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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF DELAWARE COUNTY
CIVIL DIVISION

DELAWARE COUNTY,
PENNSYLVANIA,
CIVIL ACTION

Plaintiff,
V.

PURDUE PHARMA, L.P., et al.
No. 2017-008095

Defendants.

[PROPOSED] ORDER APPOINTING LEADERSHIP STRUCTURE

AND NOW, to wit, this of , 2018, pursuant to Pa. R. Civ. P.

213.1 (d)(3 ), upon consideration of the Motions of the various Plaintiffs in these proceedings for
the Appointment of Leadership Structure and all responses thereto and for good cause shown, it is
hereby ORDERED and DECREED that the leadership structure of Plaintiffs' counsel in the
Coordinated Cases shall be as follows:
1. The following attorneys, and their associated law firms, shall serve as Co-Lead
Counsel in the Pennsylvania Coordinated Cases:
(a) Paul J. Hanly, Jr., Esquire
SIMMONS HANLY CONROY LLC
112 Madison A venue
New York, NY 10016

212-784-6401
phanly@simmonsfirm.com

(b)  Daniel Berger, Esquire
BERGER & MONTAGUE, P.C.
1622 Locust Street
Philadelphia, PA 19103
215-875-3000
danberger(@bm.net




(c) Tobias Millrood, Esquire
POGUST BRASLOW & MILLROOD. LLC
161 Washington Street, Suite 940
Conshohocken, PA 19428
610-941-4204
tmillrood@pbmattorneys.com

(d) Joseph J. Cappelli, Esquire
MARC J. BERN & PARTNERS, LLP
101 West Elm Street, Suite 215
Conshohocken, PA 19428
610-941-4444
icappelli@bernllp.com

2. The following attorney, and his associated law firm, shall serve as Plaintiffs’ Liaison
Counsel in the Pennsylvania Coordinated Cases:

(a) Carmen P. Belefonte, Esquire
SALTZ MONGELUZZI BARRETT & BENDESKY, P.C.
20 West Third Street
P.O. Box 1670
Media, PA 19063
610-627-9777
cbelefonte(@smbb.com

3. Co-Lead Counsel shall have the following responsibilities:

a. To prepare agendas for court conferences and periodically reports regarding
the status of the case;

b. To appear at periodic court-noticed conferences and hearings and act as
spokespersons on behalf of Plaintiffs in the Coordinated Cases at those conferences and hearings;

c. To coordinate the drafting, signing and filing of amended pleadings relating
to all actions, including pleadings filed on behalf of all Plaintiffs;

d. To coordinate the briefing and argument of motions;

e. To develop and propose, to Defendants and the Court, schedules for the
Coordinated proceedings, including case management orders, as well as the filing of any amended

pleadings and dispositive motions;



f. To develop and propose, to Defendants and the Court, a detailed discovery
plan and carry out that planin a coordinated and consolidated manner on behalf and for the benefit
of all Plaintiffs;

g. To coordinate pretrial discovery on behalf of Plaintiffs in the Coordinated
Cases, including, without limitation, coordination of discovery with Defendants' counsel, the
preparation of requests for production of documents, interrogatories, requests for admission,
subpoenas pertaining to witnesses and documents needed to properly prepare for the pretrial of
relevant issues; and all other wlitten pretrial discovery;

h. To coordinate the taking and/or delegation of witnesses for fact and expert
depositions;

1. To establish committees, as appropriate, and delegate work assignments to
the members of those committees;

3} To delegate specific work assignments, such as common corporate
discovery, expert identification, deposition preparétion, motion practice and brief writing,
identifying trial teams and other similar matters. including certain administrative functions, to such
committee or members of a committee best suited to handle a given task;

k. To establish and maintain a document/data storage depository, real or
virtual, available to all participating Plaintiffs' counsel;

1. To coordinate, negotiate, and enter into stipulations with Defendants;

m. To explore, develop, and pursue all settlement options pertaining to any
claim or portion thereof of any case filed in this litigation;

n. And to perform such other duties as may be reasonably necessary to carry
out their functions and responsibilities as Co-Lead Counsel for the Plaintiffs under Pa. R. Civ. P.

213.1.



4. The Court Liaison Counsel shall be responsible for receiving, on behalf of all
Plaintiffs. notices and orders of the Court and maintaining all documents served upon Plaintiffs'
counsel and making such documents reasonably available to all Counsel for Plaintiffs upon
request. In addition, Plaintiffs’ LiaiAson Counsel will be a liaison between leadership and Plaintiffs'
counsel in the Coordinated Cases and this Court, including serving as the primary point of contact

for Plaintiffs' counsel.

BY THE COURT:

Hon. Charles B. Burr, 11



Joseph J. Cappelli, Esquire (PA L.D. No. 55166)
jcappelli@bernllp.com

Carmen A. De Gisi, Esquire (PA 1.D. No. 208989) OIEARE RESHIER R
cdegisi@bernllp.com

MARC J. BERN & PARTNERS LLP
101 West Elm Street, Suite 215
Conshohocken, PA 19428

Tel: (610) 941-4444

Fax: (610) 941-9880

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF DELAWARE COUNTY

CIVIL DIVISION
DELAWARE COUNTY,
PENNSYLVANIA,
CIVIL ACTION
Plaintiff,
V.
PURDUE PHARMA, L.P., et al.
No. 2017-008095
Defendants.

MOTION TO VACATE AND RECONSIDER THE ORDER DATED JUNE 13, 2018
APPOINTING LEADERSHIP STRUCTURE OF PLAINTIFFS, THE COUNTIES OF
ARMSTRONG, BEAVER, BRADFORD, CAMBRIA, CARBON, CLARION, FAYETTE,
HUNTINGDON, GREENE, LACKAWANNA, LAWRENCE, MONROE,
WASHINGTON, AND WESTMORELAND AND THE TOWNSHIP OF BENSALEM

1. Plaintiffs, the Pennsylvania Counties of Armstrong, Beaver, Bradford, Cambria,
Carbon, Clarion, Fayette, Huntingdon, Greene, Lackawanna, Lawrence, Monroe, Washington, and
Westmoreland, and the Township of Bensalem (hereinafter “Movants”), respectfully submit this
Motion to Vacate and Reconsider the Order Appointing Leadership Structure, dated June 13, 2018
(hereinafter “Order”).

2. That Order appointed Paul J. Hanly, Jr. Esquire and his firm of SIMMONS
HANLY CONROY LLC, Daniel Berger, Esquire and his firm of BERGER & MONTAGUE, P.C,,
and Tobias Millrood, Esquire and his firm of POGUST BRASLOW & MILLROOD, LLC, as Co-

Lead Counsel, while naming Carmen P. Belefonte, Esquire and his firm of SALTZ



MONGELUZZI BARRETT & BENDESKY, P.C., as the sole Plaintiffs’ Liaison Counsel in the
Pennsylvania Coordinated Cases.

3. The Order was entered without due consideration for the effect that these specific
appointments would have on the overwhelming majority of Plaintiffs and their Pennsylvania
residents left without representation in the leadership structure of these Coordinated Cases.

4, As the ultimate consequence of this Order represents a manifest injustice on the
Plaintiffs and millions of residents of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, Movants request that
it be vacated and reconsidered so that Movant’s counsel, Marc J. Bern & Partners, LLP (hereinafter
“Bern & Partners”), be added as Co-Lead Counsel to ensure that the leadership structure of the
Coordinated Proceedings truly represents the diverse interests of the many Plaintiffs and their
Pennsylvania residents. In support thereof, Movants allege as follows:

L INTRODUCTORY STATEMENT OF THE CASE

5. On April 3, 2018, Plaintiffs the City of Philadelphia, the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania Acting By and Through the Philadelphia District Attorney, and the Pennsylvania
counties of Armstrong, Beaver, Bradford, Cambria, Carbon, Clarion, Fayette, Greene,
Lackawanna, Lawrence, Washington, and Westmoreland (collectively, "Leadership Movants")
filed a Joint Motion for Appointment of a Leadership Structure (hereinafter “Joint Motion”) in the
coordinated Pennsylvania state court proceedings involving claims on behalf of governmental
entities within the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania (the "Coordinated Proceedings").

6. In their Joint Motion, Leadership Movants proposed a structure comprised of four
Co-Lead Counsel, a Federai—State Court Liaison Counsel, and an Executive Committee consisting of
each law firm representing each plaintiff in the Coordinated Proceedings.

7. The Leadership Movants further proposed that the Co-Lead Counsel group be
comprised of (i) Berger & Montague, P.C., counsel for plaintiffs the City of Philadelphia and the

Philadelphia District Attorney (collectively, the "Philadelphia Plaintiffs"); (ii) Dilworth Paxson LLP,



counsel for the Philadelphia Plaintiffs; (iii) Marc J. Bern & Partners, LLP, counsel for Armstrong,
Beaver, Bradford, Cambria, Carbon, Clarion, Fayette, Greene, Lackawanna, Lawrence, Washington,
and Westmoreland Counties;' and (iv) one of the law firms serving as co-counsel for plaintiff Delaware
County ("Delaware County").

8. The Leadership Movants further proposed that Simmons Hanly Conroy LL.C, counsel
for Delaware and Dauphin Counties,? be appointed as Federal-State Court Liaison Counsel because it
and its shareholder, Paul J. Hanly, Jr., are also court-appointed co-lead counsel in the federal
Multidistrict Litigation.®

9. As proposed, Leadership Movants’ Co-Lead Counsel would have represented 19 out
of 26 Plaintiff Counties, or 57% of all Pennsylvania residents represented, on a pure population basis,
in the Coordinated Proceedings.*

10. On April 13, 2018, the Plaintiff Counties of Delaware, Cumberland, and York
(hereinafter “Joint Respondents”) submitted a Motion for Appointment of Leadership Structure
(hereinafter “Joint Response”) that was corrected to an incorporated response to Leadership Movants’
Joint Motion on April 18, 2018.

11. In the Joint Response, Joint Respondents proposed a leadership structure consisting
solely of themselves with the Co-lead Counsel being comprised of Paul J. Hanly, Jr., Esquire of
Simmons Hanly Conroy LLC, Hunter Shkolnik, Esquire of Napoli Shkolnik PLLC, and Tobias

Millrood, Esquire of Pogust Braslow & Millrood, LLC (hereinafter “Pogust Braslow”).

! Since the Joint Motion was filed, Bern & Partners has filed suit on behalf of three more Pennsylvania government
entities: Huntingdon County, Monroe County, and the Township of Bensalem.

2 Simmons Hanly Conroy, LLC has recently filed a similar case on behalf of Pike County.

3 As Co-Lead Counsel of the Coordinated proceedings, Simmons Hanly Conroy, LLC is in a position to potentially
compel the Plaintiff Counties to subvert their interests to the MDL, restrict the ability of Plaintiff Counties to conduct
their own discovery, and limit Plaintiff Counties to the discovery materials produced through the MDL. The direct
effect of such participation in the MDL discovery may be that the MDL plaintiffs, including Simmons Hanly Conroy
LLC, seek the payment of legal fees by the Plaintiff Counties to Simmons Hanly Conroy, LLC and the other MDL
co-lead counsel — which would be an undeniable conflict of interest, and a usurpation of sovereignty, for a Co-Lead
Counsel in the Coordinated Proceedings who has been entrusted to represent the interests of Plaintiff Counties that
have purposely avoided participating in the MDL.

4 Movants have not included third-party payor plaintiffs in these calculations.
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12. Joint Respondents further proposed Carmen P. Belefonte, Esquire of Saltz Mongeluzzi
Barrett & Bendesky, P.C (hereinafter “Saliz Mongeluzzi”). as Plaintiff’s Liaison Counsel in the
Pennsylvania Coordinated Proceedings.

13. Joint Respondents’ proposed leadership structure would have represented only 5 out of
the 26 Plaintiff Counties, or a mere 20.6% of all Pennsylvania residents represented in the Coordinated
Proceedings.

14. On June 13, 2018, the Court entered the instant Order, which named Paul J. Hanly, Jr.,
Esquire, Tobias Millrood, Esquire, and Daniel Berger, Esquire, and their associated firms, as Co-Lead
Counsels, while appointing Carmen P. Belefonte, Esquire and his firm of Saltz Mongeluzzi as
Plaintiff’s Liaison Counsel.

15. Thus, as of the filing of this Motion, the Leadership Structure of the Pennsylvania
Coordinated Proceedings approved by this Court is comprised of counsel for the Plaintiff Counties of
Delaware, Dauphin, Pike, and Philadelphia — a group that represents only 4 out of the 26 current
government entity Plaintiffs, and merely 31% of the total population of Pennsylvanians residing within
the jurisdictions of those 26 entities.

16. Furthermore, this Court’s Order appointing counsel for Delaware County to three of
the four leadership positions renders it impossible for a majority of Plaintiffs to have their interests
represented if those interests do not perfectly coincide with the interests of Delaware County.

17. If not supplemented by the appointment of Bern & Partners as Co-Lead Counsel, the
Court’s Order will result in a severe lack of representation of the interests of the majority of Plaintiffs
in the Pennsylvania Coordinated Proceedings and their millions of residents.

18. More importantly, it will result in a leadership structure consisting of federal MDL
counsel Simmons Hanly Conroy LLC and will be inherently biased toward the intereéts of Plaintiff

Delaware County.



19. Most concerning, the current leadership structure all but guarantees a manifestly unjust
outcome for all other Plaintiffs, including the City of Philadelphia, which represents three times more
Pennsylvania residents than Delaware County but will be outvoted on each and every contentious issue.

20. Therefore, Movants respectfully request that this Honorable Court reconsider its Order
of June 13, 2018 to prevent a manifest injustice.

II. STANDARD FOR VACATION AND RECONSIDERATION

21.  In considering a Motion for Reconsideration, a trial court is invested with broad
discretion as to whether or not it will modify or rescind a prior order entered within thirty (30)
days of said Motion for Reconsideration. 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 5505; PNC Bank, N.A. v. Unknown
Heirs, 2007 PA Super 212, 929 A.2d 219 (Pa. Super. 2007).

22. A trial court always has the inherent authority to reconsider its own rulings. The
question of whether or not to exercise that authority is left to the sound discretion of the trial court.
Moore v. Moore, 535 Pa. 18, 25, 634 A.2d 163, 167 (1993); Hutchison v. Luddy, 417 Pa. Super.
93,108,611 A.2d 1280, 1288 (1992).

23.  The statute limiting the time for reconsideration of orders to thirty (30) days does
not apply to an order that does not effectively place the litigant out of court or end the lawsuit.
Hutchison, 417 Pa. Super. at 108, 611 A.2d at 1.

24, In addition, the proper grounds for granting reconsideration are new and material
evidence or facts, a change in the controlling law, or a clear error in applying the facts or law to
the case at hand so that it is necessary to correct a clear error and prevent a manifest injustice from
occurring. See generally, Cox v. Monica, 2008 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 1720, 2008 WL 111991 (M.D.
PA. 2008) and Ellenbogen v. PNC Bank, N.A., 1999 PA Super 131, 731 A.2d 175 (Pa. Super.
1999).

25.  Movants respectfully submit that these standards are satisfied here.



III. ARGUMENT

A. The current composition of the Co-Lead Counsel severely under-represents
the interests of Plaintiffs.

26. At the time of this filing, 26 Pennsylvania government entities representing
approximately 7,588,218 Pennsylvania residents are subject to the Pennsylvania Coordinated
Proceedings in Delaware County Court of Common Pleas.’

27.  Of'those 26 government entities, Co-Lead Counsel represent only four government
entities with a total population of 3,639,800 residents, with all but 325,469 of those residents
residing in either Philadelphia or Delaware County. To put that in context, the Co-Lead Counsel
will only represent 6.5% of the government entity Plaintiffs and 31.8% of the total population,
nearly all of whom are located in the southeast corner of the Commonwealth.

28. It is inherently unfair for the interests of the majority of Plaintiffs and the majority
-of the residents located within the political boundaries of those Plaintiffs to have no voice
whatsoever in the decisions of the Co-Lead Counsel.

B. It is manifestly unjust to appoint Delaware County’s counsel to two out of

three Co-Lead Counsel positions in the Coordinated Proceedings.

29. It is manifestly unjust to remove the ability to self-determine for the majority of
Plaintiffs in the Pennsylvania Coordinated Proceedings. Despite the fact that Delaware County’s
population is only 7.4% of the total population of all residents located within the political
boundaries of the Plaintiffs, this Court has appointed its counsel to two of three Co-Lead Counsel

positions.

> All  population data is based on the 2010  US. Census figures published at:
https://www.census.gov/prod/cen2010/cph-2-40.pdf (Published August 2012 and last accessed June 18, 2018).

6




30.  As a consequence, Delaware County, a single county out of the 26 government
entity Plaintiffs, representing a fraction of the total population, now controls 75% of the leadership
positions and has a veto-proof ability to dictate the terms of litigation for its fellow Plaintiffs
through the Co-Lead Counsel.

31.  Furthermore, Delaware County’s two-thirds majority of the Co-Lead Counsel
guarantees that the City of Philadelp;hia, which represents 20.1% of the total population, is
overruled on every contentious issue and will have no voice unless speaking in agreement with
Delaware County’s counsel.

32. By extension, this Court’s Order has virtually guaranteed that no other Plaintiff will
have any voice in the decisions of the Co-Lead Counsel if that Plaintiff’s interests do not align

with the interests of Delaware County, as Delaware County’s counsel will outvote even

Philadelphia.
C. It is manifestly unjust for a majority vote of the Co-Lead Counsel to represent
a minority of the Plaintiffs.
33. It is manifestly unjust for a small minority of Plaintiffs to hold incontestable power

over the vast majority of the Plaintiffs and their Pennsylvania residents.

34.  As stated above, the appointed Co-Lead Counsel represents neither a majority of
Plaintiffs nor a majority of Pennsylvania residents. When the Co-Lead Counsel votes unanimously
on any issue, at best its decision will represent the voting interests of only 4 out of 26 of the
Plaintiffs and 31% of the Pennsylvania residents subject to these Coordinated Proceedings.

35. When the Co-Lead Counsel votes on any disputed issue, the City of Philadelphia
will cast the losing vote every single time. Consequently, every majority decision by the Co-Lead
Counsel will, in effect, be decided by 3.8% of the Plaintiffs representing 11.7% of the Pennsylvania

residents subject to these Coordinated Proceedings.



36.  This representation disparity is the very reason that the City of Philadelphia sought
to have this Court appoint Bern & Partners together with counsel selected by Delaware County as
Co-Lead Counsel in the Leadership Movants’ Joint Motion and continues to support such an
appointment following entry of the Court’s Order.

37. By contrast, couﬁsel for Movants, Marc J. Bern & Partners, LLP currently
represent 16 out of 26 Government Entity Plaintiffs and their 1,881,026 Pennsylvania
residents, or approximately 24.8% of the total population of Pennsylvania residents
currently represented in these Coordinated Proceedings.

38.  Absent reconsideration and appointment of Movant’s counsel as the fourth Co-
Lead Counsel, these same 16 Plaintiffs and their 1,881,026 Pennsylvania residents will effectively
be shut out from all key decision-making.

39.  Respectfully, excluding these Plaintiffs would be clear error and work a manifest
injustice in the circumstances compelling reconsideration and the limited relief the Movants now
seck -—adding Bern & Partners as a fourth Co-Lead.

40.  Indeed, if the Court had adopted the proposed leadership structure in the Joint
Motion, a unanimous vote of the Co-Lead Counsel would have represented the interests of at least
18 out of 26 Government Entity Plaintiffs representing 3,969,992 of the Pennsylvania residents
subject to these Coordinated Proceedings, or 52.3% of the total included population.®

41.  Instead, absent reconsideration, the likely outcome of virtually every leadership
vote will only represent the interests of a small minority of Pennsylvania residents located in

Delaware County.

® At the time the Joint Motion was filed, a unanimous vote would have represented the interests of more than 60% of
the total population.



IV. CONCLUSION

42.  The Court’s Order of June 13, 2018 Appointing Leadership Structure has appointed
a Co-Lead Counsel that, at best, represents the interests of a minority of the Plaintiffs in the
Coordinated Proceedings.

43.  The practical effect of the Court’s Order is that Delaware County has a veto-proof
vote on every single issue determined by the Co-Lead Counsel in the Coordinated Proceedings.

44.  As a consequence, the vast majority of Plaintiffs and their residents are locked out
of the decision-making process and their interests are not represented by the Co-Lead Counsel.

45.  Therefore, this Honorable court should reconsider its Order and appoint Marc J.
Bern & Partners, LLP as the fourth Co-Lead counsel.

WHEREFORE, the Movants, the Pennsylvania Counties of Armstrong, Beaver, Bradford,
Cambria, Carbon, Clarion, Fayette, Huntingdon, Greene, Lackawanna, Lawrence, Monroe,
Washington, and Westmoreland, and the Township of Bensalem, respectfully request that this
Honorable Court reconsider its Order Appointing Leadership Structure and add counsel for
Movants, Marc J. Bern & Partners LLP, as a fourth Co-Lead Counsel.

Respectfully submitted,
MARC J. BERN & PARTNERS, LLP

prd
Dated: June 19, 2018 Q %/Qﬁ M/M&M/

{ CAPPELLL ESJ. (NO. 55166)
CARMEN A De GISI, ESQ. (NO. 208989)

101 W. ELM STREET, SUITE 215
CONSHOHOCKEN, PA 19428
icappelli@bernllp.com
cdegisi@bernllp.com

Counsel for the Pennsylvania Counties of
Armstrong, Beaver, Bradford, Cambria,
Carbon, Clarion, Fayette, Huntingdon,
Greene, Lackawanna, Lawrence, Monroe,
Washington, and Westmoreland, and
Township of Bensalem



Joseph J. Cappelli, Esquire (PA 1.D. No. 55166)
jcappelli@bernllp.com ;

Carmen A. De Gisi, Esquire (PA 1.D. No. 208989)
cdegisi(@bernlip.com

MARC J. BERN & PARTNERS LLP

101 West Elm Street, Suite 215

Conshohocken, PA 19428

Tel: (610) 941-4444

Fax: (610) 941-9880

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF DELAWARE COUNTY

CIVIL DIVISION
DELAWARE COUNTY,
PENNSYLVANIA,
CIVIL ACTION
Plaintiff,
V.
PURDUE PHARMA, L.P., et al.
No. 2017-008095
Defendants.

PLAINTIFFS’ MEMORANDUM IN LAW IN SUPPORT OF THEIR MOTION TO
VACATE AND RECONSIDER THE ORDER APPOINTING LEADERSHIP
STRUCTURE

Plaintiffs, the Pennsylvania Counties of Armstrong, Beaver, Bradford, Cambria, Carbon,
Clarion, Fayette, Huntingdon, Greene, Lackawanna, Lawrence, Monroe, Washington, and
Westmoreland, and the Township of Bensalem (hereinafter “Movants”), respectfully submit this
Motion to Vacate and Reconsider the Order Appointing Leadership Structure, dated June 13, 2018
(hereinafter “Order”). That Order appointed Paul J. Hanly, Jr. Esquire and his firm of SIMMONS
HANLY CONROY LLC, Daniel Berger, Esquire and his firm of BERGER & MONTAGUE, P.C,,
and Tobias Millrood, Esquire and his firm of POGUST BRASLOW & MILLROOD, LLC, as Co-
Lead Counsel, while naming Carmen P. Belefonte, Esquire and his firm of SALTZ
MONGELUZZI BARRETT & BENDESKY, P.C., as the sole Plaintiffs’ Liaison Counsel in the
Pennsylvania Coordinated Cases. The Order was entered without due consideration for the effect

that these specific appointments would have on the overwhelming majority of Plaintiffs and their
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Pennsylvania residents left without representation in the leadership structure of these Coordinated
Cases.

As the ultimate consequence of this Order represents a manifest injustice on the Plaintiffs
and millions of residents of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, Movants request that it be
vacated and reconsidered so that Movant’s counsel, Marc J. Bern & Partners, LLP (hereinafter
“Bern & Partners”), be added as Co-Lead Counsel to ensure that the leadership structure of the
Coordinated Proceedings truly represents the diverse interests of the many Plaintiffs and their
Pennsylvania residents. In support thereof, Movants allege as follows:

L. STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On April 3, 2018, Plaintiffs the City of Philadelphia, the Commqnwealth of Pennsylvania
Acting By and Through the Philadelphia District Attorney, and the Pennsylvania counties of
Armstrong, Beaver, Bradford, Cambria, Carbon, Clarion, Fayette, Greene, Lackawanna,
Lawrence, Washington, and Westmoreland (collectively, "Leadership Movants") filed a Joint
Motion for Appointment of a Leadership Structure (hereinafter “Joint Motion”) in the coordinated
Pennsylvania state court proceedings involving claims on behalf of governmental entities within
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania (the "Coordinated Proceedings").

In their Joint Motion, Leadership Movants proposed a structure comprised of four Co-Lead
Counsel, a Federal-State Court Liaison Counsel, and an Executive Committee consisting of each law
firm representing each plaintiff in the Coordinated Proceedings. The Leadership Movants further
proposed that the Co-Lead Counsel group be comprised of (i) Berger & Montague, P.C., counsel for
plaintiffs the City of Philadelphia and the Philadelphia District Attorney (collectively, the
"Philadelphia Plaintiffs"); (ii) Dilworth Paxson LLP, counsel for the Philadelphia Plaintiffs; (iii) Marc

J. Bern & Partners, LLP, counsel for Armstrong, Beaver, Bradford, Cambria, Carbon, Clarion, Fayette,
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Greene, Lackawanna, Lawrence, Washington, and Westmoreland Counties;’ and (iv) one of the law
firms serving as co-counsel for plaintiff Delaware County ("Delaware County"). The Leadership
Movants further proposed that Simmons Hanly Conroy LLC, counsel for Delaware and Dauphin
Counties,® be appointed as Federal-State Court Liaison Counsel because it and its shareholder, Paul J.
Hanly, Jr., are also court-appointed co-lead counsel in the federal Multidistrict Litigation.” As
proposed, Leadership Movants’ Co-Lead Counsel would have represented 19 out of 26 Plaintiff
Counties, or 57% of all Pennsylvania residents represented, on a pure population basis, in the
Coordinated Proceedings.'®

On April 13, 2018, the Plaintiff Counties of Delaware, Cumberland, and York (hereinafter
“Joint Respondents™) submitted a Motion for Appointment of Leadership Structure (hereinafter “Joint
Response”) that was corrected to an incorporated response to Leadership Movants’ Joint Motion on
April 18, 2018. In the Joint Response, Joint Respondents proposed a leadership structure consisting
solely of themselves with the Co-lead Counsel being comprised of Paul J. Hanly, Jr., Esquire of
Simmons Hanly Conroy LLC, Hunter Shkolnik, Esquire of Napoli Shkolnik PLLC, and Tobias
Millrood, Esquire of Pogust Braslow & Millrood, LLC (hereinafter “Pogust Braslow™). Joint
Respondents further proposed Carmen P. Belefonte, Esquire of Saltz Mongeluzzi Barrett & Bendesky,
P.C (hereinafter “Saltz Mongeluzzi™). as Plaintiff’ s Liaison Counsel in the Pennsylvania Coordinated

Proceedings. Joint Respondents’ proposed leadership structure would have represented only 5 out of

7 Since the Joint Motion was filed, Bern' & Partners has filed suit on behalf of three more Pennsylvania government
entities: Huntingdon County, Monroe County, and the Township of Bensalem.

8 Simmons Hanly Conroy, LLC has recently filed a similar case on behalf of Pike County.

9 As Co-Lead Counsel of the Coordinated proceedings, Simmons Hanly Conroy, LLC is in a position to potentially
compel the Plaintiff Counties to subvert their interests to the MDL, restrict the ability of Plaintiff Counties to conduct
their own discovery, and limit Plaintiff Counties to the discovery materials produced through the MDL. The direct
effect of such participation in the MDL discovery may be that the MDL plaintiffs, including Simmons Hanly Conroy
LLC, seek the payment of legal fees by the Plaintiff Counties to Simmons Hanly Conroy, LLC and the other MDL
co-lead counsel — which would be an undeniable conflict of interest, and a usurpation of sovereignty, for a Co-Lead
Counsel in the Coordinated Proceedings who has been entrusted to represent the interests of Plaintiff Counties that
have purposely avoided participating in the MDL.

10 Movants have not included third-party payor plaintiffs in these calculations.
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the 26 Plaintiff Counties, or a mere 20.6% of all Pennsylvania residents represented in the Coordinated
Proceedings.

On June 13, 2018, the Court entered the instant Order, which named Paul J. Hanly, Jr., Esquire,
Tobias Millrood, Esquire, and Daniel Berger, Esquire, and their associated firms, as Co-Lead Counsels,
while appointing Carmen P. Belefonte, Esquire and his firm of Saltz Mongeluzzi as Plaintiff’s Liaison
Counsel. Thus, as of the filing of this Motion, the Leadership Structure of the Pennsylvania
Coordinated Proceedings approved by this Court is comprised of counsel for the Plaintiff Counties of
Delaware, Dauphin, Pike, and Philadelphia — a group that represents only 4 out of the 26 current
government entity Plaintiffs, and merely 3 1% of the total population of Pennsylvanians residing within
the jurisdictions of those 26 entities. Furthermore, this Court’s Order appointing counsel for Delaware
County to three of the four leadership positions renders it impossible for a majority of Plaintiffs to have
their interests represented if those interests do not perfectly coincide with the interests of Delaware
County.

If not supplemented by the appointment of Bern & Partners as Co-Lead Counsel, the Court’s
Order will result in a severe lack of representation of the interests of thekmajority of Plaintiffs in the
Pennsylvania Coordinated Proceedings and their millions of residents. More importantly, it will result
in a leadership structure consisting of federal MDL counsel Simmons Hanly Conroy LLC and will be
inherently biased toward the interests of Plaintiff Delaware County. Most concerning, the current
leadership structure all but guarantees a manifestly unjust outcome for all other Plaintiffs, including
the City of Philadelphia, which represents three times more Pennsylvania residents than Delaware
County but will be outvoted on each and every contentious issue. Therefore, Movants respectfully
request that this Honorable Court reconsider its Order of June 13, 2018 to prevent a manifest injustice.
1L STANDARD FOR VACATION AND RECONSIDERATION

In considering a Motion for Reconsideration, a trial court is invested with broad discretion
as to whether or not it will modify or rescind a prior order entered within thirty (30) days of said

Motion for Reconsideration. 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 5505; PNC Bank, N.A. v. Unknown Heirs, 2007 PA
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Super 212, 929 A.2d 219 (Pa. Super. 2007). A trial court always has the inherent authority to
reconsider its own rulings. The question of whether or not to exercise that authority is left to the
sound discretion of the trial court. Moore v. Moore, 535 Pa. 18, 25, 634 A.2d 163, 167 (1993);
Hutchison v. Luddy, 417 Pa. Super. 93, 108, 611 A.2d 1280, 1288 (1992). The statute limiting the
time for reconsideration of orders to thirty (30) days does not apply to an order that does not
effectively place the litigant out of court or end the lawsuit. Hutchison, 417 Pa. Super. at 108, 611
A2datl.

In addition, the proper grounds for granting reconsideration are new and material evidence
or facts, a change in the controlling law, or a clear error in applying the facts or law to the case at
hand so that it is necessary to correct a clear error and prevent a manifest injustice from occurring.
See generally, Cox v. Monica, 2008 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 1720, 2008 WL 111991 (M.D. PA. 2008)
and Ellenbogen v. PNC Bank, N.A., 1999 PA Super 131,731 A.2d 175 (Pa. Super. 1999). Movants
respectfully submit that these standards are satisfied here.

III. ARGUMENT

A. The current composition of the Co-Lead Counsel severely under-represents
the interests of Plaintiffs.

At the time of this filing, 26 Pennsylvania government entities representing approximately
7,588,218 Pennsylvania residents are subject to the Pennsylvania Coordinated Proceedings in
Delaware County Court of Common Pleas.!! Of those 26 government entities, Co-Lead Counsel
represent only four government entities with a total population of 3,639,800 residents, with all but
325,469 of those residents residing in Fither Philadelphia or Delaware County. To put that in

context, the Co-Lead Counsel will only represent 6.5% of the government entity Plaintiffs and

I All  population data is based on the 2010 U.S. Census figures published at:
https://www.census,gov/prod/cen2010/cph-2-40.pdf (Published August 2012 and last accessed June 18, 2018).
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31.8% of the total population, nearly all of whom are located in the southeast corner of the
Commonwealth. It is inherently unfair for the interests of the majority of Plaintiffs and the
majority of the residents located within the political boundaries of those Plaintiffs to have no voice
whatsoever in the decisions of the Co-Lead Counsel.

B. It is manifestly unjust to appoint Delaware County’s counsel to two out of
three Co-Lead Counsel positions in the Coordinated Proceedings.

It is manifestly unjust to remove the ability to self-determine for the majority of Plaintiffs
in the Pennsylvania Coordinated Proceedings. Despite the fact that Delaware County’s population
is only 7.4% of the total population of all residents located within the political boundaries of the
Plaintiffs, this Court has appointed its counsel to two of three Co-Lead Counsel positions. Asa
consequence, Delaware County, a single county out of the 26 government entity Plaintiffs,
representing a fraction of the total population, now controls 75% of the leadership positions and
has a veto-proof ability to dictate the terms of litigation for its fellow Plaintiffs through the Co-
Lead Counsel. Furthermore, Delaware County’s two-thirds majority of the Co-Lead Counsel
guarantees that the City of Philadelphia, which represents 20.1% of the total population, is
overruled on every contentious issue and will have no voice unless speaking in agreement with
Delaware County’s counsel. By extension, this Court’s Order has virtually guaranteed that no
other Plaintiff will have any voice in the decisions of the Co-Lead Counsel if that Plaintiff’s
interests do not align with the interests of Delaware County, as Delaware County’s counsel will
outvote even Philadelphia.

C. It is manifestly unjust for a majority vote of the Co-Lead Counsel to represent
a minority of the Plaintiffs.

It is manifestly unjust for a small minority of Plaintiffs to hold incontestable power over
the vast majority of the Plaintiffs and their Pennsylvania residents. As stated above, the appointed
Co-Lead Counsel represents neither a majority of Plaintiffs nor a majority of Pennsylvania

residents. When the Co-Lead Counsel votes unanimously on any issue, at best its decision will
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represent the voting interests of only 4 out of 26 of the Plaintiffs and 31% of the Pennsylvania
residents subject to these Coordinated Proceedings. When the Co-Lead Counsel votes on any
disputed issue, the City of Philadelphia will cast the losing vote every single time. Consequently,
every majority decision by the Co-Lead Counsel will, in effect, be decided by 3.8% of the Plaintiffs
representing 11.7% of the Pennsylvania residents subject to these Coordinated Proceedings. This
representation disparity is the very reason that the City of Philadelphia sought to have this Court
appoint Bern & Partners together with counsel selected by Delaware County as Co-Lead Counsel
in the Leadership Movants’ Joint Motion and continues to support such an appointment following
entry of the Court’s Order.

By contrast, counsel for Movants, Marc J. Bern & Partners, LLP currently represent
16 out of 26 Government Entity Plaintiffs and their 1,881,026 Pennsylvania residents, or
approximately 24.8% of the total population of Pennsylvania residents currently represented
in these Coordinated Proceedings. Absent reconsideration and appointment of Movant’s
counsel as the fourth Co-Lead Counsel, these same 16 Plaintiffs and their 1,881,026 Pennsylvania
residents will effectively be shut out from all key decision-making. Respectfully, excluding these
Plaintiffs would be clear error and work a manifest injustice in the circumstances compelling
reconsideration and the limited relief the Movants now seek —adding Bern & Partners as a fourth
Co-Lead. Indeed, if the Court had adopted the proposed leadership structure in the Joint Motion,
a unanimous vote of the Co-Lead Counsel would have represented the interests of at least 18 out
of 26 Government Entity Plaintiffs representing 3,969,992 of the Pennsylvania residents subject

to these Coordinated Proceedings, or 52.3% of the total included population.'? Instead, absent

12 At the time the Joint Motion was filed, a unanimous vote would have represented the interests of more than 60% of
the total population.
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reconsideration, the likely outcome of virtually every leadership vote will only represent the
interests of a small minority of Pennsylvania residents located in Delaware County.
IV. CONCLUSION

The Court’s Order of June 13, 2018 Appointing Leadership Structure has appointed a Co-
Lead Counsel that, at best, represents the interests of a minority of the Plaintiffs in the Coordinated
Proceedings. The practical effect of the Court’s Order is that Delaware County has a veto-proof
vote on every single issue determined by the Co-Lead Counsel in the Coordinated Proceedings.
As a consequence, the vast majority of Plaintiffs and their residents are locked out of the decision-
making process and their interests are not represented by the Co-Lead Counsel. Therefore, this
Honorable court should reconsider its Order and appoint Marc J. Bern & Partners, LLP as the
fourth Co-Lead counsel.

WHEREFORE, the Movants, the Pennsylvania Counties of Armstrong, Beaver, Bradford,
Cambria, Carbon, Clarion, Fayette, Huntingdon, Greene, Lackawanna, Lawrence, Monroe,
Washington, and Westmoreland, and the Township of Bensalem, respectfully request that this
Honorable Court reconsider its Order Appointing Leadership Structure and add counsel for
Movants, Marc J. Bern & Partners LLP, as a fourth Co-Lead Counsel.

Respectfully submitted,
MARC J. BERN & PARTNERS, LLP

Dated: June 19, 2018 Q“J// QC &WM -

JQSEPH J. @APPELLI, E8Q. (NO. 55166)
CARMENA De GISI, ESQ. (NO. 208989)
101 W. ELM STREET, SUITE 215
CONSHOHOCKEN, PA 19428
icappelli@bernllp.com
cdegisi(@bernllp.com

Counsel for the Pennsylvania Counties of
Armstrong, Beaver, Bradford, Cambria, Carbon,
Clarion, Fayette, Huntingdon, Greene,
Lackawanna, Lawrence, Monroe, Washington, and
Westmoreland, and Township of Bensalem
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF DELAWARE COUNTY
CIVIL DIVISION

DELAWARE COUNTY,
PENNSYLVANIA,
CIVIL ACTION

Plaintiff,
V.

PURDUE PHARMA, L.P., et al.
No. 2017-008095
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Defendants.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Joseph J. Cappelli, Esquire, hereby certify that on the 19" day of June, 2018, a true and
correct copy of the foregoing MOTION TO VACATE AND RECONSIDER THE ORDER
DATED JUNE 13, 2018 APPOINTING LEADERSHIP STRUCTURE OF PLAINTIFFS, THE
COUNTIES OF ARMSTRONG, BEAVER, BRADFORD, CAMBRIA, CARBON, CLARION,
FAYETTE, HUNTINGDON, GREENE, LACKAWANNA, LAWRENCE, MONROE,
WASHINGTON, AND WESTMORELAND AND THE TOWNSHIP OF BENSALEM and the
MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT THEREOF, was served via electronic mail and by

First Class Mail upon all counsel of record in this matter per the below schedule.

ByQ/J“fQ C u%/»(///é/

sep appelh

Counsel Party

Robert J. Mongeluzzi, Esquire Counsel for Plaintiff Delaware County
Carmen P. Belefonte, Esquire
Michael F. Barrett, Esquire
SALTZ MONGELUZZI BARRETT &
BENDESKY
20 West Third Street
Media, PA 19063
rmongeluzzi@smbb.com
cbelefonte(@smbb.com
mbarrett(@smbb.com




Counsel

Party

Harris L. Pogust, Esquire
POGUST BRASLOW & MILLROOD, LLC
161 Washington St., Suite 940
Conshohocken, PA 19428
hpogust(@pbmattorneys.com

Counsel for Plaintiffs AFSCME District Council 47
Health and Welfare Fund, AFSCME District
Council 33 Health and Welfare Fund, Bricklayers
and Allied Craftworkers Local Union No. 1 of
PA/DE Health and Welfare, Carpenters Health &
Welfare of Philadelphia & Vicinity, and The
Trustees of the Unite Here Local 634 Health and
Welfare Fund

Paul J. Hanly, Jr., Esquire
Jayne Conroy, Esquire
SIMMONS HANLY CONROY LLC
112 Madison Avenue
New York, NY 10016
phanly(@simmonsfirm.com

Amy E. Garrett, Esquire
Trent B. Miracle, Esquire
Sarah Burns, Esquire
SIMMONS HANLY CONROY LLC
One Court Street
Alton, IL 62002
agarrett@simmonsfirm.com
sburns(@simmonsfirm.com

Counsel for Plaintiffs Dauphin County, AFSCME
District Council 47 Health and Welfare Fund, .
AFSCME District Council 33 Health and Welfare
Fund, Bricklayers and Allied Crafiworkers Local
Union No. 1 of PA/DE Health and Welfare,

Carpenters Health & Welfare of Philadelphia &
Vicinity, and The Trustees of the Unite Here Local
634 Health and Welfare Fund

Daniel Schwarz, Esquire
Patrick C. Timoney, Esquire
SCHWARZ MONGELUZZI LAW, LLP
One Liberty Place
1650 Market Street, 51st Floor
Philadelphia, PA 19103
dschwarz@sm-attorneys.com
ptimoney(@sm-attorneys.com

Counsel for Plaintiffs AFSCME District Council 47
Health and Welfare Fund, AFSCME District
Council 33 Health and Welfare Fund, Bricklayers
and Allied Craftworkers Local Union No. 1 of
PA/DE Health and Welfare, Carpenters Health &
Welfare of Philadelphia & Vicinity, and The
Trustees of the Unite Here Local 634 Health and
Welfare Fund

Deborah R. Willig, Esquire
WILLIG, WILLIAMS & DAVIDSON
1845 Walnut Street, 24th F1.
Philadelphia, PA 19103
dwillig@wwdlaw.com

Counsel for Plaintiffs AFSCME District Council 47
Health and Welfare Fund, and The Trustees of the
Unite Here Local 634 Health and Welfare Fund

Todd O’Malley, Esquire
O’MALLEY & LANGAN LAW OFFICES
201 Franklin Ave.

Scranton, PA 18503
tomalley(@omalleylangan.com

Counsel for Plaintiff Lackawanna County




Counsel Party
Daniel A. Miscavige, Esquire Counsel for Plaintiff Carbon County
CARBON COUNTY SOLICITOR
2 Hazard Square
P.O. Box 129

Jim Thorpe, PA 18229

John Brazil, Esquire
LACKAWANNA COUNTY SOLICITOR
200 Adams Ave., 6th Floor
Scranton, PA 18503
jbrazilcounty(@gmail.com

Counsel for Plaintiff Lackawanna County

Robert N. Peirce, Jr., Esquire
ROBERT PEIRCE & ASSOCIATES, P.C.
707 Grant Street, Suite 2500
Pittsburgh, PA 15219
rpeircejr@peircelaw.com

Counsel for Plaintiffs Armstrong County, Beaver
County, Bradford County, Cambria County,
Carbon County, Clarion County, Greene County,
Fayette, Lackawanna County, Lawrence County,
Washington County, and Westmoreland County

Andrew J. Sacco, Esquire
ARMSTRONG COUNTY SOLICITOR
160 N. McKean Street
Kittanning, PA 16201
sslaw(@windstream.net

Counsel for Plaintiff Armstrong County

Glenn J. Smith, Esquire
YORK COUNTY SOLICITOR
York County Administration Center
28 East Market St., 2nd Floor
York, PA 17401
gismith@yorkcountypa.gov

Counsel for Plaintiff York County

Hunter J. Shkolnik, Esquire
NAPOLI SHKOLNIK PLLC
360 Lexington Avenue, 11th Floor
New York, NY 10017
Hunter@@napolilaw.com

Paul J. Napoli, Esquire
Joseph L. Ciaccio, Esquire
Shayna E. Sacks, Esquire
Salvatore C. Badala, Esquire
NAPOLI SHKLONIK, PLLC
400 Broadhollow Road, Suite 305
Melville, NY 11747
ssacks(@napolilaw.com

Counsel for Plaintiffs Cumberland County and
York County




Counsel

Party

W. Steven Berman, Esquire
NAPOLI SHKLONIK, PLLC
1 Greentree Centre, Suite 201

10,000 Lincoln Drive East
Marlton, NJ 08053
wsberman@napolilaw.com

Counsel for Plaintiffs Cumberland County and
York County

John M. Purcell, Esquire
FAYETTE COUNTY SOLICITOR
61 East Main Street
Uniontown, PA 15401
Jackpurcell146@gmail.com

Counsel for Plaintiff Fayette County

Brian J. Taylor, Esquire
OFFICE OF NORTHAMPTON COUNTY
SOLICITOR
669 Washington Street
Easton, PA 18042
btaylor(@kingspry.com

Counsel for Plaintiff Northampton County

Christian M. Perrucci, Esquire
Robert M. Donchez, Esquire
Robert A. Freedberg, Esquire

FLORIO PERRUCCI STEINHARDT &
CAPPELLI, LLC
60 West Broad Street, Suite 102
Bethlehem, PA 18018
CHPerrucci@floriolaw.com
RDonchez@floriolaw.com
RFreedberg@floriolaw.com

Counsel for Plaintiff Northampton County

Donald E. Haviland, Jr., Esquire
William H. Platt II, Esquire
HAVILAND HUGHES
201 S. Maple Way, Suite 110
Ambler, PA 19002
haviland@havilandhughes.com
platt@havilandhughes.com

Counsel for Plaintiffs The Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania by James B. Martin, Also Known As
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania by James B.
Martin, Lehigh County Pennsylvania, T he People
of Lehigh County Also Known As People of
Lehigh County

Hugh Donaghue, Esquire
Kathryn L. Labrum, Esquire
Tyler J. Therriault, Esquire
DONAGHUE & LABRUM, LLP
104 W. Front Street, Suite 201
Media, PA 19063
info(@donaghuelabrum.com

Counsel for Plaintiffs The Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania by James B. Martin, Also Known As
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania by James B.
Martin, Lehigh County Pennsylvania, The People
of Lehigh County Also Known As People of
Lehigh County
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Counsel
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Marcel S. Pratt, Chair, Litigation Group
Eleanor N. Ewing, Chief Deputy Solicitor
Benjamin H. Field, Deputy City Solicitor
CITY OF PHILADELPHIA LAW
DEPARTMENT
1515 Arch Street, 17th Floor
Philadelphia, PA 19102
marcel.pratt@phila.gov
eleanor.ewing(@phila.gov
benjamin.field@phila.gov

Counsel for Plaintiff City of Philadelphia

Lawrence S. Krasner, Esquire
Philadelphia District Attorney
Bryan C. Hughes, Esquire
Peter Carr, Esquire
OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY OF
PHILADELPHIA
3 S. Penn Square, 13th Floor
Philadelphia, PA 19107
Bryan.hughes@phila.gov
Peter.carr@phila.gov

Counsel for Plaintiff Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania, acting by and through Philadelphia
District Attorney Lawrence S. Krasner

Daniel Berger, Esquire
Lawrence J. Lederer, Esquire
Tyler E. Wren, Esquire
Jon Lambiras, Esquire
Sarah Schalman-Bergen, Esquire
Michaela Wallin, Esquire
Neil Makhija, Esquire
BERGER &MONTAGUE, P.C.
1622 Locust Street
Philadelphia, PA 19103
danberger(@bm.net

llederer@bm.net
twren@bm.net

jlambiras@bm.net
sschalman-bergen@bm.net

mwallin@bm.net

nmakhija@bm.net

Counsel for Plaintiffs City of Philadelphia, and
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, acting by and
through Philadelphia District Attorney Lawrence S.
Krasner

Jerry R. DeSiderato, Esquire
Thomas S. Biemer, Esquire
DILWORTH PAXSON, LLP
1500 Market St., Suite 3500E
Philadelphia, PA 19102
idesiderato@dilworthlaw.com

Counsel for Plaintiffs City of Philadelphia, and
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania

tbiemer@dilworthlaw.com




Counsel

Party

Andrew Sacks, Esquire
John Weston, Esquire
SACKS WESTON DIAMOND, LLC
1845 Walnut Street, Suite 1600
Philadelphia, PA 19103
asacks(@sackslaw.com
jweston(@sackslaw.com

Counsel for Plaintiffs City of Philadelphia, and
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania

Stephen A. Sheller, Esquire
Lauren Sheller, Esquire
Jamie Sheller, Esquire
SHELLER, P.C.
1528 Walnut Street, 4th Floor
Philadelphia, PA 19102
sasheller(@sheller.com
Isheller@sheller.com
isheller(@sheller.com

Counsel for Plaintiffs City of Philadelphia, and
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania

David Kairys, Esquire
1719 North Broad Street
Philadelphia, PA 19122

dkairys(@verizon.net

Counsel for Plaintiffs City of Philadelphia, and
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania

Gregory B. Heller, Esquire
YOUNG RICCHIUTI CALDWELL &
HELLER, LLC
1600 Market Street, Suite 3800
Philadelphia, PA 19103
gheller@yrchlaw.com

Counsel for Plaintiffs City of Philadelphia,
Bensalem Township, Dauphin County, and
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania

Sol H. Weiss, Esquire
David S. Senoff, Esquire
Hillary B. Weinstein, Esquire
Clayton P. Flaherty, Esquire
ANAPOL WEISS
One Logan Square
130 N. 18th Street, Suite 1600
Philadelphia, PA 19103
sweiss(@anapolweiss.com
dsenoff@anapolweiss.com
hweinstein@anapolweiss.com
cflaherty(@anapolweiss.com

Counsel for Plaintiffs Southeastern Pennsylvania
Transportation Authority, UFCW, Local 23 and
Employers Health Fund, and Philadelphia
Federation of Teachers Health and Welfare I und




Counsel

Party

Jay Edelson, Esquire
Rafey S. Balabanian, Esquire
Benjamin H. Richman, Esquire
EDELSON PC
350 North LaSalle Street, 14th Floor

Chicago, IL 60654

iedelson(@edelson.com

rbalabanian(@edelson.com
brichman(@edelson.com

Counsel for Plaintiff Southeastern Pennsylvania
Transportation Authority

Andrew F. Szefi, Esquire
Yvonne Hilton, Esquire
Julie Koren, Esquire
ALLEGHENY COUNTY LAW
DEPARTMENT
445 Fort Pitt Boulevard, Suite 300
Pittsburgh, PA 15219
andrew.szefi(@alleghenycounty.us
yvonne.hilton@alleghenycounty.us

Counsel for Plaintiffs City of Pittsburgh, and
Allegheny County

Bruce E. Mattock, Esquire
Jason T. Shipp, Esquire

GOLDBERG, PERSKY &WHITE, P.C.

11 Stanwix Street, Suite 1800
Pittsburgh, PA 15222
bmattockgpwlaw.com
ishipp@gpwlaw.com

Counsel for Plaintiffs City of Pittsburgh, and
Allegheny County

Linda Singer, Esquire
Elizabeth Smith, Esquire
Jeffrey C. Nelson, Esquire
MOTLEY RICE LLC
401 9th Street NW, Suite 1001
Washington, DC 20004
Isinger(@motleyrice.com
esmith{@motleyrice.com
inelson@motleyrice.com

Counsel for Plaintiffs City of Pittsburgh, and
Allegheny County

Eric Rosenberg, Esquire
Alexander Nemiroff, Esquire
GORDON & REES LLP
3 Logan Square
1717 Arch Street, Suite 610
Philadelphia, Pa 19103
erosenberg(@grsm.com
anemiroff@grsm.com

Counsel for Defendants Perry Fine, MD, Scott
Fishman, MD, and Lynn Webster, MD




Counsel Party
Craig M. Cooley, Esquire Counsel for Defendant Russell Portenoy, MD
COOLEY LAW OFFICE
1308 Plumdale Court

Pittsburg, PA 15239
craig.m.cooley@gmail.com

David F. Abernethy, Esquire
Rebecca L. Trela, Esquire
DRINKER BIDDLE & REATH LLP
One Logan Square, Suite 2000
Philadelphia, PA 19103-6996
david.abernethy@dbr.com
Rebecca.trela@dbr.com

Counsel for Defendants Johnson & Johnson,
Janssen Pharmaceuticals, Inc., Ortho-McNeil-
Janssen Pharmaceuticals, Inc. (n/k/a/ Janssen

Pharmaceuticals, Inc.), and Janssen
Pharmaceutica,
Inc. (n/k/a/ Janssen Pharmaceuticals, Inc.)

Charles C. Lifland, Esquire
Steven Brody, Esquire
Andrew D. Hutton, Esquire
O’MELVENY &MYERS LLP
400 S. Hope Street
Los Angeles, CA 90071
clifland@omm.com
sbrody@omm.com
mhutton@omm.com

Counsel for Defendants Johnson & Johnson,
Janssen Pharmaceuticals, Inc., Ortho-McNeil-
Janssen Pharmaceuticals, Inc. (n/k/a/ Janssen

Pharmaceuticals, Inc.), and Janssen
Pharmaceutica,
Inc. (n/k/a/ Janssen Pharmaceuticals, Inc.)

Wendy West Feinstein, Esquire
MORGAN, LEWIS & BOCKIUS LLP
One Oxford Centre, Thirty-Second Floor
Pittsburgh, PA 15219-6401
wendy.feinstein@morganlewis.com

Brian M. Ercole, Esquire
MORGAN, LEWIS & BOCKIUS LLP
200 South Biscayne Boulevard, Suite 5300
Miami, FL 33131-2339
brian.ercole@morganlewis.com

Counsel for Defendants Johnson & Johnson,
Janssen Pharmaceuticals, Inc., Ortho-McNeil-
Janssen Pharmaceuticals, Inc. (n/k/a/ Janssen

Pharmaceuticals, Inc.), and Janssen
Pharmaceutica,
Inc. (n/k/a/ Janssen Pharmaceuticals, Inc.)

Judy L. Leone, Esquire
Steven E. Bizar, Esquire
Benjamin F. McAnaney, Esquire
Caroline Power. Esquire
Christopher R. Boisvert, Esquire
DECHERT LLP
Cira Centre
2929 Arch Street
Philadelphia, PA 19104
judy.leone@dechert.com
steven.bizar@dechert.com
benjamin.mcananey(@dechert.com
Caroline.power(@dechert.com
Chip.Boisvert@dechert.com

Counsel for Defendants Purdue Pharma L.P,
Purdue Pharma Inc., and The Purdue Fi rederick
Company, Inc.
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Mark S. Cheffo, Esquire
Hayden Coleman, Esquire
DECHERT, LLP
1095 Avenue of the Americas
New York, NY 10036-6797
markcheffo@dechert.com

Counsel for Defendants Purdue Pharma L.P.,
Purdue Pharma Inc., and The Purdue Frederick

Company, Inc.

haydencoleman@dechert.com
Patrick J. Fitzgerald, Esquire
SKADDEN, ARPS, SLATE, MEAGHER &
FLOM LLP
4 Times Square
New York, NY 10036
patrick.ﬁtzgerald@skadden.com

R. Ryan Stoll, Esquire
SKADDEN, ARPS, SLATE, MEAGHER &
FLOM LLP
155 North Wacker Drive
Chicago, IL 60606
ryan.stoll@skadden.com

Counsel for Defendants Purdue Pharma L.P.,
Purdue Pharma Inc., and The Purdue Frederick

Company, Inc.

Eric W. Sitarchuk, Esquire
Steven A. Reed, Esquire
Harvey Bartle, IV, Esquire
Evan K. Jacobs, Esquire
Lindsey Mills, Esquire
MORGAN, LEWIS & BOCKIUS LLP
1701 Market Street
Philadelphia, PA 19103
Eric.sitarchuk@morganlewis.com
steven.reed@morganlewis.com
harvey.bartle@morganlewis.com
Evan.jacobs@morganlewis.com

Counsel for Defendants Cephalon, Inc., Teva
Pharmaceuticals USA, Inc., Watson Laboratories,
Inc., Actavis, LLC, and Actavis Pharma, Inc. (f/k/a/
Watson Pharma, Inc.)

lindsey.mills@morganlewis.com
Stuart S. Smith, Esquire
Thomas Elliott, Esquire
ELLIOT GREENLEAF P.C.
925 Harvest Drive
Blue Bell, PA 19422
sss(@elliottgreenleaf.com
tie@elliottgreenleaf.com

Patrick R. Casey, Esquire
Joel M. Wolff, Esquire
ELLIOT GREENLEAF P.C.
701 Penn Avenue, Suite 202
Scranton, PA 18503
pre@elliottgreenleaf.com

Counsel for Defendants Cephalon, Inc., Teva
Pharmaceuticals USA, Inc., Watson Laboratories,
Inc., Actavis, LLC, and Actavis Pharma, Inc. (f/k/a/
Watson Pharma, Inc.)

L imw(@elliottgreenleaf.com
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Ingo W. Sprie, Jr., Esquire
Jesse Feitel, Esquire
ARNOLD & PORTER KAYE SCHOLER LLP
250 West 55th Street
New York, NY 10019-9710
ingo.sprie@arnoldporter.com
jesse.feitel@arnoldporter.com

Anthony J. Franze, Esquire
Ryan Z. Watts, Esquire
Mahnu V. Davar, Esquire
ARNOLD & PORTER KAYE SCHOLER LLP
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Washington, DC 20001
mahnu.davar@arnoldporter.com
anthony.franze(@arnoldporter.com
ryan.watts(@arnoldporter.com

Counsel for Defendants Endo Health Solutions,
Inc., and Endo Pharmaceuticals, Inc.

Adam S. Tolin, Esquire
Robert A. Limbacher, Esquire
GOODELL, DEVRIES, LEECH & DANN,
LLP
2001 Market Street, Suite 3700
Philadelphia, PA 19103
atolin(@gdldlaw.com
rlimbacher@gdldlaw.com

Counsel for Defendants Endo Health Solutions,
Inc., and Endo Pharmaceuticals, Inc.

Joseph Franco, Esquire
J. Matthew Donahue, Esquire
HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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Joe. Franco@hklaw.com
Matt.Donohue(@hklaw.com

Counsel for Defendant Insys Therapeutics, Inc.
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130 North 18th Street, Suite 1210
" Philadelphia, PA 19103
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Stephen A. Loney, Jr., Esquire
Hogan Lovells US LLP
1735 Market Street, 23rd Floor
Philadelphia, PA 19103
stephen.loney@hoganlovells.com

Counsel for Defendants Mylan Laboratories, Inc.,
and Mylan, Inc.

Andrew O’Connor, Esquire
Brien T. O’Connor, Esquire
ROPES AND GRAY LLP
800 Boylston Street
Boston, MA 02199
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Counsel for Defendant Mallinckrodt LLC

Matthew H. Haverstick, Esquire
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Timothy Knapp, Esquire
Donna Welch, P.C., Esquire
Martin L. Roth, Esquire
KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP
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Counsel for Allergan Finance, LLC (f/k/a Actavis,
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