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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI
EASTERNDIVISION

SCOTT D. MCCLURG, et al., )
Plaintiffs, ))
VS. )) Case No. 4:12-CV-00361-AGF
MALLINCKRODT, INC., et al., )) Lead Case
Defendants. : )

MEMORANDUM ORDER

This matter is before the Court on revievitd file. The Court has consolidated a number
of cases in this matter for pretriconsolidation pursuant to Federale of Civil Procedure 42(a)
and Local Rule 4.03. Although the Plaintiffs in mokthe consolidated cas are represented by
the same counsel as the Plaintiffshe Lead Case, in two cas@sderhub, et al. v. Mallinckrodt
LLC, et al., No. 4:16-cv-00655-AGF afdrmeter v. Mallinckrodt LLC, et al., No.
4:17-CV-01938-AGF, the Plaintiffare represented by a different attorney, Gary Burger. Mr.
Burger did not oppose Defendants’ motions to consolidatariter hub andParmeter cases with
the Lead Case, and those motions wgesnted on June 30, 2016 and August 14, 2017,
respectively. But Mr. Burger has not appeared ¢ralbef his clients atmay of the regularly-held
status and mediation conferences in this casetheAtost recent such status conference, held on
December 14, 2017, at which Mr. Burger did ngpear, Defendants informed the Court that Mr.
Burger has also not made the disclosures on behhi$ clients that we required by the Court’s
Case Management Orders applieato all consolidated cases.

To the extent that the Court has not alredolye so, it wishes to rka clear now that the

Case Management and other Orders entered ineihe Case apply to all consolidated cases.
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Thus, for example, Case Management Order No the Lead Case (ECF No. 286) requires that
Plaintiffs in any newly-filed and consolidatedses shall provide giainary expert reports
regarding exposure, completed Plaintiff sii@nnaires, medical records, and signed
authorizations for the releasemédical and employment records, all in the format agreed to by the
parties in the Lead Case, witl80 days of filing suit. Likewisahe Court has set regular status
conferences in this case, with lead counseé&zh party required to appear in person and to
participate in the preparation andrfdi of regular joint status reports.

Accordingly,

IT ISHEREBY ORDERED that the Plaintiffs itAnderhub, et al. v. Mallinckrodt LLC, et
al., No. 4:16-cv-00655-AGF arfehrmeter v. Mallinckrodt LLC, et al., No. 4:17-CV-01938-AGF,
shall provide, no later thag0 days from the date of this Ordethe disclosures required by Case
Management Order No. 1 (ECF No. 286 in the LEade), as set forth above. Defendants shall
confer in good faith with Plaintiffs’ counsel the above-noted cases regarding the previously
agreed-upon format and mamnmd such disclosures.

IT ISFURTHER ORDERED that the Plaintiffs irAnderhub, et al. v. Mallinckrodt LLC,
et al., No. 4:16-cv-00655-AGParmeter v. Mallinckrodt LLC, et al., No. 4:17-CV-01938-AGF,
and all other cases consolidated in this madier reminded that the Case Management and other
Orders entered in the Lead Casalkapply to all consolidated cases.

IT ISFURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk of Court shall file a copy of this Order in
Anderhub, et al. v. Mallinckrodt LLC, et al., No. 4:16-cv-00655-AGF aidrmeter v.

Mallinckrodt LLC, et al., No. 4:17-CV-01938-AGF.

M@M

AUDREYG. FLEISSIG
UNITED STATESDISTRICT JUDGE

Dated this 20th day of December, 2017.



