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INTHE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA

OREN PANITCH, et al.,
Plaintiffs,

v, . Civ. No. 16-4586
THE QUAKER OATS COMPANY,
Defendant.
ORDER

AND NOW, this 5thday of April, 2017, upon consideration of Defendant’'s Motion to
Transfer or Stay (Doc. No. 5), Plaintiffs’ Memorandum of Law in Opposition to Def¢sda
Motion to Transfer or Stay (Doc. No. 9), Defendant’s Notice of Supplemental Atytkidoc.
No. 14), Defendant’s Reply in Support of Motion to Transfer or Stay (Doc. No. 19), Rsaintif
Sur-Reply in Opposition to Defendant’s Motion to Transfer or Stay (Doc. No. @D glarelated
submissions, it is hereb@RDERED that the Motion (Doc. No. 5) ISRANTED for the
rea®ns stated in the accompanying Memorandum (Doc. No. 21). CLiERK OF COURT
shall TRANSFER this case to the United States District Court for the Northern District of

[llinois, and shallCL OSE this case.

AND IT I1SSO ORDERED.

/s Paul S. Diamond

Paul S. Diamond, J.
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