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amsung Electronics America, Inc. et al

THE HONORABLE JOHN C. COUGHENOUH

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERNDISTRICT OFWASHINGTON

AT SEATTLE
GEORGE SCHMIDTet al., CASE NO.C16-17253CC
Plaintiffs, ORDERGRANTING PLAINTIFFS’
V. MOTION TO APPOINT INTERIM

CLASS COUNSEL
SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS
AMERICA, INC., et al.,

Defendans.

This matter comes before the CourtRiaintiffs’ motion to appoint iterim co-leadclass
counsel (Dkt. No. 52). Having thoroughly considered the parties’ briefing and thenteleva
record, the Court finds oral argument unnecessary and herRBNTS the motion for the
reasons explained herein.

. BACKGROUND

Plaintiffs filed a putative class action agaibgtfendantsSamsung Electronics America,
Inc., Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., and Samsung SDI America, Inc. on November 40201
allegations stemming from the Samsung Galaxy Ndq@kt. No. 1 at 3.Plaintiffs allege
violations of the Washington Consumer Protection Act and the Washington ProdulityLiabi
Act, in addition to breach of warranty of merchantability and unjust enrichment. (DkL &t

21-27.)Plaintiffs seek to designate their current calras interinco-leadclasscounsel. (Dkt.
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No. 52.) Defendants oppose the appointment. (Dkt. Nos. 55, 56.)
. DISCUSSION

Federal Rule of Civil Procede 23(g)(3) provides that the Coumay designate interim
class counsel before certification of a cladse appointment of interim counsel is discretionan
and is particularly suited to complex actiofee, e.g., In re Seagate Tech. LLC Litig., 2016 WL
3401989, at *2 (N.D. Cal. June 21, 2016).

Defendantsprimary opposition to appointment of interim lead counsel tha absence
of similar cases. (Dkt. No. 55 at Hpwever, since Defendantsésponse in oppositidifiled
March 27, 2017)a class action complaimtas filed in the Ntdle District of Pennsylania
involving the same phone at issue here. (Dkt. No. 58 at 3) (¢éiinger v. Samsung Electronics
America, Inc., 17CV-564MEM (M.D. Pa)). Thisfact significantly weakens Defendants’
position. Moreover, giveRlaintiffs’ counsels’ qualificatins to seve as interim counsehndthe
discretion district courts retain in appointimgarim lead counsel, the Court finds it appropriat
to appoint interinto-lead clasgounsel.

[11. CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, Plaintiffs’ motion for appointmemtefim co-leadclass

counsel (Dkt. No. 52) is GRANTED. Plaintiffs’ current counsel, Keller Rohrhakck and

McCune Wright Arevald..L.P., are hereby appointed interim &@&ad class counsel.

DATED this 2nd day oMay 2017.

> /
John C. Coughenw
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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