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UNITED STATES JUDTCIAL PA}{EL
on

MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATIOI{

IN RE: TARGET CORPORATION CUSTOMER
DATA SECURITY BREACH LITIGATIG|'I MDL No. 2522

{sEE ATTACHHD SCHEDULE)

coNDtTroNAL I'ltANSFElt ORDrcR (CTO -I)

Orr April 2,2014, the Panel transt-erred 27 civil action(s) to the United States District Court fbr the
Disftfct of Minnesota for coordinated or consolidated pretrial proceedings pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

$1407.,!ee-_F'.Supp.2d (J.P.M.L.2014). Since that time, no additional action{s) have been
iransferred tithe District of Minnesota. With the consent of that court, all such actions have been
assigned to the Honorable Paul A Magnuson.

It appears that the action(s) on this conditional transfer order-itrvolve questions of fact that are

common to the actions previously transf'erred to the District of Minnesota and assigrtecl to "ludge
Magnuson.

Pursuant to Rule 7.i of the ltules of Procedrne of the United States .ludicial Panel on Multidistrict
Litigation, the action(s) on the attached schedule are transferred under 28 U.S.C. 

_$ 
1407 to the

Disilict of Minnesota ibr the r€asons stated in the order of April 2,20T4, ilnd, with the consent of
that court, assigned to the Honorable llaul A Magnuson.

'l'his order does not become et'fective until it is filed in the Otfice of the Clerk of the United States

District Court for the District of Minnesota. The transmittal of this order to said Clerk shall be

stayed 7 tlays from the entry thereof. lf any party files a notice of'opposition^with the Clerk of the
Panel rvithin this 7-clay periclcl, the stay will be continued until flrther order of the Panel.
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