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(b) Ariz. Rev. Stat. §§ 44-1401, et seq., with respect to purchases in 

Arizona by members of the Damages Class;  

(c) Cal. Bus. Code §§ 16700, et seq., and Cal. Bus. Code §§ 17200, et 

seq., with respect to purchases in California by members of the Damages Class; 

(d) D.C. Code Ann. §§ 28-4501, et seq., with respect to purchases in 

the District of Columbia by members of the Damages Class;  

(e) Fla. Stat. §§ 501.201, et seq., with respect to purchases in Florida 

by members of the Damages Class;  

(f) Hawaii Code § 480, et seq., with respect to purchases in Hawaii by 

members of the Damages Class; 

(g) Iowa Code §§ 553 et seq., with respect to purchases in Iowa by 

members of the Damages Class;  

(h) Kan. Stat. Ann. §§ 50-101, et seq., with respect to purchases in 

Kansas by members of the Damages Class; 

(i) Mass. Gen. L. Ch. 93A, et seq., with respect to purchases in 

Massachusetts by members of the Damages Class; 

(j) Me. Rev. Stat. Ann. 10, §§ 1101, et seq., with respect to purchases 

in Maine by members of the Damages Class; 

(k) Mich. Comp. Laws Ann. §§ 445.772, et seq., with respect to 

purchases in Michigan by members of the Damages Class; 

(l) Minn. Stat. §§ 325D.49, et seq., with respect to purchases in 

Minnesota by members of the Damages Class; 
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(m) Miss. Code Ann. §§ 75-21-1, et seq., with respect to purchases in 

Mississippi by members of the Damages Class;  

(n) Neb. Code Ann. §§ 59-801, et seq., with respect to purchases in 

Nebraska by members of the Damages Class; 

(o) Nev. Rev. Stat. Ann. §§ 598A, et seq., with respect to purchases in 

Nevada by members of the Damages Class; 

(p) N.M. Stat. Ann. §§ 57-1-1, et seq., with respect to purchases in 

New Mexico by members of the Damages Class; 

(q) N.Y. Gen. Bus. L. §§ 340, et seq., with respect to purchases in 

New York by members of the Damages Class; 

(r) N.C. Gen. Stat. §§ 75-1, et seq., with respect to purchases in North 

Carolina by members of the Damages Class; 

(s) N.D. Cent. Code §§ 51-08.1-01, et seq., with respect to purchases 

in North Dakota by members of the Damages Class; 

(t) Or. Rev. Stat. §§ 6.46.705, et seq., with respect to purchases in 

Oregon by members of the Damages Class; 

(u) R.I. Gen. Laws §§ 6-36-1 et seq., with respect to purchases in 

Rhode Island by members of the Damages Class; 

(v) S.D. Codified Laws Ann. §§ 37-1, et seq., with respect to 

purchases in South Dakota by members of the Damages Class; 

(w) Tenn. Code Ann. §§ 47-25-101, et seq., with respect to purchases 

in Tennessee by members of the Damages Class; 
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D. Enters judgment against Defendants joint and severally and in favor of Plaintiff 

and the Classes;  

E. Grants Plaintiff and the Injunctive Class equitable relief in the nature of 

disgorgement, restitution, and the creation of a constructive trust to remedy Defendants’ unjust 

enrichment;  

F. Awards the Plaintiff and the Damages Class damages and, where applicable, 

treble, multiple, punitive, and other damages, in an amount to be determined at trial, including 

interest;  

G. Awards Plaintiff and the Classes their costs of suit, including reasonable 

attorneys’ fees as provided by law; and  

H. Grants further relief as necessary to correct for the anticompetitive market effects 

caused by Defendants’ unlawful conduct, as the Court deems just.  
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA

CASE MANAGEMENT TRACK DESIGNATION FORM

UFCW LOCAL 1500 WELFARE FUND, on behalf of CIVIL ACTION
itself and all others similarly situated,

v.

DR. REDDY'S LABORATORIES, INC., IMPAX LABORATORIES, INC, MYLAN INC,:
MYLAN PIIARMACEUTICALS INC., PAR PHARMACEUTICAL, INC., PAR NO.
PHARMACEUTICAL COMPANIES, INC., and ZYDUS PHARMACEUTICALS (USA) INC,

In accordance with the Civil Justice Expense and Delay Reduction Plan of this court, counsel for

plaintiff shall complete a Case Management Track Designation Form in all civil cases at the time of

filing the complaint and serve a copy on all defendants. (See 1:03 of the plan set forth on the reverse

side of this form.) In the event that a defendant does not agree with the plaintiff regarding said
designation, that defendant shall, with its first appearance, submit to the clerk of court and serve on

the plaintiff and all other parties, a Case Management Track Designation Form specifying the track
to which that defendant believes the case should be assigned.

SELECT ONE OF THE FOLLOWING CASE MANAGEMENT TRACKS:

(a) Habeas Corpus Cases brought under 28 U.S.C. 2241 through 2255.

(b) Social Security Cases requesting review of a decision of the Secretary of Health
and Human Services denying plaintiff Social Security Benefits.

(c) Arbitration Cases required to be designated for arbitration under Local Civil Rule 53.2.

(d) Asbestos Cases involving claims for personal injury or property damage from
exposure to asbestos.

(e) Special Management Cases that do not fall into tracks (a) through (d) that are

commonly referred to as complex and that need special or intense management by
the court. (See reverse side of this form for a detailed explanation of special
management cases.) (x)

(f) Standard Management Cases that do not fall into any one of the other tracks.

November 17, 2016 UFCW Local 1500 Welfare Fund

Date Attorney-at-law Attorney for

215-567-6565 215-568-5872 peosta@finekaplan.com

Telephone FAX Number E-Mail Address

(Civ. 660) 10/02
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Civil Justice Expense and Delay Reduction Plan
Section 1:03 Assignment to a Management Track

(a) The clerk of court will assign cases to tracks (a) through (d) based on the initial pleading.

(b) In all cases not appropriate for assignment by the clerk of court to tracks (a) through (d), the

plaintiff shall submit to the clerk of court and serve with the complaint on all defendants a case management
track designation form specifying that the plaintiff believes the case requires Standard Management or

Special Management. In the event that a defendant does not agree with the plaintiff regarding said

designation, that defendant shall, with its first appearance, submit to the clerk of court and serve on the

plaintiff and all other parties, a case management track designation form specifying the track to which that
defendant believes the case should be assigned.

(c) The court may, on its own initiative or upon the request of any party, change the track

assignment of any case at any time.

(d) Nothing in this Plan is intended to abrogate or limit a judicial officer's authority in any case

pending before that judicial officer, to direct pretrial and trial proceedings that are more stringent than those
of the Plan and that are designed to accomplish cost and delay reduction.

(0) Nothing in this Plan is intended to supersede Local Civil Rules 40.1 and 72.1, or the

procedure for random assignment of Habeas Corpus and Social Security cases referred to magistrate judges
of the court.

SPECIAL MANAGEMENT CASE ASSIGNMENTS
(See §1.02 (e) Management Track Definitions of the

Civil Justice Expense and Delay Reduction Plan)

Special Management cases will usually include that class of cases commonly referred to as "complex
litigation" as that term has been used in the Manuals for Complex Litigation. The first manual was prepared
in 1969 and the Manual for Complex Litigation Second, MCL 2d was prepared in 1985. This term is
intended to include cases that present unusual problems and require extraordinary treatment. See §0.1 of the
first manual. Cases may require special or intense management by the court due to one or more of the

following factors: (1) large number of parties; (2) large number of claims or defenses; (3) complex factual

issues; (4) large volume of evidence; (5) problems locating or preserving evidence; (6) extensive discovery;
(7) exceptionally long time needed to prepare for disposition; (8) decision needed within an exceptionally
short time; and (9) need to decide preliminary issues before final disposition. It may include two or more

related cases. Complex litigation typically includes such cases as antitrust cases; cases involving a large
number of parties or an unincorporated association of large membership; cases involving requests for

injunctive relief affecting the operation of large business entities; patent cases; copyright and trademark

cases; common disaster cases such as those arising from aircraft crashes or marine disasters; actions brought
by individual stockholders; stockholder's derivative and stockholder's representative actions; class actions or

potential class actions; and other civil (and criminal) cases involving unusual multiplicity or complexity of
factual issues. See §0.22 of the first Manual for Complex Litigation and Manual for Complex Litigation
Second, Chapter 33.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA DESIGNATION FORM to be used by counsel to indicate the category of the case for the purpose of

assignment to appropriate calendar.

Address of Plaintiff: UFCW Local 1500 Welfare Fund, 425 Merrick Avenue, Westbury, New York 11590

Address of Defendant: 1000 Mylan Blvd., Canonsburg, Pennsylvania 15317, among others

Place of Accident, Incident or Transaction: 1000 Mylan Blvd., Canonsburg, Pennsylvania 15317, among others

(Use Reverse Side For Additional Space)

Does this civil action involve a nongovernmental corporate party with any parent corporation and any publicly held corporation owning 10% or more of its stock?

(Attach two copies of the Disclosure Statement Form in accordance with Fed, R.Civ,P. 7.1(a)) YesE NoN

Does this case involve multidistrict litigation possibilities? YesX NolD

RELATED CASE, IF ANY:

Case Number: Judge Date Terminated:

Civil cases are deemed related when yes is answered to any of the following questions:

1. Is this case related to property included in an earlier numbered suit pending or within one year previously terminated action in this court?

YesD Noa
2. Does this ease involve the same issue of fact or grow out of the same transaction as a prior suit pending or within one year previously terminated

action in this court?

YcsD Nol
3. Does this case involve the validity or infringement of a patent already in suit or any earlier numbered case pending or within onc year previously

terminated action in this court? YesE NoM

4. Is this case a second or successive habeas corpus, social security appeal, or pro se civil rights case filed by the same individual?

YesD NoN

CIVIL: (Place V in ONE CATEGORY ONLY)

A. Federal Qaestian Cases: B. Diversity Jurisdiction Cases:

I. D Indemnity Contract, Marine Contract, and All Other Contracts I. n Insurance Contract and Other Contracts

2. 0 FELA 2. 0 Airplane Personal Injury

3. 0 Jones Act-Personal Injury 3. o Assault, Defamation

4, X Antitrust 4. I: Marine Personal Injury
5. 0 Patent 5. 0 Motor Vehicle Personal Injury
6. 0 Labor-Management Relations 6. 0 Other Personal Injury (Please specify)
7. 0 Civil Rights 7. 0 Products Liability

8. 0 Habeas Corpus 8. 0 Products Liability Asbestos

9. 0 Securities Act(s) Cases 9. 17 All other Diversity Cases

10. 0 Social Security Review Cases (Please specify)

I I. 0 All other Federal Question Cases

(Please specify)

ARBITRATION CERTIFICATION
(Check Appropriate Category)

1, PaulCosta,counsel of record do hereby certify:
Xfursuant to Local Civil Rule 53.2, Section 3(0(2), that to the best of my knowledge and belief, the damages recoverable in this civil action case exceed the sum of

$150,000.00 exclusive of interest and costs;
In Relief other than monetary damages is

DATE: November 17, 2016 87750

Attorney-at-Law Attorney I.D.

NOTE: A trial de novo will be a trial by jury only if there has been compliance with F.R.C.P. 38.

I certify that, to my knowledge, the within case is not related to any case now pending or within one year previously terminated action in this court

except as noted above.

DATE: November 17, 2016 87750

Attorney-at-Law Attorney
CIV. 609 (5/2012)
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