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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY 

 

AMY JOHNSON, et al., 
 

Civil Action No. 18-1423  

 

OPINION 

 

 
Plaintiffs, 

 v.  

JOHNSON & JOHNSON INC., et al., 

 
Defendants. 

 

MAUREEN KASSIMALI, et al., 
 

Civil Action No. 18-5534  

 

 

 

 
Plaintiffs, 

 v.  

JOHNSON & JOHNSON INC., et al., 

 
Defendants. 

 

SHERRON GAVIN, Individually and on 

Behalf of all Distributees of the Estate of 

Rosalyn Gavin, Deceased, et al., 

 

Civil Action No. 18-10319 

 

 

 

 
Plaintiffs, 

 v.  

JOHNSON & JOHNSON INC., et al., 

 
Defendants. 
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AMANDA REISING, Individually and on 

Behalf of the Estate of Christine Reising, 

Deceased, et al.,  

 

Civil Action No. 18-10320 

 

 

 

 
Plaintiffs, 

 v.  

JOHNSON & JOHNSON, et al., 

 
Defendants. 

 

CYNTHIA GIBSON, Individually and on 

Behalf of the Estate of Devin Gibson, 

Deceased, et al.,  

 

Civil Action No. 18-14637 

 

 

 

 
Plaintiffs, 

 v.  

JOHNSON & JOHNSON INC., et al., 

 
Defendants. 

 

LISA HITTLER, et al., 
 

Civil Action No. 18-17106  

 

 

 

 
Plaintiffs, 

 v.  

JOHNSON & JOHNSON INC., et al., 

 
Defendants. 
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TASHAY BENFORD, et al., 
 

Civil Action No. 19-5590  

 

 

 
Plaintiffs, 

 v.  

JOHNSON & JOHNSON INC., et al., 

 
Defendants. 

 

LAURA MCCONNELL, et al., 
 

Civil Action No. 19-9365  

 

 

 
Plaintiffs, 

 v.  

JOHNSON & JOHNSON, et al., 

 
Defendants. 

 

CYNTHIA KANNADY, et al., 
 

Civil Action No. 19-13476  

 

 

 

 
Plaintiffs, 

 v.  

JOHNSON & JOHNSON, et al., 

 
Defendants. 

 

WOLFSON, Chief District Judge:  

 These matters, nine of the transferred-member cases in the Johnson & Johnson Talcum 

Powder Products multidistrict litigation (“MDL”), each come before the Court on a motion to 
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reopen and for reconsideration of the Court’s June 29, 2020 Omnibus Opinion and Order.1  (See 

Hittler v. Johnson & Johnson, Inc., No. 18-17106, ECF No. 115 (D.N.J. July 13, 2020); Johnson 

v. Johnson & Johnson, Inc., No. 18-1423, ECF No. 130 (D.N.J. July 13, 2020); Reising v. Johnson 

& Johnson, Inc., No. 18-10320, ECF No. 140 (D.N.J. July 13, 2020); Kannady v. Johnson & 

Johnson, Inc., No. 19-13476, ECF No. 82 (D.N.J. July 13, 2020); Kassimali v. Johnson & Johnson, 

Inc., No. 18-5534, ECF No. 143 (D.N.J. July 13, 2020); Gibson v. Johnson & Johnson, Inc., No. 

18-14637, ECF No. 130 (D.N.J. July 13, 2020); Gavin v. Johnson & Johnson, Inc., No. 18-10319, 

ECF No. 150 (D.N.J. July 13, 2020); McConnell v. Johnson & Johnson, Inc., No. 19-9365, ECF 

No. 108 (D.N.J. July 13, 2020); Benford v. Johnson & Johnson, Inc., No. 19-5590, ECF No. 110 

(D.N.J. July 13, 2020).)  The instant motions for reconsideration have been filed by Plaintiffs in 

cases which were not remanded to state court by the Court’s June 29 Opinion.  Defendants Johnson 

& Johnson and Johnson & Johnson Consumer Inc., f/k/a Johnson & Johnson Consumer 

Companies, Inc. (collectively, the “Johnson & Johnson Defendants”), PTI Royston, LLC (“PTI 

Royston”), and PTI Union, LLC (“PTI Union”) (collectively, the “PTI Defendants”) oppose the 

motions.2  For the reasons expressed herein, Plaintiffs’ motions for reconsideration are DENIED.   

I. BACKGROUND 

Because the relevant background is set forth in the Court’s June 29 Opinion, I will recount 

 
1  The Court’s Omnibus Opinion and Order resolved motions filed in the instant actions, as 

well as those in Hannah v. Johnson & Johnson, No. 18-1423; Cartwright v. Johnson & Johnson, 

No. 18-5535; and Barsh v. Johnson & Johnson, No. 18-17103.  Both Hannah and Cartwright were 

remanded in full to the state court.  Plaintiffs’ Motion to Remand in Barsh was denied.  Motions 

for reconsideration were not filed in Hannah, Cartwright, and Barsh.   

 
2  The PTI Defendants did not file a memorandum of law in opposition to Plaintiffs’ motions 

but, rather, adopt the arguments set forth by the Johnson & Johnson Defendants, that the Court (1) 

correctly determined that PTI Union has been fraudulently joined and (2) correctly determined PTI 

Royston’s citizenship for the purpose of diversity jurisdiction.  (See, e.g., Hittler, No. 18-17106, 

ECF No. 118.)   
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only the facts necessary for the resolution of these Motions.  Hannah v. Johnson & Johnson Inc., 

MDL No. 16-2738, 2020 WL 3497010 (D.N.J. June 29, 2020).  Each of these cases are multi-

plaintiff actions, asserted collectively by plaintiffs from various states, which originated in 

Missouri state court and were removed by the Johnson & Johnson Defendants to federal court.  

(See, e.g., Compl. 1, Johnson, No. 18-1423, ECF No. 1-2 (D.N.J. Oct. 30, 2017); Notice of 

Removal 2, Johnson, No. 18-1423, ECF No. 1, (D.N.J. Oct. 30, 2017).)  Following removal, the 

cases were transferred to this Court by the United States Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation 

to be included in In re Johnson & Johnson Talcum Powder Products Marketing, Sales Practices 

and Products Liability Litigation, MDL No. 2738. (See, e.g., Order of MDL Transfer 1, 3, Johnson, 

No. 18-1423, ECF No. 67 (D.N.J. Feb. 1, 2018).)   

In addition to naming the Johnson & Johnson Defendants, Plaintiffs name as Defendants 

PTI Royston and PTI Union, who they allege participated in the Johnson & Johnson Defendants 

and Imerys’s conspiracy, and processed, bottled, labeled, or distributed Johnson & Johnson’s talc 

products, which allegedly cause ovarian cancer. (See, e.g., Compl. ¶¶ 11–15, Hannah, No. 18-

1422; Compl. ¶¶ 96–100, Kannady, No. 19-13476, ECF No. 1-1.)  Defendants claim that the 

products were only manufactured by PTI Royston in Georgia, whereas another product, Shimmer 

Effects, was manufactured by PTI Union in Missouri.  (Decker Decl. ¶¶ 6, 8, Kannady, No. 19-

13476, ECF No. 1-4 (D.N.J. Feb. 22, 2019).)  Both PTI Defendants are Delaware limited liability 

companies which, for the purposes of diversity jurisdiction, were citizens of Georgia and Missouri 

until June 6, 2018, and citizens of Georgia and Florida after June 11, 2018.  Hannah, 2020 WL 

3497010, at *3. 

Following removal, Plaintiffs filed motions to remand to state court.  As these cases 

presented common legal questions, the Court resolved the motions in the June 29 Omnibus 

Case 3:18-cv-14637-FLW-LHG   Document 137   Filed 01/19/21   Page 5 of 17 PageID: 4117

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
  Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

  Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
  With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

  Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
  Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

  Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


