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Before the entire Panel": All Comcast affiliated defendants' have moved, pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

§ 1407, for coordinated or consolidated pretrlal proceedings of this litigation in the Northern District of
Illinois. Plaintiff in a potential tag-along action pending in the Northern District of Illinois joins in this
motion. Plaintiffs in the Northern District of California action and the Eastern District of Pennsylvania
‘action agree that centralization is appropriate or do not oppose the motion. These plaintiffs, however,
suggest selection of the district in which their action is pending as transferee forum. The Comcast
defendants alternatively support centralization in either of these districts. Plaintiffs in the four remaining
actions ir%tially opposed the motion, but at the hearing session, they stated that they now support
centralization in either the Northern District of California or Eastern District of Pennsylvania.

This litigation presently consists of six actions listed on Schedule A and pending as follows: one
_ action each in the Central District of California, the Northern District of California, the Northern District
of Tllinois| the District of New Jersey, the District of Oregon and the Eastern District of Pennsylvania.?

On the basis of the papérs filed and hearing session held, we find that the actions in this litigation

* Judje Vratil took no part in the disposition of this matter.

! Comaast Corp.; its three national operating subsidiaries: Comcast Cable Communications, LLC,
Comcast Cable Communications Holdings, Inc., and Comcast Cable Communications Management,
LLC; and multiple local franchise subsidiaries: Comcast of CaliforniaIl, Inc., Comcast of California
I, Inc., Comcast of California V, Inc., Comcast of California VI, Inc., Comcast of California IX;
Inc., Comcast of California X, Inc., Comcast of California XIII, Inc., Comcast Cabtevision of Jersey
City, LLC, Comcast Cablevision of Meadowlands, LLC, Comcast of Hopewell Valley, Inc., Comcast

- of New Jersey, LLC, Comcast of Chicago, Inc., Comcast of Illinois I, Inc., Comcast of Illinois III,
Inc., Camcast of Illinois IC, Inc., Comcast of Northern Illinois, Inc., Comcast of Illinois/Texas, LP,
Comcast Mo Telecommumcatlons Corp., Comcast Programming Holdmgs Inc., and Comcast of
South Chicago, Inc.

2" The Panel has been notified that a related action is pending in fhe Northern District of Illinois.
This action will be treated as a potential tag—along action. See Rules 7.4 and 7.5, R.P.JPM.L,, 199
F.R.D. #25, 435-36 (2001). V
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involve cammon questions of fact, and that centralization under Section 1407 in the Eastern District of
- Pennsylvania will serve the convenience of the parties and witnesses and promote the just and efficient

“conduct o

fthe litigation. All actions share factual questions arising out of allegations that Comcast (1)

~ slowed, de¢layed or otherwise impeded peer-to-peer (P2P) transmissions sent using its broadband high-

inconsiste

'~ speed internet service (HSIS) (even though it advertised “unfettered” access), and (2) failed to disclose this
" practice tq its subscribers. Centralization under Section 1407 will eliminate duplicative discovery; avoid

nt pretrial rulings; and conserve the resources of the parties, their counsel and the judiciary.

/

~ We are persuaded‘that the Eastern District of Pennsylvania is an appropriate transferee foriim,

- because C

pmcast’s pnnclpal place of bus1ness isin Pennsylvama and relevant documents and witnesses

- maybe fopnd there.

IT

IS THEREFORE ORDERED that, pursuant to 28 U S. C § 1407 the actions 11sted on Schedule

- A and pending outside the Eastern District of Pennsylvania are transferred to this district and, with the
consent of|that court, assigned to the Honorable Legrome D. Davis for coordinated or consolidated pretnal
proceedlngs with the action pendmg there and llsted on Schedule A
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_ - INRE: COMCAST CORP. PEER-TO-PEER (P2P) o -
TRANSMISSION CONTRACT LITIGATION ~'MDL No. 1992

- SCHEDULE A

 Central District of Cailifornia

- / ) " ’Jordan Lelgh etal. v. Comcast of California I, Inc., et al., CA No. 2:08-4601

Northern DlStI'lCt of Callfomla ‘

| kJon Hart v. Comcast of Alameda Inc., et al C A.No. 3: 07 6350

Northern DlStI‘lCt of 1111n01s oo ;o

Roger Lis v. Comcast of Chlcago Inc et a1 C. A. No. 1:08- 3984

District of New J ersev

Daniel Libonati, Jr. v. Comcast Cablev151on of Jersey City, LLC, et al.,
C.A.No. :08- 3518

District of Oregon : o . , ‘
Robert M. Topolsk1 V. Comcast Corp etal.,, C.A. No. 3:08-852 !

Eastern Dlstnct of Pennsvlvama ;

/2]

onny Tan v. Comeast Corp., C.A. No. 2:08-2735
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Dear Clerk:
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RE:  MDL 1992 IN RE: COMCAST CORP.
Hart, CA-N, 3:07-6350 R J -

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

CLERK'S OFFICE
ROPM 2608
TELEPHONE

—_— (21%) 597-7704
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Enclosed is a certified copy of the order of the Judicial Panel .on Multidistrict Litigation

directing the transfer of the above Civil Action to this district under 28 U.S.C. §1407.

order when fo g gi

of this lettar.

Enclosure

If you have any questions, please call me at (267) 299-7017.

Very truly yours, |

Clerk of Court

- MICHAEL E. KUNZ

Please enclose a certified copy of the docket éhiries and a certified copy of the transmittal
forwarding the original record. Receipt of this order may be acknowledged on the copy

w

o~ ..~Tom Dempsey, Deputy Clerk .. -~ R
- Multidistrict Litigation: - - oo




