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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA

Civil Action No.

THE TRUSTEES OF THE UNIVERSITY
OF PENNSYLVANIA,

Plaintiff,
V.
ELILILLY AND COMPANY,
IMCLONE LLC and
BRISTOL MYERS SQUIBB COMPANY,

Defendants.

COMPLAINT FOR PATENT INFRINGEMENT AND JURY DEMAND

Plaintiff, The Trustees of the University of Pennsylvania, by and through its attorneys, for
its complaint against Defendants Eli Lilly and Company, ImClone LLC, and Bristol Myers
Squibb Company, hereby allege as follows:

THE PARTIES

1. The Trustees of the University of Pennsylvania (“Penn”) is a Pennsylvania
corporation focused on higher education, research and patient care with a principal place of

business of 3154 Walnut Street, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19104.
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2. On information and belief, Defendant Eli Lilly and Company (“Lilly”) is an
Indiana corporation with a principal place of business at Lilly Corporate Center, Indianapolis,
Indiana 46285.

3. Lilly is registered to do business and has designated an agent for service of
process in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.

4, On information and belief, Defendant ImClone LLC is a Delaware limited
liability company with principal place of business at 111 Eighth Avenue, New York, New York
10011. On information and belief, ImClone LLC previously was known as ImClone Systems
which, prior to June 15, 2009, changed its name to ImClone LLC. As used herein, ImClone
Systems, Inc. and ImClone LLC shall be individually and collectively referred to as “ImClone”.
On information and belief, ImClone is a wholly owned subsidiary of Lilly.

5. On information and belief, Defendant Bristol Myers Squibb Company (“BMS”) is
a Delaware corporation with a principal place of business at 345 Park Avenue, New York, New
York 10154.

6. BMS is registered to do business and has designated an agent for service of
process in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.

JURISDICTION AND VENUE
7. This is an action for patent infringement under 35 U.S.C. § 271 ef seq.
8. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

§8 1331 and 1338 because all claims in this action arise under the patent laws of the United

States.
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9. This Court has personal jurisdiction over Lilly for at least the reasons set forth
below. Lilly has committed acts of infringement in this District, including either directly, or
through its subsidiaries, agents, and/or affiliates, by making, using, selling, or offering for sale,
goods used in connection with performance of methods that infringe the patent-in-suit, and
promoting the use of infringing methods. In addition, Lilly regularly does or solicits business,
engages in other persistent courses of conduct, or derives revenue from goods and methods used
or consumed by, and services provided to, persons in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and
this judicial district. Accordingly, Lilly has minimum contacts with this forum such that the
exercise of jurisdiction over Lilly would not offend traditional notions of fair play and substantial
justice.

10.  This Court has personal jurisdiction over ImClone for at least the reasons set forth
below. On information and belief, InClone maintains a presence in the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania and in this judicial district, including by at least employing personnel and by
maintaining locations such as Investigational Sites in this judicial District. ImClone also has
committed acts of infringement in this District, including either directly, or through its
subsidiaries, agents, and/or affiliates, by making, using, selling or offering for sale goods used in
connection with performance of methods that infringe the patent-in-suit, and promoting the use
of infringing methods. In addition, ImClone regularly does or solicits business, engages in other
persistent courses of conduct, or derives revenue from goods and methods used or consumed by,
and services provided to, persons in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and this judicial

district. Accordingly, ImClone has minimum contacts with this forum such that the exercise of
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jurisdiction over ImClone would not offend traditional notions of fair play and substantial
justice.

11.  This Court has personal jurisdiction over BMS for at least the reasons set forth
below. BMS has committed acts of infringement in this District, including either directly, or
through its subsidiaries, agents, and/or affiliates, by making, using, selling, or offering for sale,
goods used in connection with performance of methods that infringe the patent-in-suit, and
promoting the use of infringing methods. In addition, BMS regularly does or solicits business,
engages in other persistent courses of conduct, or derives revenue from goods and methods used
or consumed by, and services provided to, persons in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and
this judicial district. Accordingly, BMS has minimum contacts with this forum such that the
exercise of jurisdiction over BMS would not offend traditional notions of fair play and
substantial justice.

12. Venue in this district is proper under 28 U.S.C. §§ 1391 and 1400 at least because
this Court has personal jurisdiction over one or more defendants, and infringement has occurred
in this judicial district.

BACKGROUND

13.  Plaintiff Penn is a leader in the research, development and administration of
cancer therapies and treatments of cancer patients. In particular, Penn’s Abramson Cancer Center
was founded in 1973 with the goal of transforming scientific breakthroughs into innovative
cancer treatments. At Penn’s Cancer Center, scientists, medical oncologists, pathologists, and
surgeons work together on the complex steps of turning discoveries into treatments that will

benefit cancer patients throughout the world.
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14. On December 1, 2009, United States Patent No. 7,625,558 (“the ’558 Patent™)
entitled “Compositions and Methods of Treating Tumors” was duly and legally issued by the
United States Patent and Trademark Office (the “USPTO”). A copy of the ’558 Patent is
attached as Exhibit A.

15.  Penn is the owner and assignee of all right, title, and interest in and to the *558
Patent.

16.  The inventions of the ‘558 patent were invented by Drs. Mark Greene, Donald
O’Rouke, Ramachandran Murali, and Byeong-Woo Park of the Perelman School of Medicine of
the University of Pennsylvania. Drs. Greene and O’Rourke are still with Penn. Dr. Greene is
Professor of Medical Science in the Department of Pathology and Laboratory Medicine at Penn’s
Perelman School of Medicine. Dr. O’Rourke is Associate Professor of Neurosurgery in the
Department of Neurosurgery at Penn’s Perelman School of Medicine.

17.  Drs. Greene, O’Rouke, Murali, and Park developed therapies for treating erbB
protein mediated cancer tumors by administering a compound, such as a peptide or antibody, that
inhibits the formation of erbB protein dimers, followed by radiation. In particular, they made the
surprising finding that administering a cytostatic antibody that inhibits tumor cell growth actually
enhances subsequent administration of radiation in a synergistic manner. This order of
administration was novel and not obvious at the time the invention was made, as it was
commonly understood that radiation is mainly effective on dividing cells. Their efforts resulted

in the inventions claimed in the ‘558 patent.
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18.  On information and belief, in September 2001, ImClone (which was then known
as ImClone Systems, Inc.) and BMS entered into a commercial agreement to co-develop and co-
promote an investigational cancer drug, Erbitux.

19.  Erbitux is an erbB protein inhibitor, and is also known as Cetuximab.
Specifically, Erbitux is antibody that inhibits dimerization of the epidermal growth factor
receptor (EGFR).

20.  On information and belief, under the commercial agreement, BMS was required
to pay ImClone an aggregate of $1 billion upon the achievement of various milestones. On
information and belief, the commercial agreement, although modified from time to time, is still
effective between defendant ImClone and BMS.

21. On information in belief, in 2001, BMS purchased 14.4 million shares of ImClone
for $70 per share, which at the time represented 19.9% of ImClone’s shares outstanding.

22.  On information and belief, ImClone first received FDA approval to administer
Erbitux in 2004; and later in 2006, ImClone received FDA approval to administer Erbitux in
combination with radiation for treatment of locally or regionally advanced squamous cell
carcinoma of the head and neck (“SCCHN”). On information and belief, since at least as early
as 2006, ImClone has manufactured, marketed, sold, and distributed Erbitux, including in the
United States, and BMS has distributed and marketed Erbitux, including in the United States, for
use in combination therapies, including administration of Erbitux followed by radiation for

treatment of locally or regionally advanced SCCHN.
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23.  Direct infringement takes place at least when Erbitux is administered followed by
radiation and, on information and belief, such administration is the only use of Erbitux in
combination with radiation that the FDA has approved.

24.  On information and belief, ImClone became a wholly owned subsidiary of Lilly
in or about November 2008.

25.  On information and belief, ImClone markets and/or distributes Erbitux to others,
including marketing and/or distributing Erbitux to or through Lilly.

26.  On information and belief, ImClone’s revenue from sales of Erbitux in the United
States represents a significant percentage of ImClone’s total Erbitux revenue.

27.  On information and belief, Lilly markets Erbitux in the United States, and Lilly
sells Erbitux and distributes Erbitux to others.

28.  On information and belief, Lilly’s revenue from sales of Erbitux in the United
States represents a significant percentage of Lilly’s total Erbitux revenue.

29.  On information and belief, BMS has purchased and purchases or otherwise has
received and receives Erbitux directly or indirectly from Lilly, and BMS markets, sells and
distributes Erbitux to others within the United States and Canada.

30.  On information and belief, BMS has purchased and purchases or otherwise has
received and receives Erbitux directly or indirectly from ImClone, and BMS markets, sells and
distributes Erbitux to others within the United States and Canada.

31.  On information and belief, BMS’ annual revenue from sales of Erbitux in the

United States is more than $600,000,000.
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32.  Erbitux is and has been marketed and sold in the United States with a label
including instructions for its use (the “Erbitux Label & Instructions”) as approved by the Food
and Drug Administration (“FDA”). The Erbitux Label & Instructions include FDA-approved
uses, including a combined therapy of administering Erbitux followed by radiation for treatment
of locally or regionally advanced SCCHN. Examples of the dosing and administration

instructions from the March 2015 Erbitux Label & Instructions are below:

DOSAGE AND ADMINISTRATION

s Premedicate with an H, antagonist. (2.3)

¢ Administer 400 mg/mz initial dose as a 120-minute mtravenous
infusion followed by 250 mg/m2 weekly infused over 60 minutes. (2.1,
22)

e  Initiate Erbitux one week prior to imitiation of radiation therapy.
Complete Erbitux administration 1 howr prior to platinum-based
therapy with 5-FU (2.1) and FOLFIRI (2.2).

¢ Reduce the infusion rate by 50% for NCI CTC Grade 1 or 2 infusion
reactions and non-serious NCI CTC Grade 3 infusion reaction. (2.4)
Permanently discontinue for serious infusion reactions. (2.4)

. Withhold infusion for severe, persistent acneiform rash. Reduce dose
for recurrent, severe rash. (2.4)

(atp. 1).
2 DOSAGE AND ADMINISTRATION

241 Squamous Cell Carcinoma of the Head and Neck

Erbitux in combination with radiation therapy or in combination with platinam-based therapy
with 5-FU:

. The recommended initial dose is 400 mgr’m2 administered one week prior to initiation of
a course of radiation therapy or on the day of initiation of platinum-based therapy with
5-FU as a 120-minute intravenous infusion (maximum infusion rate 10 mg/min).
Complete Erbitux administration 1 hour prior to platinum-based therapy with 5-FU.

. The recommended subsequent weekly dose (all other infusions) is 250 mg;’m2 nfused
over 60 minutes (maximum infusion rate 10 mg/min) for the duration of radiation therapy
(6-7 weeks) or until disease progression or unacceptable toxicity when administered in
combination with platinum-based therapy with 5-FU. Complete Erbitux administration
1 hour prior to radiation therapy or platinum-based therapy with 5-FU,

-8-
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(atp. 4).

33.  Lilly’s name and trademark are affixed to the Erbitux Label & Instructions.

34.  On information and belief, Lilly develops, contributes content to, and approves
the content of, the Erbitux Label & Instructions.

35. ImClone’s name and trademark are affixed to the Erbitux Label & Instructions.

36. On information and belief, ImClone develops, contributes content to, and
approves the content of, the Erbitux Label & Instructions.

37.  On information and belief, BMS uses and provides the Erbitux Label &
Instructions as part of BMS’s marketing, sale, and distribution of Erbitux.

38.  On information and belief, BMS develops, contributes content to, and approves
the content of, the Erbitux Label & Instructions.

39.  BMS’s name and trademark are affixed to the Erbitux Label & Instructions.

40.  On information and belief, each of ImClone, Lilly and BMS had pre-suit
knowledge of the ‘558 patent. On information and belief, ImClone, Lilly and BMS have acted in
concert with respect to making, using, promoting, selling and/or offering for sale Erbitux in the
United States, and with respect to using and promoting in the United States infringing
combination therapies that include Erbitux.

41.  On June 28, 2006, United States Patent No. 6,417,168 (“the‘168 Patent”), the
parent of the ‘558 patent, was cited as a novelty destroying reference under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) in
ImClone’s U.S. Application Serial No. 10/661,881. This ImClone application contained claims
directed to a combination therapy comprising administration of radiation and an EGFR inhibitor,

and was later abandoned.
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42.  In 2007, ImClone, along with several third parties filed in the European Patent
Office (“EPO”) an opposition (the “EPO Opposition”) opposing the issuance of Penn’s European
patent application (the “99908641.6 Application”). The 99908641.6 Application is a foreign
counterpart to Penn’s ‘168 and ‘558 U.S. patents. The 2007 EPO Opposition identifies priority
applications for the 9908641.6 Application, including the application for the ‘558 patent’s parent
(US Application No. 111,681 which issued as the ‘168 Patent). On information and belief, each
of ImClone and Lilly has known of the ‘558 patent since its issuance in December 2009, and
Lilly has known of the ‘558 patent parent and family since at least about June 2009 when Eli
Lilly Company Ltd, a wholly owned subsidiary of Lilly, became ImClone’s authorized
representative in the EPO Opposition.

43.  On information and belief, BMS has monitored and monitors the status of patent-
related disputes involving ImClone and Erbitux. On information and belief, BMS has known of
the '558 patent since its issuance or shortly thereafter, and has known of the EPO Opposition and
the ‘558 patent parent and family since 2007. In addition, prior to filing this Complaint, Penn
attempted to enter into a license arrangement with Lilly whereby Lilly and ImClone would be

licensed to practice the ‘558 patent. Penn and Lilly were not able to agree to license terms.

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION
(Lilly’s Infringement of the *558 Patent)

44,  Penn incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 —43.
45.  On information and belief, Lilly develops, contributes to, and approves the

Erbitux Label & Instructions for administering Erbitux followed by radiation for treatment of

-10-
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erbB-mediated tumors. In addition, Lilly includes the Erbitux Label & Instructions with its
Erbitux products.

46.  On information and belief, Lilly indirectly infringes at least claims 1-7, 9-12, 14,
16, 17, 19-30, and 32-40 of the '558 Patent by, without authorization from Penn, actively
encouraging, instructing and inducing others to use or practice in the United States infringing
combination therapies, including administration of Erbitux followed by radiation for the
treatment of erbB-mediated SCCHN tumors.

47.  On information and belief, Lilly proceeded with its infringing activity after it
knew of the ‘558 patent, and with specific intent to cause (or willful blindness to causing)
infringement of the ‘558 patent by others who, in accord with the Erbitux Label & Instructions,
administer Erbitux followed by radiation for the treatment of erbB mediated tumors.

48.  On information and belief, Lilly proceeded with its infringing activity after it
knew of the ‘558 patent and in the face of an objectively high likelihood that its activity is an
unlawful infringement.

49.  Penn has suffered damages as a result of Lilly’s infringement of the *558 Patent,
and will suffer additional damages as a result of Lilly’s continuing infringement.

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION
(ImClone’s Infringement of the ’558 Patent)
50.  Penn incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 —49.
51.  On information and belief, ImClone develops, contributes to, and approves the

Erbitux Label & Instructions for administering Erbitux followed by radiation for treatment of

-11-
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erbB-mediated tumors. In addition, ImClone includes the Erbitux Label & Instructions with its
Erbitux products.

52.  On information and belief, ImClone indirectly infringes at least claims 1-7, 9-12,
14, 16, 17, 19-30, and 32-40 of the '558 Patent by, without authorization from Penn, actively
encouraging, instructing and inducing others to use or practice in the United States infringing
combination therapies, including administration of Erbitux followed by radiation for the
treatment of erbB-mediated SCCHN tumors.

53. On information and belief, ImClone proceeded with its infringing activity after it
knew of the ‘558 patent, and with specific intent to cause (or willful blindness to causing)
infringement of the ‘558 patent by others who, in accord with the Erbitux Label & Instructions,
administer Erbitux followed by radiation for the treatment of erbB mediated tumors.

54.  On information and belief, ImClone proceeded with its infringing activity after it
knew of the ‘558 patent and in the face of an objectively high likelihood that its activity is an
unlawful infringement.

55.  Penn has suffered damages as a result of ImClone’s infringement of the 558
Patent, and will suffer additional damages as a result of ImClone’s continuing infringement.

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION
(BMS Infringement of the *558 Patent)
56. Penn incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 —55.
57.On information and belief, BMS develops, contributes to, and approves the

Erbitux Label & Instructions for administering Erbitux followed by radiation for treatment of

-12-
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erbB-mediated tumors. In addition, BMS includes the Erbitux Label & Instructions with its
Erbitux products.

58. On information and belief, BMS indirectly infringes at least claims 1-7, 9-12, 14,
16, 17, 19-30, and 32-40 of the '558 Patent by, without authorization from Penn, actively
encouraging, instructing and inducing others to use or practice in the United States infringing
combination therapies, including administration of Erbitux followed by radiation for the
treatment of erbB-mediated SCCHN tumors.

59. On information and belief, BMS proceeded with its infringing activity after it
knew of the 558 patent, and with specific intent to cause (or willful blindness to causing)
infringement of the ‘558 patent by others who, in accord with the Erbitux Label &
Instructions, administer Erbitux followed by radiation for the treatment of erbB-mediated
tumors.

60. On information and belief, BMS proceeded with its infringing activity after it
knew of the ‘558 patent and in the face of an objectively high likelihood that its activity is an
unlawful infringement.

61. Penn has suffered damages as a result of BMS’s infringement of the *558 Patent,

and will suffer additional damages as a result of BMS’s continuing infringement.

DEMAND FOR RELIEF
WHEREFORE, PENN respectfully requests the following relief:
a) That this Court adjudge and decree that Lilly has been and is currently infringing

the ‘558 patent;

13-
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b) That this Court order Lilly to pay damages to Penn to compensate it for each of
the unlawful actions set forth in Penn’s Complaint;

c) That this Court determine that Lilly’s infringement is willful and award Penn
enhanced damages for such infringement;

d) That this Court adjudge and decree that ImClone has been and is currently
infringing the ‘558 patent;

e) That this Court order InClone to pay damages to Penn to compensate it for each
of the unlawful actions set forth in Penn’s Complaint;

f) That this Court determine that ImClone’s infringement is willful and award Penn
enhanced damages for such infringement;

2) That this Court adjudge and decree that BMS has been and is currently infringing
the ‘558 patent;

h) That this Court order BMS to pay damages to Penn to compensate it for each of
the unlawful actions set forth in Penn’s Complaint;

i) That this Court determine that BMS’s infringement is willful and award Penn
enhanced damages for such infringement;

3) That this Court award pre-judgment and post-judgment interest on each such
damages award to Penn and order an accounting of damages that accrue between the close of fact
discovery and the date a final judgment is entered in this litigation;

k) That this Court determine that this patent infringement case is exceptional and
award Penn its costs and attorneys’ fees incurred in this action pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 285; and

1) That this Court award such other relief as the Court deems just and proper.

-14-
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Dated: November 13, 2015 Respectfully submitted,

Wendy S. White (PA Bar 1.D. No. 84958)
UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA &
PENN MEDICINE

133 South 36™ Street

Philadelphia, PA 19104

Telephone: 215-746-5240

Facsimile: 215-756-5301/5222

Of Counsel:

Jonathan G. Graves
jgraves@cooley.com

One Freedom Square

Reston Town Center

11951 Freedom Drive
Reston, Virginia 20190-5656
Telephone: 703 456 8119
Facsimile: 703 456 8100

DeAnna Allen
dallen@cooley.com

1299 Pennsylvania Ave, NW
Suite 700

Washington, DC 20004-2400
Telephone:  202-842-7896
Facsimile: 202 842 7899

Attorneys for Plaintiff, The Trustees of the
University of Pennsylvania.

-15-
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DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

Penn respectfully requests a trial by jury on all issues triable thereby.

Dated: November 13, 2015 Respectfully submitted,
Wenéy S. White (PA Bar I.D. No. 84958)
UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA &
PENN MEDICINE
133 South 36™ Street
Philadelphia, PA 19104

Telephone: 215-746-5240
Facsimile: 215-756-5301/5222

Of Counsel:

Jonathan G. Graves
jgraves@cooley.com

One Freedom Square

Reston Town Center

11951 Freedom Drive
Reston, Virginia 20190-5656
Telephone: 703 456 8119
Facsimile: 703 456 8100

DeAnna Allen

dallen@cooley.com

1299 Pennsylvania Ave, NW

Suite 700

Washington, DC 20004-2400

Telephone:  202-842-7896

Facsimile: 202 842 7899

Attorneys for Plaintiff, The Trustees of the
University of Pennsylvania.

123897699 v1
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(Attach two copies of the Disclosure Statement Form in accordance with Fed R.Civ.P. 7.1(a)) YesD NoH
Does this case involve multidistrict litigation possibilities? Yeso  Nofd
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?
YesO  Nokl

2. Does this case 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?

YesO  NoKl
3. Does this case involve the validity or infringement of a patent already in suit or any earlier numbered case pending or within one year previously
terminated action in this court? Yes&O  NoH&

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}  No®
CIVIL: (Place ¢ i ONE CATEGORY ONLY)
A. Federal Question Cases: B. Diversity Jurisdiction Cases:
1. O Indemnity Contract, Marine Contract, and All Other Contracts 1. O Insurance Contract and Other Contracts
2. o FELA 2. O Airplane Personal Injury
3. O Jones Act-Personal Injury 3. O Assault, Defamation
4. D Antitrust 4. 0O Marine Personal Injury
5. X Patent 5. 0 Motor Vehicle Personal Injury
6. 0O Labor-Management Relations 6. O Other Personal Injury (Please specify)
7. O Civil Rights 7. O Products Liability
8. O Habeas Corpus 8. O Products Liability — Asbestos
9. O Securities Act(s) Cases 9. O All other Diversity Cases
10. D Social Security Review Cases (Please specify)
11. 0 All other Federal Question Cases

(Please specify)

ARBITRATION CERTIFICATION
(Check Appropriate Category)
, counsel of record do hereby certify:
X Pursuant to Local Civil Rule 53.2, Section 3(c)(2), that to the best of my knowledge and belicf, the damages recoverable in this civil action case exceed the sum of
$150,000.00 exclusive of interest and costs;
O Relief other than monetary damages is sought.

ATE: “’Lijéﬂi . KI{ N
PATE %twmjat-uw Att?meqy I.KD.#

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

1, Wendy S. White

1 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: II/IJ-/JMJ J m <44 sq/

Attorney-at-Law Attorney LD.#

CIV. 609 (5/2012)
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA

CASE MANAGEMENT TRACK DESIGNATION FORM

The Trustees of the University of : CIVIL ACTION
Pennsylvania :
V.
Eli Lilly and Company, Imclone LLC,
and Bristol Myers Squibb Company : NO.

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.) (%)

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

Wendy S. Whitc7) The Trustees qf the University
November 12, 2015 % % o IZZ z of Pennsylvania

Date Attorney-at-law Attorney for
215-746-5240 15-746-5301 wendy.white@ogc.upenn.edu

Telephone FAX Number E-Mail Address

(Civ. 660) 10/02
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