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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF CONNECTICUT
MARK J. PATANE, JULIE HARDING, Case No. 17-cv-1381-JAM
HEATHER HARRIGAN, STEPHEN S.
SHAPIRO, CATHERINE PORTER, ERICA ECF Case

RUSSELL, TINA MORETTI, BRIDGET
KOPET, JENNIFER S. COLE, BENJAMIN A. CLASS ACTION
FLETCHER, DIANE BOGDAN, and
PARESHKUMAR BRAHMBHATT,

Individually and on Behalf of All Others PLAINTIFFS’ MEMORANDUM IN
Similarly Situated, OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT’S
MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY
Plaintiffs, JUDGMENT

VS.

NESTLE WATERS NORTH AMERICA, INC.,
Defendant. August 3, 2021
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