 (1977);
see also In re Watson Fentanyl Patch Prods. Liab. Litig., 833 F. Supp. 2d 1350, 1351 (J.P.M.L.
2012)( “Each group of cases against each manufacturer will involve unique product- and
defendant-specific issues (such as the different product designs, manufacturing processes,
regulatory histories, and company documents and witnesses) that will overwhelm the few
common issues . . ..”); see also id. (“centralization could complicate these matters, as defendants
may need to erect complicated confidentiality barriers, since they are business competitors™); In
re Shoulder Pain Pump — Chondrolysis Prods. Liab. Litig., 571 F. Supp. 2d 1367, 1368
(J.P.M.L. 2008).

And the differences are just as great on the plaintiffs’ side. Each of the plaintiffs will
present a unique, extensive complex of vastly varying facts: her medical history and current
diagnosis that led to the surgery; whether she had any conditions in addition to fibroids that
might have affected the decisions whether to have surgery and what type of surgery to perform;
whether she had any contraindications for power morcellation or for any of the other treatment

options; what discussions she had with her surgeon about the risks and about the pros and cons

of the various treatment options; what her surgeon’s training and experience with the device and



Case TNM/3:14-cv-02389 Document 12 Filed 07/10/15 Page 5 of 20

knowledge of the risks was; how extensive her surgery was and whether there were any
complications during surgery; her post-surgical diagnosis; if cancer, what type of cancer, and
what stage it had reached at the time of the surgery; whether the cancer spread in the wake of the
surgery; if it spread, to where; what the evidence is as to whether the surgery did or did not cause
or contribute to the spread; her prognosis (if still alive); damages; and whether there is a spouse
with a loss of consortium claim.

Each case will present a pile of medical evidence, such as doctor’s notes, surgical,
anesthesia and other hospital records, x-rays or CAT or MRI scans, pathology reports and cancer
treatment records, all of which will be entirely unique and individual to each plaintiff and all or
almost all of which will be local. In each case, there will be individualized local questions
concerning the morcellator used, such as its age, condition, and history of care and maintenance,
and whether there is the potential for third-party claims by the manufacturer against a surgeon,
hospital, or other party. See In re Asbestos & Asbestos Insulation Material Prods. Liab. Litig.,
431 F. Supp. at 910:

A considerable amount of technical medical evidence such as diagnoses, x-rays
and tissue microscopies will be involved in each action. This evidence is of an

individual nature. ... Local issues will predominate in the discovery process.
The medical, personnel and product use records of each individual will be found
locally.

The only common issues of fact are the state of the medical literature at any relevant
point in time, which is easily accessible to anyone with an internet connection or access to a
medical library (see id.), and certain events at the FDA (Motion at 6-10 9§ 21-33), which are all
public record. Neither of these presents even the slightest discovery difficulty. (To the extent
any of the cases involve some of the same expert witnesses, avoiding duplicative discovery can

easily and more efficiently be handled by negotiations among counsel or by application to courts
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where the cases are currently pending. There is no need to let that possible tail wag the dog that
is the much larger set of local, individualized issues for each case.)

Especially for defendants as the Richard Wolf Defendants, which are currently involved
in just one case, consolidation would not only present no possible efficiency or convenience, but
a significant burden, inefficiency and inconvenience, saddling them and their counsel with
dealing with notices and events involving twenty-one other cases with only the slightest bearing
on the case in which they are defendants.

This panel has on more than on occasion recognized that product liability situation such
as this—and even if there were more numerous cases involved—present overwhelmingly
individualized issues and denied MDL treatment. See In re Mirena IUD Prods. Liab. Litig.,
MDL No. 2434, 2013 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 122827 (J.P.M.L. Aug. 28, 2013); In re Intuitive
Surgical, Inc., 833 F. Supp. 2d 1339, 1339 (J.P.M.L. 2012)(“These are relatively straightforward
personal injury or wrongful death actions, and the litigation may focus to a large extent on
individual questions of fact concerning the circumstances of each patient’s injuries.”); In re
Yellow Brass Plumbing Component Prods. Liab. Litig., 844 F. Supp. 2d 1377 (J.P.M.L. 2012); In
re Shoulder Pain Pump — Chondrolysis Prods. Liab. Litig., 571 F. Supp. 2d 1367 (J.P.M.L.
2008); In re Eli Lilly & Co. “Oraflex” Prods. Liab. Litig., 578 F. Supp. 422 (J.P.M.L. 1984); In
re Rely Tampon Prods. Liab. Litig., 533 F. Supp. 1346 (J.P.M.L. 1982); In re Asbestos &
Asbestos Insulation Material Prods. Liab. Litig., 431 F. Supp. 906 (J.P.M.L. 1977). The last of
these, on which the Oraflex and Rely cases both rely, is particularly instructive in its extensive
examination of the issues typical in these cases and how they have weighed heavily against

consolidation.
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For all the foregoing reasons, the pending motion should be denied in its entirety.

Dated: July 10, 2015

Respectfully submitted:

WUERSCH & GERING LLP

/s/ Gregory F. Hauser

Gregory F. Hauser

100 Wall Street, 10" Floor

New York, New York 10005
212-509-4717

212-509-9559 (Fax)
gregory.hauser@wg-law.com

Attorneys for Defendants

Richard Wolf GmbH and

Richard Wolf Medical Instruments Corp.
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Page 1 of 13
BEFORE THE UNITED STATES JUDICIAL PANEL
ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION
IN RE: Power Morcellator Litigation MDL No. 2652

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

In compliance with Rule 4.1(a) of the Rules of Procedure for the United States Judicial
Panel on Multidistrict Litigation, I hereby certify that on July 10, 2015, a copy of the foregoing
Opposition of Defendants Richard Wolf GmbH and Richard Wolf Medical Instruments
Corp. to the Motion for Coordinated or Consolidated Pretrial Proceedings was filed
electronically via this Panel’s ECF filing system. Notice of this filing was served on all parties
of record by E-mail.
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Janice L. Kateian v. Ethicon, Inc., et al, E.D. California, C.A. No. 1:11-cv-00611

Served via E-mail Served via E-mail

Andrew Butler Jones, Esq. Rebecca B. King, PHV

E-mail:kschermen @wagnerjones.com E-mail:rking @traceylawfirm.com

Wagner & Jones Andrew E. Rubenstein, Esq.

1111 East Herndon Avenue, Suite 317 E-mail:arubenstein @tracylawfirm.com

Fresno, California 93720 Tracey & Fox Law

Telephone: (559) 472-7829 440 Louisiana Street, Suite #1901

Facsimile: (559) 449-0749 Houston, Texas 77002

Attorneys for Plaintiff, Janice L. Kateian Telephone:  (713) 495-2333
Facsimile: (866)709-2333

Served via E-mail Attorneys for Plaintiff, Janice L. Kateian

Gregory Thomas Skikos, Esq.

E-mail: gskikos @skikoscrawford.com
Skikos Crawford Skikos and Joseph

625 Market Street. 11th Floor

San Francisco, California 94105
Telephone: (415) 546-7300

Facsimile: (415) 546-7301

E-mail:

Attorneys for Plaintiff, Janice L. Kateian

Lisa Nielsen, et al v. Gyrus ACMI, L.P., et al, E.D. California, C.A.2:14-cv-02375

Served via E-mail Served via E-mail

Robert L. Clarkson, Esq. James B. Carroll, Esq.

E-mail: rclarkson @clarksonriley.com E-mail: jearroll@carrollweiss.com

Clarkson Riley Rubin LLP Michael Weiss, Esq.

1801 Century Park East, 24th Floor E-mail: mweiss @carrollweiss.com

Los Angeles, California 90067 Carroll and Weiss LLP

Telephone:  (310) 552-0050 1819 Peachtree Road, Suite # 104

Facsimile: (310) 552-0060 Atlanta, Georgia 30309

Attorneys for Plaintiffs, Telephone:  (404) 228-5337

Lisa Nielsen and Kurt Nielsen Facsimile: (404) 228-5564
Attorneys for Defendants, Gyrus ACMI,

Served via E-mail LLC and Gyrus ACMIA, LP

Charles Stephen Painter, Esq.
E-mail:cpainter @ericksenarbuthnot.com
Ericksen Arbuthnot

100 Howe Avenue, Suite 110 South
Sacramento, California 95825

Telephone:  (916) 483-5181

Facsimile: (916) 483-7558

Attorneys for Defendants, Gyrus ACMI,
LLC and Gyrus ACMIA, LP
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Sarah Salem-Robinson, ef al v. Richard Wolf Medical Instruments Corp., N.D. California,

C.A. 5:14-cv-02209

Served via E-mail

William Victor Campisi, Jr., Esq.
E-mail:campisi @campisi-law.com
Law Office of William Campisi, Jr.
1932 Bonita Avenue

Berkeley, California 94704

Telephone:  (510) 549-3112
Facsimile: (510) 549-9260
Attorney for Plaintiffs, Sarah Salem-
Robinson and Alan A. Robinson

Served via E-mail

William Faulkner, Esq.

E-mail: wfaulkner @ mcmanislaw.com
McManis Faulkner

50 W. San Fernando Street, 10th Floor
San Jose, California 95113

Telephone:  (408) 279-8700
Facsimile: (408) 279-3244

Attorneys for Defendant, Richard Wolf
Medical Instruments Corporation

Molly Patricia Minihan v. Ethicon, Inc., et al, D. Colorado, C.A. 1:15-cv-00695

Served via E-mail

Rebecca B. King, Esq.

E-mail:rking @traceylawfirm.com
Andrew E. Rubenstein, Esq.
E-mail:arubenstein @traceylawfirm.com
Tracey & Fox

440 Louisiana Street, Suite 1901
Houston, Texas 77002

Telephone:  (713) 495-2333
Attorneys for Plaintiff, Molly Patricia
Minihan

Served via E-mail

Beth Ann Klein, Esq.
E-mail:beth@kleinfrank.com

Klein Frank, P.C.

1909 26th Street, #1C

Boulder, Colorado 80302-5701

Telephone:  (303) 448-8884

Attorneys for Plaintiff, Molly Patricia Minihan

Served via E-mail

Tanner J. Walls, Esq.

E-mail:tanner.walls @tuckerellis.com

Jaudon & Avery, LLP

600 Grant Street, Suite 505

Denver, Colorado 80203-3526

Telephone:  (303) 832-1122

Attorneys for Defendants, Ethicon, Inc.;
Ethicon Endo Surgery, Inc.; Ethicon Women's
Health and Urology; Femrx, Inc.; Johnson &
Johnson and Johnson & Johnson Services, Inc.
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Evanthia Kotis, et al v. Ethicon, Inc., et al, S.D. Florida, C.A. 0:15-cv-60566

Served via E-mail

Julie Braman Kane, Esq.

E-mail:Julie @colson.com

Colson Hicks Eidson

255 Alhambra Circle, PH

Coral Gables, Florida 33134-2351
Telephone:  (305) 476-7400
Facsimile: (305) 476-7444
Attorneys for Plaintiff, Evanthia Kotis

Served via E-mail
Harris L. Pogust, Esq.

Andrew J. Sciolla, Esq.
E-mail:asciolla@pbmattorneys.com
Kevin Michael O'Brien, Esq.
E-mail:kevin.m.a.obrien@gmail.com
Pogust Braslow & Millrood, LLC
Eight Tower Bridge

161 Washington Street, Suite 940
Conshohocken, Pennsylvania 19428
Telephone:  (610) 941-4204
Facsimile: (610) 941-4245
Attorneys for Plaintiff, Evanthia Kotis

Served via E-mail

Patricia Elaine Lowry, Esq.

E-mail: patricia.lowry @squirepb.com
Squire Patton Boggs (US) LLP

1900 Phillips Point West

777 S Flagler Drive, Suite 1900

West Palm Beach, Florida 33401-6198
Telephone:  (561) 650-7214

Facsimile: (561) 655-1509

Attorneys for Defendants, Ethicon, Inc.;
Ethicon Endo-Surgery, Inc.; Ethicon
Women’s Health & Urology; Johnson &
Johnson Services, Inc. and Johnson &
Johnson

Eva C. Galambos, et al v. Ethicon, Inc., et al, N.D Georgia, C.A. 1:15-cv-01046

Served via E-mail

Charles Andrew Childers, Esq.
E-mail:achilders @cssfirm.com

Childers, Schlueter & Smith, LL.C

1932 North Druid Hills Road, Suite 100
Atlanta, Georgia 30319

Telephone:  (404) 419-9500

Facsimile: (404) 419-9501

Attorneys for Plaintiffs, Eva C. Galambos
and John T. Galambos

Served via E-mail

Nancy Karen Deming, Esq.
E-mail:karen.deming @troutmansanders.com
David F. Norden, Esq.
E-mail:david.norden@troutmansanders.com
Troutman Sanders, LLP

600 Peachtree Street, N.E., Suite 5200
Atlanta, Georgia 30308-2216

Telephone:  (404) 885-3000

Attorneys for Defendants, Ethicon, Inc.;
Ethicon Endo-Surgery, Inc.; Johnson &
Johnson Services; Johnson & Johnson;
Vention Medical, Inc.; Vention Medical
Acquisition Co.; Vention Medical
Holdings, Inc.
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Terry L. Shafer, et al v. Ethicon, Inc., et al, D. Kansas, C.A. 2:14-¢v-02633

Served via E-mail

David C. DeGreeft, Esq.
E-mail:ddegreeff@wecllp.com
Thomas J. Preuss, Esq.
E-mail:tjpreuss @wcllp.com
Wagstaff & Cartmell, LLP
4740 Grand Avenue, Suite 300
Kansas City, Missouri 64112
Telephone:  (816) 701-1100
Facsimile: (816) 531-2372
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

Served via E-mail

Mark P. Schloegel, Esq.
E-mail:mschloegel @pophamlaw.com
William Dirk Vandever, Esq.
E-mail:dvandever @pophamlaw.com
The Popham Law Firm, PC

712 Broadway, Suite 100

Kansas City, Missouri 64105
Telephone:  (816) 221-2288
Facsimile: (816) 221-3999
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

Served via E-mail

Ashley D. Dopita, Esq.
E-mail:adopita@dessinfournir.com
Dessin Fournir Companies

308 West Mill Street

Plainville, Kansas 67663
Telephone:  (785) 434-2777
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

Served via E-mail

James F. Murdica, Esq.

E-mail: jfmurdica@pbwt.com
Patterson Belknap Webb & Tyler, LLP
1133 Avenue of the Americas

New York, New York 10036
Telephone:  (212) 336-2921
Attorneys for Defendants

Served via E-mail

Scott W. Sayler, Esq.
E-mail:ssayler @shb.com

Micah L. Hobbs, Esq.

E-mail: Mhobbs @shb.com

Shook, Hardy & Bacon LLP

2555 Grand Boulevard

Kansas City, Missouri 64108-2613
Telephone:  (816) 474-6550
Attorneys for Defendants

Nidra L. Phillips v. Ethicon Endo-Surgery, Inc., et al, E.D. Louisiana, C.A. 2:15-cv-01310

Served via E-mail

Gregory Thomas Skikos, Esq.

E-mail: gskikos @skikoscrawford.com
Skikos, Crawford, Skikos & Joseph, LLP
One Sansome Street, Suite 2830

San Francisco, California 94104
Telephone:  (415) 546-7300
Attorneys for Plaintiff, Nidra L Phillips

Served via E-mail

Andrea S. Hirsch, Esq.
E-mail:ahirsch@hermangerel.com
Herman Gerel, LLP

230 Peachtree Street NW, Suite 2260
Atlanta, Georgia 30303

Telephone:  (404) 880-9500

Attorneys for Plaintiff, Nidra L. Phillips
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Served via E-mail

Aaron Z. Ahlquist, Esq.
E-mail:aahlquist @hhkc.com
Maury A. Herman, Esq.
E-mail:mherman @hhkc.com
Joseph A. Kott, Esq.
E-mail:jkott @hhklawfirm.com
Mikalia Miceli Kott, Esq.
E-mail:mkott @hhklawfirm.com
James C. Click, Esq.
E-mail:jklick @hhklawfirm.com
Herman, Herman & Katz, LLC
820 O'Keefe Avenue

New Orleans, Louisiana 70113
Telephone:  (504) 581-4892
Attorneys for Plaintiff, Nidra L. Phillips

Page 6 of 13

Served via E-mail

James B. Irwin, V, Esq.

E-mail:jirwin @jrwinllc.com

Kelly E. Brilleaux, Esq.
E-mail:kbrilleaux @irwinllc.com

Irwin Fritchie Urquhart & Moore, LLC
400 Poydras Street, Suite 2700

New Orleans, Louisiana 70130
Telephone:  (504) 310-2100

Attorneys for Defendants, Ethicon Endo-
Surgery, Inc.; Ethicon, Inc.; Johnson &
Johnson; and Johnson & Johnson
Services, Inc.

Bridget Caradori, et al v. Ethicon, Inc., ef al, D. Maryland, C.A. 8:14-cv-03198

Served via E-mail

Caragh Fay, Esq.

E-mail:Caraghfay @aol.com

Molly Patricia Hoffman, Esq.
E-mail:molly.hoffman80 @gmail.com
Annie P Kaplan, Esq.
E-mail:annie kaplan @gmail.com

Fay Kaplan Law PA

777 Sixth Street, NW Suite 410
Washington, DC 20001

Telephone:  (202) 589-1300
Facsimile: (202) 216-298
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, Bridget Caradori
and Robert L. Daley

Served via E-mail

Kathleen F Sullivan, Esq.
E-mail:kfsO1 @venable.com
Paul Farrell Strain, Esq.
E-mail:pfstrain @venable.com
Venable LLP

750 E Pratt Street, Suite 900
Baltimore, Maryland 21202
Telephone:  (410) 244-7400
Facsimile: (410) 244-7742
Attorneys for Defendants, Ethicon Endo-
Surgery, Inc.

Served via E-mail

Robert Wade Goodson, Esq.
E-mail:robert.goodson @wilsonelser.com
Kathleen Hall Warin, Esq.
E-mail:kathleen.warin @ wilsonelser.com
Wilson Elser Moskowitz Edelman and
Dicker LLP

700 11th Street, N.W., Suite 400
Washington, DC 20001

Telephone:  (202) 626-7660\
Facsimile: (202) 628-3606
Attorneys for Defendants, Karl Storz
Endoscopy-America Inc.; Karl Storz
Endovision, Inc.; Karl Storz GMBH &
Co., KG, Organized in Germany
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Ruthann Smith, et al v. Ethicon, Inc., et al, D. New Jersey, C.A. 3:15-cv-03988

Served via E-mail

Elien Relkin, Esq.

E-mail: erelkin @ weitzlux.com
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.

200 Lake Drive East, Suite 205
Cherry Hill, New Jersey 08002
Telephone:  (856) 755-1115
Facsimile: (856) 755-1995

Attorneys for Plaintiffs, Ruthann Smith and Daryl Smith

Carla Whitehead, et al v. Ethicon, Inc., et al, D. New Jersey, C.A. 3:15-cv-03980

Served via E-mail

Ellen Relkin, Esq.

E-mail: erelkin@weitzlux.com
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.

200 Lake Drive East, Suite 205
Cherry Hill, New Jersey 08002
Telephone:  (856) 755-1115
Facsimile: (856) 755-1995

Attorneys for Plaintiffs, Ruthann Smith and Daryl Smith

Linda S. Bobletz v. Karl Storz Endoscopy America, Inc. ef al, N.D. New York,

C.A. 3:14-¢cv-01024

Served via E-mail

Andres F. Alonso, Esq.

E-mail:aalonso @alonsokrangle.com
David B. Krangle , Esq.

E-mail:dkrangle @alonsokrangle.com
Alonso Krangle LLP

445 Broad Hollow Road, Suite 205
Melville, New York 11747

Telephone:  (516) 350-5555

Attorneys for Plaintiff, Linda S. Bobletz

Served via E-mail

Lisa Marie Robinson, Esq.
E-mail:lrobinson @goldbergsegalla.com
Michael D. Shalhoub, Esq.
E-mail:mshalhoub@goldbergsegalla.com
Goldberg, Segalla Law Firm

Syracuse Office

5786 Widewaters Parkway

Syracuse, New York 13214

Telephone:  (315) 413-5430
Attorneys for Defendant, Karl Storz
Endoscopy-America, Inc.
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George Leuzzi, ef al v. Ethicon, Inc., et al, W.D. New York, C.A. 6:14-cv-06218

Served via E-mail

Andres F. Alonso, Esq.
E-mail:aalonso @alonsokrangle.com
David B. Krangle , Esq.
E-mail:dkrangle @alonsokrangle.com
Alonso Krangle LLP

445 Broad Hollow Road, Suite 205
Melville, New York 11747
Telephone:  (516) 350-5555
Facsimile: (516) 350-5554
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, George Leuzzi
and Estate of Brend Leuzzi

Served via E-mail

James F. Murdica, Esq.
E-mail:jfmurdica@pbwt.com

John D. Winter, Esq.

E-mail:jwinter @pbwt.com

Patterson, Belknap, Webb & Tyler

1133 Avenue of the Americas

New York, New York 10036-6710
Telephone:  (212) 336-2921

Facsimile: (212) 336-2222

Attorneys for Defendants, Ethicon, Inc.;
Ethicon Endo-Surgery, Inc. and Ethicon
Women’s Health and Urology

Scott Burkhart, et al v. Lina Medical USA, Inc., ef al, E.D. Pennsylvania,

C.A. 5:14-cv-01557

Served via E-mail

James Edward Hockenberry, Esq.
E-mail:jh @aussprunglaw.com

H. Leon Aussprung, III, Esq.

E-mail: LA @Aussprunglaw.com

Law Office of Leon Aussprung MD, LLC
One Commerce Square, Suite 2300

2005 Market Street

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103
Telephone:  (267) 809-8250
Attorneys for Plaintiff, Scott Burkhart

Served via E-mail

William L. Bross, IV, Esq.
E-mail: william@hgdlawfirm.com
W. Lewis Garrison, Jr., Esq.
E-mail:lewis @hgdlawfirm.com
Christopher B. Hood, Esq.
E-mail:chood @hgdlawfirm.com
Brandy L. Robertson, Esq.
E-mail:brandy @ hgdlawfirm.com
Heninger Garrison Davis, LLC
2224 First Avenue North
Birmingham, Alabama 35203
Telephone:  205-326-3336
Attorneys for Plaintiff, Scott Burkhart

Served via E-mail

Francois M. Blaudeau, Esq.

E-mail: francois @rileyjacksonlaw.com
Riley & Jackson, P.C.

3530 Independence Drive

Birmingham, Alabama 35209
Telephone:  (205) 879-5000
Attorneys for Plaintiff, Scott Burkhart

Served via E-mail

Ernest Frank Koschineg, Esq.
E-mail:ekoschineg @c-wlaw.com

Jessica Heinz, Esq.

E-mail:jheinz @c-wlaw.com

Carolyn Purwin, Esq.

E-mail:cpurwin @c-wlaw.com

Cipriani & Werner, P.C.

450 Sentry Parkway, Suite 200

Blue Bell, Pennsylvania 19422
Telephone:  (610) 567-0700

Facsimile: (610) 567-0712

Attorneys for Defendants, Lina Medical
USA, Inc.; Lina Medical APS; Kebomed,
AG and Lina Medical Polska SP Z.0.0.
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Arthur T. Johnson, et al v. Ethicon, Inc., et al, E.D. Pennsylvania, C.A. 2:15-cv-00553

Served via E-mail

Jerry Kristal, Esq.

E-mail:JKristal @weitzlux.com

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.

200 Lake Drive East, Suite 205

Cherry Hill, New Jersey 08002

Telephone:  (856) 755-1115

Facsimile: (856) 755-1995

Attorneys for Plaintiff, Arthur T. Johnson

Jennifer A. Sanders, et al v. Ethicon, Inc., ef al, M.D. Pennsylvania, C.A. 15-cv-00782

Served via E-mail

Paul J. Pennock, Esq.
E-mail:ppennock @weitzlux.com
Michael E. Pederson, Esq.
E-mail:mpederson @weitzlux.com
Donald A Soutar, Esq.
E-mail:dsoutar@weitzlux.com
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003
Telephone:  (212) 558-5500
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, Jennifer A.
Sanders and Russell L. Sanders

Served via E-mail

Jerry M Kiristal, Esq.

E-mail: jkristal @weitzlux.com

Weitz & Luxenberg

200 Lake Drive East, Suite 205
Cherry Hill, NJ 08002

Telephone:  (856) 755-1115
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, Jennifer A.
Sanders and Russell L. Sanders

Served via E-mail

David F. Abernethy
E-mail:david.abernethy@dbr.com

Molly E. Flynn, Esq.
E-mail:molly.flynn@dbr.com

Drinker Biddle & Reath, LLP

One Logan Square

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103-6996
Telephone:  (215) 988-2700
Attorneys for Defendants, Ethicon Endo-
Surgery, Inc.; Ethicon Women's Health
and Urology; Ethicon, Inc.; Johnson &
Johnson; Johnson & Johnson Services;
and Medtech Group, Inc.

Served via E-mail

James F. Murdica, Esq.

E-mail: jfmurdica @pbwt.com

Patterson Belknap Webb & Tyler LLP
1122 Avenue of the Americas

New York, New York 10036

Telephone:  (212) 336-2000
Attorneys for Defendants, Ethicon Endo-
Surgery, Inc.; Ethicon Women's Health
and Urology; Ethicon, Inc.; Johnson &
Johnson; Johnson & Johnson Services;
and Medtech Group, Inc.
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Romona Yvette Gourdine, et al v. Karl Storz Endoscopy America, Inc., et al,

D. South Carolina, C.A. 2:14-cv-04839

Served via E-mail

Carmen Sessions Scott, Esq.

E-mail: cscott @motleyrice.com

Motley Rice

28 Bridgeside Boulevard

Mt Pleasant, South Carolina 29464
Telephone:  (843) 216-9000

Facsimile: (843) 215-9430

Attorneys for Plaintiffs, Ramona Yvette
Gourdine and Randolph Gourdine, Jr.

Served via E-mail

Victoria Leigh Anderson, Esq.
E-mail:tanderson@ycrlaw.com
Stephen L Brown, Esq.
E-mail:sbrown @ycrlaw.com
Duke Raleigh Highfield, Esq.
E-mail:dhighfield @ ycrlaw.com
Joseph J Tierney, Esq.
E-mail:jtierney @ycrlaw.com
Young Clement Rivers

PO Box 993

Charleston, South Carolina 29402
Telephone:  (843) 720-5459
Facsimile: (843) 724-6600
Attorneys for Defendant, Karl Storz
Endoscopy-America Inc.

Michael WatKkins, et al v. Karl Storz Endoscopy America, Inc., et al, D. South Carolina,

C.A. 3:15-cv-01585

Served via E-mail

Carmen Sessions Scott, Esq.

E-mail:cscott @motleyrice.com

Motley Rice

28 Bridgeside Boulevard

Mt Pleasant, South Carolina 29464
Telephone:  (843) 216-9000
Facsimile: (843) 215-9430

Attorneys for Plaintiff, Michael Watkins

Served via E-mail

Kenneth W Pearson, Esq.

E-mail:kpearson @johnsonbecker.com
Johnson Becker

33 South 6th Street, Suite 4530
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55402

Telephone:  (612) 436-1879

Attorneys for Plaintiff, Michael Watkins

Served via E-mail

Duke Raleigh Highfield

Email: dhighfield @ycrlaw.com

Joseph J Tierney

E-mail:jtierney @ yerlaw.com

Stephen L Brown
E-mail:sbrown @ yerlaw.com

Victoria Leigh Anderson

Email: tanderson @ycrlaw.com

Young Clement Rivers and Tisdale

PO Box 993

Charleston, SC 29402

Telephone:  (843) 577-4000
Facsimile: (843) 724-6600843—
Attorneys for Defendants, Karl Storz
Endoscopy-America, Inc. and Karl Storz
Endovision, Inc.
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Johns Ostrander, et al v. Ethicon, Inc., ef al, D. South Carolina, C.A. 6:15-cv-00516

Served via E-mail

Charles Joseph Hodge, Esq.
E-mail:chodge @hodgelawfirm.com
Timothy Ryan Langley, Esq.
E-mail:rlangley@hodgelawfirm.com
Hodge Law Office

PO Box 2765

Spartanburg, South Carolina 29304
Telephone:  (864) 585-3873
Attorneys for Plaintiff, John Ostrander

Served via E-mail

Christopher B Hood, Esq.

E-mail:chood @hgdlawfirm.com
Heninger Garrison Davis

2224 First Avenue North

Birmingham, Alabama 35203

Telephone:  (205) 326-3336

Facsimile: (205) 326-3332

Attorneys for Plaintiff, John Ostrander

Served via E-mail

Francois M Blaudeau, Esq.

E-mail: francois @ southernmedlaw.com
Southern Institute for Medical and Legal
Affairs LLC

3530 Independence Drive

Birmingham, Alabama 35209

Telephone:  (205) 547-5525
Facsimile: (205) 547-2226
Attorneys for Plaintiff, John Ostrander

Served via E-mail

Lindsay Livingston Builder, Esq.

E-mail: lindsay.builder @ nelsonmullins.com
Amanda S. Kitts, Esq.
E-mail:amanda.kitts @nelsonmullins.com
Samuel W. Outten, Esq.
E-mail:sam.outten@nelsonmullins.com
Nelson Mullins Riley and Scarborough PO
Box 10084

Greenville, South Carolina 29603-0084
Telephone:  (864) 250-2208
Facsimile: (864)232-2925

Attorneys for Defendant, Ethicon, Inc.

Andrea Phillips, et al v. Ethicon, Inc., et al, D. South Carolina, C.A. 7:15-cv-02114

Served via E-mail
Elizabeth Middleton Burke, Esq.
E-mail: bburke @rpwb.com

Richardson Patrick Westbrook and Brickman

PO Box 1007

Mt Pleasant, South Carolina 29465
Telephone:  (843) 727-6500
Facsimile: (843) 216-6509

Attorneys for Plaintiffs, Andrea Phillips and Kevin Phillips
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Timothy Schroeder, et al v. Ethicon Endo-Surgery, Inc., et al, M.D. Tennessee,

C.A. 3:14-cv-02389

Served via E-mail

Brian K. Matise, Esq.

E-mail: bmatise @ burgsimpson.com
Jennifer Keel, Esq.

E-mail:jkeel @burgsimpson.com
Burg, Simpson, Eldredge, Hersh & Jardine,
P.C.

40 Inverness Drive East
Englewood, Colorado 80112
Telephone:  (303) 792-5595
Facsimile: (303) 708-0527
Attorneys for Plaintiff, Timothy
Schroeder

Served via E-mail

Barbara G. Medley, Esq.
E-mail:deannahopkins @bellsouth.net
Medley & Spivy

111 W Commerce, Suite 201
Lewisburg, Tennessee 37091
Telephone:  (931) 359-7555
Attorneys for Plaintiff, Timothy
Schroeder

Served via E-mail

G. Brian Jackson, Esq.
E-mail:brian. jackson @butlersnow.com
Anita K. Modak-Truran

E-mail:anita. modak-truran @butlersnow.com
Butler Snow LLP (Nashville)

The Pinnacle at Symphony Place

150 Third Avenue South, Suite 1600
Nashville, Tennessee 37201

Telephone:  (615) 503-9116

Facsimile: (615) 503-9101

Attorneys for Defendant, Ethicon Endo-
Surgery, Inc
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Robyn L. Barnett v. Karl Storz Endoscopy-America, Inc., et al, W.D. Wisconsin,
C.A. 3:15-¢v-00242

Served via E-mail

Michael E. Pederson, Esq.
E-mail:mpederson @weitzlux.com

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

Telephone:  (212) 558-5591

Facsimile: (212) 344-5461

Attorneys for Plaintiff, Robyn L. Barnett

Not Served (Foreign Defendants)
Kebomed, AG

Lina Medical Polska SP Z.0.0.
Karl Storz GMBH & Co., KG

Dated: July 10, 2015 Respectfully submitted:
WUERSCH & GERING LLP

/s/ Gregory F. Hauser

Gregory F. Hauser

100 Wall Street, 10* Floor

New York, New York 10005
212-509-4717

212-509-9559 (Fax)
gregory.hauser@wg-law.com

Attorneys for Defendants

Richard Wolf GmbH and

Richard Wolf Medical Instruments Corp.




