
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
WESTERN DISTRICT OF KENTUCKY 

LOUISVILLE DIVISION 
-Electronically Filed-

INRE: YAMAHAMOTORCORP. 
RHINO ATV PRODUCTS LIABILITY 
LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO 
ALL CASES 

Master File No. 3:09-MD-2016-JBC 
MDLN0.2016 

JENNIFER B. COFFMAN 
U.S. DISTRICT JUDGE 

FINAL MDL ORDER 

On February 13, 2009, the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation ("JPML") 

issued its Transfer Order establishing MDL 2016, In re: Yamaha Motor Corp. Rhino ATV 

Products Liability Litigation. The Panel designated this Court as the transferee court for 

federal cases alleging injuries from accidents involving the Yamaha Rhino off-road 

utility terrain vehicle (the "Rhino Cases"). 

I. STATUS OF CASES IN MDL 

Over 325 Rhino Cases were transferred to or filed directly in MDL 2016. After 

over three and one half years of litigation, all of the cases and claims subject to MDL 

2016-other than the two cases described herein-have been resolved or remanded (or 

transferred) to appropriate transferor courts. Two cases that were directly filed in the 

MDL remain unresolved. Both cases will be transferred to a successor Judge in the 

Western District of Kentucky to proceed as individual cases outside the MDL. 

Dunn v. Yamaha Motor Corporation, U.S.A., et al., 3:09-cv-00610-JBC, was filed 

directly into the MDL in June 2009. The parties have agreed to settle all claims in the 

case but, due to issues regarding resolution of claims involving the minor plaintiff, final 
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settlement papers for the case have not yet been finalized and submitted. Once 

Plaintiff's counsel resolves all lien-related issues, the parties will file papers with the 

successor Court seeking approval of the minor settlement and dismissal of the case. On 

October 19, 2010, the Court entered an order setting out a streamlined procedure for 

approving settlements with minors. In order to assist the successor Court in finalizing 

the Dunn case, a copy of that order is attached hereto as Exhibit A, and the parties are 

directed to follow such procedures unless ordered otherwise by the successor Court. 

The other case remaining in the MDL is Quartaro v. Yamaha Motor Corporation, 

U.S.A., et al., 3:12-cv-00075, which was filed directly into the MDL in February 2012. 

Quartaro has proceeded as a Case Group 8 case, pursuant to Case Management Order 

No. 14 (copy attached as Exhibit B). The parties have completed the initial limited 

discovery contemplated by Case Management Order No. 14 and agree that the case is 

ready to be transferred to an appropriate venue for further pre-trial proceedings and, if 

necessary, trial. Following transfer, the parties shall notify the successor Court if they 

have reached agreement on an appropriate venue or if briefing on the venue issue will 

be needed. 

II. CLOSURE OF MDL 

Including as set forth herein for Dunn and Quartaro, all pretrial proceedings in 

the Yamaha Rhino Products Liability Litigation are concluded. All of the cases and 

claims subject to MDL 2016 have been resolved or remanded to appropriate transferor 

courts or, including for directly-filed cases, transferred to courts of proper venue. No 

new cases have been referred to or directly filed into the MDL since February 2012. 
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Accordingly, it is apparent that the MDL has served its purpose and no longer needs to 

remain open on the docket. 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 

1. MDL 2016 is closed. 

2. The District Court for the Western District of Kentucky will retain jurisdiction as 

set out in the Suggestion of Remand and Final Pretrial Order for Remanded 

Cases, signed by this Court on November 3, 2011 (attached as Exhibit C). 

3. The District Court for the Western District of Kentucky will also retain 

jurisdiction over the Common Benefit Fund as set forth in the Common Benefit 

Order (filed October 6, 2010)(Doc. No. 2021, attached as Exhibit D), Addendum 

to that Order (filed April 5, 2011)(Doc. No. 2298, attached as Exhibit E), and 

Suggestion of Remand (filed November 7, 2011)(Doc. No. 2779). 

4. The Clerk of this Court is directed to file a copy of this Order in the general 

docket for MDL 2016. 

5. The Clerk of this Court is directed to provide a copy of this Order to the Clerk of 

the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation. 

'fit-
Signed this j[_ day of January, 2013, . --~ 

~CLfffOan 
Unlted States District Judge 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

WESTERN DISTRICT OF KENTUCKY 


LOUISVILLE DIVISION 


IN RE: YAMAHA MOTOR CORP. RHINO Master File No. 3:09-MD-2016-JBC 
ATV PRODUCTS LIABILITY MDL No. 2016 
LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: JENNIFER B. COFFMAN, 
U.S. DISTRICT JUDGE 

ALL ACTIONS 

AGREED ORDER ESTABLISIDNG PROCEDURE 
FOR SETTLEMENTS INVOLVING MINORS 

Plaintiffs and Yamaha Motor Co., Ltd., Yamaha Motor Corporation, U.S.A., and Yamaha 

Motor Manufacturing Corporation of America (the "Yamaha Defendants") agree to the 

following general procedure for the final approval of settlements of claims by minor Plaintiffs. 

Specific details related to each case will be addressed by Plaintiffs and the Yamaha Defendants 

on a case by case basis. 

1. 	 Except for those cases governed by paragraph 2, infra, or where otherwise agreed 

by the parties, Plaintiffs will propose a suitable ad litem to serve in the interests of 

the minor Plaintiff. Plaintiffs will prepare a Motion for Appointment of Ad 

Litem. If there is more than one minor Plaintiff, the same ad litem will represent 

all minors in the action, unless the ad litem determines such representation would 

create a conflict or otherwise by agreement of the Parties or upon motion to the 

Court. 

897558 I 
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2. Except upon good cause shown, in cases where the total amount of the settlement 

does not exceed $10,000, unless otherwise required by state law, the Court will 

not require the appointment of an ad litem. 

3. 	 I f Yamaha Defendants have an objection to the proposed ad litem, they will, after 

conferring with Plaintiffs, present their position to the Court within Five (5) days 

of the filing of the Motion for Appointment of Ad Litem. 

4. 	 The Yamaha Defendants will prepare the Confidential Settlement Agreement and 

Release that, upon agreement, is to be signed by the representative/next friend of 

the minor and the ad litem. 

5. 	 Plaintiffs will prepare and confer with the Yamaha Defendants on a Motion to 

Approve the Minor's Settlement and Order regarding same. The Motion will be 

accompanied by an affidavit-the form of which will be approved by counsel for 

both parties-from the representative/next friend of the minor Plaintiff approving 

the settlement and requesting that the Court approve the settlement. Where an ad 

litem has been appointed, the Motion will also be accompanied by an affidavit 

from the ad litem stating whether the ad litem approves the settlement and finds 

that it is in the best interest of the minor. 

6. 	 The settlement amount is to remain confidential and shall not be stated in any 

public document. To the extent the settlement amount is listed in the Motion to 

Approve the Minor's Settlement or any attachments, those documents shall be 

filed under seal. 

- 2 ­
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-

7. 	 If a hearing is necessary on the Motion to Approve the Minor Settlement, the 

hearing and any testimony related thereto may be handled telephonically with the 

Court. 

8. 	 Any fees and costs incurred in connection with the appointment of an ad litem 

shall be paid from the minor's settlement proceeds, unless otherwise agreed by 

the parties. 

9. 	 Notwithstanding Local Rule 83.2, an attorney appointed by the Court to serve as 

an ad litem is hereby admitted to practice in this Court for purposes of serving as 

an ad litem in this MDL 

10. 	 The parties and Court acknowledge that modification of this Order may be 

necessary based on experience operating under it, and any party is free to seek 

modification of this Order for good cause shown. 

ORDERED on this the ~y of-,,(),----f---'\ 

AGREED TO: 

Dated: October 18, 2010 

lsI Jennifer A. Moore 
Jennifer A. Moore 
GROSSMAN & MOORE, PLLC 
One Riverfront Plaza 
401 W. Main St., Suite 1810 
Louisville, KY 40202 
Tel: (502) 657-7100 
Fax: (502) 657-7111 
Liaison Counsel for Plaintiffs 

- 3 ­
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lsi Elizabeth Cabraser (By Jennifer Moore with permission) 
Elizabeth Cabraser 
Lieff, Cabraser, Heimann & Bernstein, LLP 
Embarcadero Center West 
275 Battery Street, Suite 3000 
San Francisco, CA 94111-3339 
Telephone: (415) 956-1000 
Facsimile: (415) 956-1008 
Lead Counsel for Plaintiffs 

IslLinsey W. West (By Jennifer Moore with permission) 
Linsey W. West 
DINSMORE & SHOHL 
101 South Fifth Street 
2500 National City Tower 
Louisville, KY 40202-3175 
Liaison Counsel for Yamaha Defendants 

IslThomas E. Fennell (By Jennifer Moore with permission) 
Thomas E. Fennell 
JONES DAY 
2727 North Harwood Street 
Dallas, TX 75201-1515 
Telephone: (214) 220-3939 
Facsimile: (214) 969-5100 
Lead Counsel for Yamaha Defendants 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

WESTERN DISTRICT OF KENTUCKY 


LOUISVILLE DIVISION 

-Electronically Filed-

IN RE: YAMAHA MOTOR CORP. 
RHINO ATV PRODUCTS LIABILITY 
LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO ALL 
I CASES. 

Master File No. 3:09-MD-2016-JBC 
MDLNO.2016 

JENNIFER B. COFFMAN 
U.S. DISTRICT JUDGE 

CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 14 

The Court enters Case Management Order No. 14 to set and to clarify case 

deadlines and procedures for cases in MOL 2016. CMO No. 14 supersedes CMO 13 in its 

entirety, except as to deadlines that have expired and are not addressed herein. The 

provisions of all other Case Management Orders remain in effect, except to the extent 

revised by provisions of this Order. Nothing in this Order shall preclude the parties from 

modifying discovery deadlines upon agreement. 

I. 	 Remand of Cases 

The Court believes that the purposes of MOL 2016, as set out by the JPML, have 

been or largely will be achieved upon the completion of pretrial proceedings in connection 

with Case Groups 1 and 2 and the effective completion of common discovery in the 

subsequent existing case groups. See JPML Order, February 13, 2009. The number of new 

cases transferred under 28 U.S.c. § 1407 to this Court has dropped significant1y, and the 

number of cases in MOL 2016 that have been dismissed or sett1ed has increased 

substantially. The coordination of common discovery from the Yamaha defendants and 
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the creation by plaintiffs of a central depository of Yamaha documents have been largely 

completed. Common discovery and any motions related thereto will continue to take 

place in the MDL. Certain other motions may be brought in the MDL, pursuant to the 

schedule set forth herein. Procedures for access to the depository and Yamaha documents 

by plaintiffs and their counsel who are not part of MDL 2016 are contained in the Common 

Benefit Order, entered by the Court on October 6, 2010, and can be used by plaintiffs who 

file Rhino cases in federal court following the effective end of MDL 2016. See paragraph 

IV., infra. 

Subsequent to the completion of the pretrial matters as set forth below, the Court 

shall file a suggestion of remand with the U.s. Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation 

(the "JPML") to remand the cases in each such case group to courts of proper venue. For 

those cases that were directly filed in the MDL pursuant to paragraph II. of CMO 1, the 

procedures set forth in section V, infra. will apply to the transfer of cases. 

II. Case Group Deadlinesl 

A. Expert Discovery Deadlines for Cases in Case Group 1 


The deadlines set forth below shall apply to cases in Case Group 1: 


1. Deadline to depose plaintiffs' rebuttal experts-March 4, 2011. 

B. Expert Discovery Deadlines for Cases in Case Group 2 


The deadlines set forth below shall apply to cases in Case Group 2: 


1 No discovery regarding Deferred Expert Categories, including identification and deposition of Deferred 
Experts, will occur in the MDL. "Deferred Experts" are damages experts, IMEs and related experts (e.g., 
rehabilitation experts), treating physicians (other than healthcare providers who provided assistance related 
to and within a short time following an incident), and risk analysis experts. Because such discovery is 
narrow and case-specific, discovery of Deferred Experts will occur in individual transferor courts following 
remand. 
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1. Deadline to depose plaintiffs' rebuttal experts- March 4,2011. 

C. 	 Expert Discovery Deadlines for Cases in Case Group 3 

The deadlines set forth below shall apply to cases in Case Group 3: 

1. 	 Deadline to depose plaintiffs' experts-February 25, 2011. 
2. 	 Defendants' expert disclosures/ reports due - April13, 2011. 
3. 	 Deadline to depose defendants' experts-May 13, 2011. 
4. 	 Plaintiffs' rebuttal reports due-May 27, 2011. 
5. 	 Deadline to depose plaintiffs' rebuttal experts-June 24, 2011. 

D. 	 Non-ease-Specific Expert Deadlines for Cases in Case Group 4 

The deadlines set forth below shall apply to cases in Case Group 4: 

1. 	 Deadline to depose plaintiffs' Non-Case-Specific experts-February 
18,2011. 

2. 	 Defendants' Non-Case Specific expert disclosures/reports due­
March 11, 2011. 

3. 	 Deadline to depose defendants' Non-Case-Specific experts-May 6, 
2011. 

4. 	 Plaintiffs' Non-Case Specific rebuttal reports due-May 20, 2011. 
5. 	 Deadline to depose plaintiffs' Non-Case-Specific rebuttal experts­

June 17, 2011. 

E. 	 Fact Discovery and Non-Case-Specific Expert Deadlines for Cases in 
GroupS 

The deadlines set forth below shall apply to cases in Case Group 5: 

1. 	 Close of Fact Discovery - February 18, 2011. 
2. 	 Plaintiffs' expert disclosures/ reports for Non-Case Specific experts 

due - March 4, 2011. 
3. 	 Deadline to depose plaintiffs' Non-Case Specific experts-April 1, 

2011. 
4. 	 Defendants' expert disclosures/reports for Non-Case Specific experts 

due-April 15, 2011. 
5. 	 Deadline to depose defendants' Non-Case Specific experts-May 13, 

2011. 
6. 	 Plaintiffs' rebuttal reports for Non-Case Specific experts due-May 27, 

2011. 
7. 	 Deadline to depose plaintiffs' Non-Case Specific rebuttal experts­

June 17, 2011. 

-3­
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F. Fact Discovery Deadlines for Cases in Group 6 

The deadlines set forth below shall apply to cases in Case Group 6: 

1. 	 Close of Fact Discovery - May 20, 2011. 

G. Fact Discovery Deadlines for Cases in Group 7 


The deadlines set forth below shall apply to cases in Case Group 7: 


1. 	 Close of Fact Discovery - June 3, 2011. 

Date

III. Final Case Group 

Any case in which a Conditional Transfer Order is filed with the Oerk of this Court 

or any case that is directly filed in the Western District of Kentucky and transferred into 

the MDL pursuant to Section II.A. of Case Management Order No.1 (the "MDL Filed 

fl 
) on or after November 1, 2010, will be placed in a new Case Group 8. Case Group 8 

will be the final MDL 2016 Case Group. This rolling Case Group will allow cases to gain 

the benefits of the common work that has been accomplished in the MDL, engage in 

limited discovery, including obtaining access to common discovery materials, file all 

necessary motions related to common matters and discovery, and be remanded to 

appropriately-venued transferor courts within the shortest time possible. 

The following deadlines will apply to cases in Case Group 8: 

1. 	 Plaintiffs' Fact Sheets due-30 days from date of answer. 
2. 	 Defendants' Fact Sheets Due-30 days from date of receipt of 

Plaintiffs' Fact Sheets. 
3. 	 Service of any additional discovery pursuant to CMO 1, paragraph 

IV.D. -45 days from date of receipt of Plaintiffs' Fact Sheets. 

-4­
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4. 	 Filing of any Non-Case-Specific Motions2 -90 days from date of 
receipt of Plaintiffs' Fact Sheets. 

Should a defendant file a motion to dismiss in lieu of an answer, the deadlines set 

forth herein shall apply, but they will be triggered from the date the motion to dismiss is 

filed, rather than from the date of answer. The motion to dismiss will be addressed by the 

transferor court following remand. In cases where no motions are filed under section 1/4" 

above, the case will be remanded to the transferor court or to a court of proper venue at 

the same time as or immediately following the remand of those cases in Case Group 1 and 

Case Group 2 or 180 days from the date the Conditional Transfer Order applicable to that 

case was filed in the clerk's office of this Court, whichever date is later. If a motion under 

section 1/ 4/1 above is filed, the case will remain in the MOL through resolution of the 

motion or discovery dispute and be remanded as soon thereafter as practical. Because the 

parties will have the benefit of common discovery previously conducted in the MOL, any 

request for additional common discovery - that is, discovery that addresses issues that 

arise in more than one MOL case and that are not unique to the facts or circumstances of 

the individual case, including any additional depositions of Yamaha employees or written 

discovery beyond that permitted by CMO I-must be brought before this Court in 

accordance with the schedule set forth herein. 

IV. 	 Motions 

The Court expects that all Case-Specific Motions shall be brought before the 

appropriate transferor courts following remand and that all Non-ease-Specific Motions­

2 "Non-Case Specific Motions" means motions that raise issues the resolution of which would impact 
multiple MDL cases. In contrast, "Case-Specific Motions" are those motions that address narrow issues tied 
to the facts of a specific case. 
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including but not limited to motions addressing discovery from Yamaha and Daubert 

motions to exclude experts (whether designated as a "common" or a "case-specific" 

expert) that are not based on the facts of a specific case - should be brought before this 

Court. The Court, in its discretion, may defer hearing a Non-Case-Specific Motion and 

direct the parties to bring the motion in an appropriate transferor court after remand. By 

March 11, 2011, or, for any newly disclosed Non-Case-Specific Opinions, within 30 days 

after the deposition of any expert offering that newly disclosed Non-Case-Specific opinion, 

any party intending to file a Daubert motion in this Court (" the Moving Party") directed to 

one or more Non-Case Specific Experts designated by the other party ("the Opposing 

Party") shall file a list of such Daubert motions it intends to file in this Court or in any other 

court following remand of individual cases and to specify which of the listed Daubert 

motions it intends to file in this Court. Within five days of that filing, the Opposing Party 

may notify the Moving Party that it believes any Daubert motions directed to other Non­

Case Specific Experts should also be brought in the MDL Court. If the parties are not able 

to resolve the dispute over the Daubert motions to be brought in the MDL Court within 

five days of such notice, the parties will promptly submit the dispute to the Court for 

resolution at the next available weekly Thursday conference. The failure of a party to file a 

Daubert Motion in this Court is without prejudice to the party's right following remand of 

a case to a court of proper venue to bring a non-duplicative, Daubert motion before that 

court. Nothing in this paragraph impacts the deadlines and obligations set out in the 

individual scheduling orders entered in any case set for trial in this Court. 

-6­
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The following schedule shall govern Non-Case-Specific Motions for cases in Case 

Groups 1 through 7 brought before this Court: 

1. 	 Deadline to file Non-Case-Specific Motions-April 25, 2011. 
2. 	 Deadline to file responses to Non-Case-Specific Motions-May 16, 

2011. 
3. 	 Deadline to file replies regarding Non-Case-Specific Motions-May 

27,2011. 

V. 	 Transfer of Directly-Filed Cases 

Pursuant to paragraph II. of CMO 1, certain cases in the MDL were directly filed in 

the MDL Court. To effectuate the dictates of CMO 1 that such cases be remanded to 1/ a 

federal district court of proper venue as defined in 28 U.S.c. § 1391, based on the 

recommendations of the parties to that case, or on its own determination after briefing 

from the parties if the parties cannot agree," plaintiff in each such case shall inform the 

defendants of their proposed court of proper venue. If the proposed court is agreeable to 

the defendants, the parties will file a joint stipulation for transfer to that court. If the 

parties cannot agree on the court of proper venue, the parties will brief the issue to the 

Court for resolution prior to the date of remand/ transfer for the applicable Case Group. 

The deadlines for raising this issue are as follows: 

Plaintiffs Propose Court 
of Proper Venue to 
Defendants 

Parties Submit Joint 
Stipulation for Transfer or 
Plaintiffs Submit Motion to 
Transfer 

Case Groups 1 to 7 ! .... 
_1 "'1 2011, April 4, 2011 

VI. 	 Continued Efforts to Streamline MDL 2016 

The parties agree, and the Court hereby directs, that discussions among the parties 

shall continue in an effort to streamline and, if appropriate, further shorten MDL 2016. 

-7­
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VII. Notice for Cancellation of Depositions 

To prevent parties from needlessly spending money to prepare for depositions that 

do not occur, a party cancelling or rescheduling a deposition will use best efforts to do so 

at least 72 hours prior to the date the deposition is scheduled. If a party fails to provide 48 

hours notice-other than in cases of death of a family member, illness, required court 

appearance arising less than 48 hours before the scheduled deposition or for good cause 

shown- the other party may petition the Court to recover costs consistent with Federal 

Rule of Civil Procedure 30(g}. 

VIII. 	 MediationlResolution of Cases 

Since CMO 10 was entered in April 2010, the parties have conferred on numerous 

cases and successfully settled in excess of 100 cases. Because this informal settlement 

process is proceeding well and continues to result in a substantial number of settlements, 

there is no longer a need at this time for the formal mediation process set out in Section IX 

ofCM010. 

In an effort to advance such settlement efforts, the parties have agreed that if 

settlement is being discussed in a particular case and if Lead Counsel for Plaintiff and 

Lead Counsel for the Yamaha Defendants agree in writing that settlement discussions are 

serious, then all discovery will be stayed as to that case. If either party subsequently 

determines that settlement discussions are no longer serious, Lead Counsel for that party 

shall alert the opposing party in writing. The parties shall then work together to 

immediately restart discovery. While a specific time frame for such discovery will be 

worked out in each individual case and will vary depending on the stage of the case when 

-8­
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discovery was stayed and the length of the stay, the parties agree that they will work 

together to complete such discovery expeditiously. Every effort should be made to 

complete discovery by the original deadlines applicable to the Case Group to which the 

case was assigned at the time discovery was stayed, or within 30 days thereafter. 

This modification does not foreclose any party from seeking Court assistance, such 

as referral to a magistrate judge, regarding the resolution of specific cases as necessary or 

appropriate. 

IX. 	 Modification 

The parties and Court acknowledge that modification of this CMO may be 

necessary based on experience operating under it, and any party is free to seek 

modification of this Order for good cause shown. 

ORDERED on this the .J!:!r;y of~ ..tV ,2011. 

-9­
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

WESTER~ DISTRICT OF KENTUCKY 


LOUISVILLE DIVISION 


IN RE: YAMAHA MOTOR CORP. 
RHINO ATV PRODUCTS LIABILITY 
LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO ALL 
CASES. 

Master File No. 3:09-MD-2016-JBC 
MDLNO.2016 

JENNIFER B. COFFMAN, U.S. 
DISTRICT JUDGE 

CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 


COMMON BENEFIT ORDER 

This Order is entered pursuant to this Court's April 1, 2009 Order Appointing Plaintiffs' 

Designated Counsel and Joint Order Regarding Responsibilities ofDesignated Counsel, to 

establish a reasonable prospective contingent assessment upon recoveries on the claims 

comprising this litigation, and to provide for the fair and equitable sharing among plaintiffs of 

the cost of services performed and expenses incurred by Plaintiffs' Lead Counsel and other 

attorneys designated by that Order acting for the MDL administration and common benefit of all 

plaintiffs in this complex litigation ("Designated Counsel"). 

As this Court previously ordered, 

Common Benefit F ees/Costs/ Assessment. 

Plaintiffs' Designated Counsel shall be responsible, in the first 
instance, for funding common discovery and pretrial costs 
necessary and appropriate to their duties as set forth in this Order. 
As soon as practicable, based upon their evaluation of the 
particular circumstances of this litigation, and after consultation 
with the Plaintiffs' Steering Committee, Plaintiffs' Executive 
Committee shall submit a proposal for any reasonable prospective 
contingent assessment upon recoveries on the claims comprising 
this litigation. Such proposal will be subject to court approval and 
will be implemented under the equitable principles of the common 
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benefit doctrine that is commensurate with the benefits of 
economy, efficiency and value actually conferred upon Plaintiffs 
by these expenditures and services. 

Jt. Order Regarding Responsibilities ofDesignated Counsel, IV.D. 

Any disputes arising under this Order regarding Participating Parties, as defined in 

Paragraphs LB.2.a. and b. of this Order, which cannot be resolved by agreement of Counsel will 

be resolved by this Court in the exercise of its jurisdiction over this complex litigation, under the 

equitable principles of the common benefit doctrine. See, e.g., Sprague v. Ticonic National 

Bank, 307 U.S. 161 (1939); In re MGMGrand Hotel Fire Litigation, 660 F.Supp. 522,525-29 

(MDL No. 453) (D. Nev. 1987); In re Air Crash Disaster at Florida Everglades on December 

29, 1972,549 F.2d 1006, 1019-21 (5th Cir. 1977). 

The Court Orders as follows: 

I. COMMON BENEFIT FUND 

The Court hereby authorizes the establishment of a Yamaha Rhino MDL Common 

Benefit Fund (the "Common Benefit Fund") for the purposes and pursuant to the limitations set 

forth in this Order. Plaintiffs' Lead Counsel is directed to establish an account to receive and 

disburse funds as provided in this Order. These funds will be held as funds subject to the 

direction of the Court. No party or attorney has any individual right to any part of this Fund 

except to the extent of amounts directed to be disbursed to such person by order of the Court. 

These funds will not constitute the separate property of any party or attorney nor be subject to 

garnishment or attachment for the debts of any party or attorney except when and as directed to 

be disbursed as provided by Court order to a specific person. These limitations do not preclude a 

party or attorney from transferring, assigning, or creating a security interest in potential 

disbursements from the Fund if permitted by applicable state laws and if subject to the conditions 

and contingencies of this Order. 
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A. Common Benefit Work Product 

1. All plaintiffs or claimants and their counsel of record in the MDL 2016­

related cases as provided in paragraph I.B.2.a. below, and state counsel who elect to participate 

in this agreement as provided in paragraph I.B.2.b. below [hereinafter "Participating Parties"], 

shall have full access to the work product developed by, at the direction of, and in conjunction 

with Designated Counsel. 

B. Assessments for the Common Benefit Fund 

I. Subject to the provisions of this Order, Participating Parties who, on or 

after July I, 2009, settle, compromise, dismiss, or reduce the amount of a claim against Yamaha 

Motor Corporation, U.s.A., Yamaha Motor Manufacturing Corporation of America, and/or 

Yamaha Motor Co., Ltd. (collectively, the "Yamaha Defendants"), with or without trial, with or 

without that claim being filed, or recover a judgment for monetary damages or other monetary 

relief, including compensatory and punitive damages, with respect to any Rhino claims against 

the Yamaha Defendants, are subject to an assessment ofthe gross monetary recovery on the 

claims as provided herein. The gross monetary recovery excludes court costs that are to be paid 

by the Yamaha Defendants or dealer defendants, and includes the present value of any fixed and 

certain payments to be made in the future. 

This obligation attaches in the following instances: 

2. Participating Parties 

a. MDL 2016-Related Cases: (i) All cases transferred to this MDL, 

except those remanded by order of this Court to state court for lack ofjurisdiction; (ii) all cases 

filed in federal court but not yet transferred, except those dismissed for lack ofjurisdiction; and 

(iii) all cases subsequently filed in or transferred to this Court, AND, which are settled, 

892152.1 -3­

Case 3:09-md-02016-JBC   Document 2985-4   Filed 01/07/13   Page 3 of 21 PageID #: 26576



compromised, dismissed, or which have had the amount of the claim reduced, with or without 

trial, recovered a judgment for monetary damages or other monetary relief, including 

compensatory and punitive damages, based upon alleged injury (including death) arising from a 

Yamaha Rhino incident. Such cases will be subject to an assessment of five percent (5%) of the 

gross monetary recovery, said assessment to be withheld by the Yamaha Defendants and paid 

into the Common Benefit Fund. The five percent (5%) assessment will be divided 

proportionally: two percent (2%) corning from the plaintiffs' share of any recovery and three 

percent (3%) coming from the share of any recovery payable to plaintiffs' attorney as attorneys' 

fees. For example, on a recovery of$I,OOO with an attorneys fee of forty percent (40%), and 

without any consideration of case-specific out-of-pocket costs paid or advanced by the individual 

attorney (for purposes of this example only), two percent (2%) or $20 would come from the 

plaintiffs' sixty percent (60%) share and three percent (3%) or $30 from the attorneys' forty 

percent (40%) share. 

b. Non-MDL Cases and Claims: For cases and claims not covered by 

paragraph I.B.2.a. above, plaintiffs and their counsel may elect, within 60 days of the entry of 

this Order, to enter into an appropriate Participation Agreement [attached hereto as Exhibit A], 

for five percent (5%) of the gross monetary recovery, divided proportionally as set forth in 

paragraph LB.2.a. above. Later Participating Parties may be assessed a percentage of the "gross 

monetary recovery" to be established and agreed to by the Plaintiffs' Executive Committee 

("PEC"), based on the then-existing and anticipated time and costs of the litigation. Such 

percentage may exceed the 5% assessment (should the Court so approve). For purposes of the 

Yamaha Defendants' obligations under paragraph LB.6., a plaintiff or claimant and his or her 

counsel shall not be considered a Participating Party pursuant to this section unless a copy of the 
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executed Participation Agreement is provided to Lead Counsel for the Yamaha Defendants prior 

to or at the time any settlement agreement is executed. 

3. Advancement of Funds for Common Benefit Expenses Approved by Lead 

CounseL Designated Counsel who have advanced funds to the Plaintiff's common benefit 

assessment account during the pendency of the litigation that have been utilized to pay for 

common benefit expenses approved by Lead Counsel shall reeeive a credit against their 

assessment payments. 

4. Non-Participating Parties 

a. Counsel for any plaintiff who has a case or claim in any state court 

and who chooses not to execute a Participation Agreement with the PEC (hereinafter a "Non­

Participating Party") may seek access from the PEC to MDL and/or PEC non-work product 

materials by contacting Plaintiffs' Lead Counsel in writing. The PEC, however, shall have no 

obligation to allow such attorney access to any MDL materials. Further, nothing in this Order 

shall limit the PEC's right or ability to seek an equitable contribution from a Non-Participating 

Party who has requested in writing and was provided access to MDL work product. 

b. Any Non-Participating Party who utilizes, in connection with his 

or her state court claims, common benefit work product created in this litigation shall be deemed 

to have agreed to participate as set forth in paragraph LB.2.b. above and shall be responsible to 

withhold the assessment set forth in paragraphs I.B.2.a. and b. above. 

5. Coordination with State Courts. The assessment described in this Order is 

not intended to be cumulative of any assessment imposed in any coordinated state proceedings 

(including, but not limited to, the California JCCP and Georgia Coordinated Proceedings). Cases 

and claims subject to an assessment by virtue of paragraph LB.l. above shall be subject to only 
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one assessment per settlement or disposition, and shall not be subject to assessment in the 

California JCCP or any other coordinated state court proceeding. In the event there is a dispute 

regarding where a particular case or claim should be assessed as between the JCCP, the MDL, or 

another state coordinated proceeding, Plaintiffs' Lead Counsel shall resolve the matter with 

plaintiffs' counsel of record in the specific case and shall instruct the Yamaha Defendants which 

fund is to receive the assessment. The Court recognizes that some Designated Counsel and other 

firms are performing court-ordered or informal common benefit work in these state court 

coordinated proceedings, and that common benefit work product and activities generated in one 

proceeding may and should be utilized and made available, on equitable terms, to plaintiffs in the 

others. To the extent that any State Court imposes any assessments in those proceedings, MDL 

Designated Counsel shall work with designated counsel in such coordinated proceedings to 

coordinate the use of common benefit assessment funds obtained from cases and claims filed in 

those State Courts, to coordinate their common benefit efforts, and to minimize duplication of 

effort and expense, such that necessary and appropriate work of common benefit to plaintiffs is 

reimbursed and compensated, fully and without duplication regardless of the location where the 

work was conducted. The Court may confer with the California JCCP Court and other state 

courts regarding common benefit applications, and Designated Counsel shall submit, to this 

Court, copies of all requests and applications for common benefit awards made in other Courts. 

6. From the date this Order is signed forward, the Yamaha Defendants are 

directed to withhold the amount of the Common Benefit Fund assessment from any amounts paid 

by the Yamaha Defendants to plaintiffs and their counsel in any case involving a Participating 

Party, and to pay such withheld funds directly into the Common Benefit Fund as a credit against 

the settlement or judgment. Unless extraordinary circumstances prevent such payment, payment 
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into the Common Benefit Fund shall be made within five business days of the payment to any 

plaintiff or plaintiffs counsel in connection with a settlement that is subject to this Order. In the 

event that payment cannot be made into the Common Benefit Fund within five business days, the 

Yamaha Defendants' counsel shall notify Plaintiffs' Lead Counsel of the delay and the reason for 

the delay. If for any reason the assessment is not or has not been so withheld, the plaintiffs and 

plaintiffs' counsel of record in the specific case are jointly responsible for paying the assessment 

into the Common Benefit Fund promptly. Despite the effective date of this Order as set out in 

paragraph LB.I., assessments upon any resolutions consummated prior to the date this Order is 

signed by the Court are the responsibility of plaintiffs' counsel in such cases. The Yamaha 

Defendants shall not be liable for any assessments or actions taken in connection with 

settlements to which this Order would apply prior to the date this Order is signed. 

7. If the terms of the settlement are confidential, the amounts paid into the 

Common Benefit Fund by the Yamaha Defendants shall be confidential and shall not be 

disclosed by the Court-appointed Escrow Agent of the Fund ("Escrow Agent") (see section LD) 

other than to the Court upon request by the Court except that the total amounts received in the 

aggregate may be disclosed by the Escrow Agent, but only on a quarterly basis. Even if the 

terms of the settlement are confidential, Yamaha Defendants' Counsel shall notify Plaintiffs' 

Lead Counsel of the fact of a settlement of a case involving a Participating Party, including the 

case name and docket number, within five business days of the settlement. 

8. Any order of dismissal of any Participating Parties claim in which any 

recovery is received shall be accompanied by a certificate of plaintiffs and the Yamaha 

Defendants' counsel, if applicable, that the assessment has been withheld and deposited into the 

Common Benefit Fund. 
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9. The Plaintiffs' Lead Counsel shall provide Defendants' Liaison Counsel 

and the Escrow Agent (see section I.D) with a list of Participating Parties. This Court shall have 

exclusive and continuing jurisdiction over any and all disputes relating to this Order and the 

assessment process with respect to Participating Parties. In the event a dispute arises regarding a 

Non-Participating Party under the provisions of Paragraph 1.4. a. and b., this Court will 

determine at that time whether it can and should exercise jurisdiction to resolve the dispute or 

whether such dispute should be handled in state court with jurisdiction over the particular case. 

In the event there is a dispute as to whether a case should be assessed, the Plaintiffs' Executive 

Committee shall first attempt to resolve the matter with the particular plaintiffs counsel either 

informally or upon motion in the appropriate court. Other than the responsibilities described in 

this Order, the Yamaha Defendants shall have no duties or responsibilities to any parties or their 

counsel arising out of the administration of the Common Benefit Fund. The Yamaha Defendants 

shall have no obligation to take assessments from Non-Participating Parties unless subsequently 

ordered to do so by the appropriate Court. In the event the Yamaha Defendants violate any 

provision of this Order, the Yamaha Defendants may be subject to sanctions as determined by 

the Court. However, no other liability shall be imposed in connection with the Yamaha 

Defendants' performance of their obligations under this Order. If the Yamaha Defendants learn 

at any time that a mistake has been made with respect to the amount collected, the Yamaha 

Defendants shall inform Plaintiffs' Lead Counsel and the Escrow Agent (see section LD). 

10. The Yamaha Defendants shall bear no out-of-pocket costs in connection 

with the administration of the Common Benefit Fund. All out ofpocket costs (exclusive of 

attorney time), including those associated with the withholding and/or collection of assessments, 

the submission ofcertifications, reports and/or statements required by this Order, and any other 
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cost that may be incurred by the Yamaha Defendants in the administration of the Fund, shall be 

chargeable to the Common Benefit Fund. 

C. Disbursements from Common Benefit Fund. 

1. Upon approval of the Plaintiffs' Executive Committee (PEC) and on order 

of this Court, payments may be made from the fund to attorneys who provide services or incur 

expenses for the joint and common benefit ofplaintiffs in addition to their own client or clients. 

Attorneys eligible are limited to Plaintiffs' Lead and Liaison Counsel, members of the Plaintiffs' 

Executive and Steering Committees, and other attorneys designated by the PEC to assist in 

performing their responsibilities. Only work authorized by the PEC in writing may be 

compensated from the Common Benefit Fund. All time and expenses are subject to proper 

submission of records which have been timely received by Lead Counsel. 

2. Payments will be allowed only to entities for services performed, and to 

reimburse for expenses incurred, for the joint and common benefit of all plaintiffs. 

3. Payments will not exceed the fair value of the services performed (plus 

any court approved multiplier) or the reasonable amount of the expenses incurred, and, 

depending upon the amount of the fund, may be limited to a part of the value of such services 

and expenses. 

4. If the Fund exceeds the amount needed to make all payments as provided 

in this Order (for court approved costs, fees, and any court approved multiplier on any fees), the 

Court may order a refund to those who have contributed to the Fund. Any such refund will be 

made in proportion to the amount of the contributions. If the Fund is inadequate to make all 

payments as provided in this order, the PEC may request and the Court may order an increase to 

the assessment from those who have contributed to the Fund. 

892152.1 -9­

Case 3:09-md-02016-JBC   Document 2985-4   Filed 01/07/13   Page 9 of 21 PageID #: 26582



D. Third Party Escrow Agent to Protect Confidentiality of Settlements 

1. In cases as to which the settling parties have agreed upon confidentiality 

of settlement terms, the details of any individual settlement agreement and individual settlement 

amount shall remain confidential and shall not be disclosed to Plaintiffs' Designated Counselor 

the Court. In order to protect the confidentiality of these settlements, the Court, upon the joint 

recommendation of the Yamaha Defendants and Plaintiffs' Lead Counsel, hereby appoints the 

following neutral third party to serve as Escrow Agent of the Common Benefit Fund: Citibank, 

N.A., Escrow Agent Services. The Escrow Agent shall be bound by the terms of this Order and 

shall execute the acknowledgement, attached hereto as Exhibit B, to that effect. 

2. The Yamaha Defendants' counsel shall provide to the Escrow Agent, 

within five business days of the payment to any plaintiff or plaintiffs counsel in connection with 

a settlement of a case involving a Participating Party, notice of the names and docket numbers of 

the cases for which assessment payments have been made, the amounts of the assessment, and 

the amount of the settlement. The Escrow Agent shall then provide a summary quarterly report 

to Plaintiffs' Lead Counsel that: (a) verifies that the amounts withheld by the Yamaha 

Defendants from any settlements comply with the terms of this Order and (b) discloses the total 

amounts in the Fund at that time. For cases as to which the settling parties have agreed upon 

confidentiality of settlement terms, the Escrow Agent shall not disclose the terms or amounts of 

the individual settlements to Designated Counsel, nor shall the Escrow Agent disclose the 

aggregate additions to the Fund for any period other than as set forth in this subsection. It is the 

position of Plaintiffs' Lead Counsel that, if an accounting of the Common Benefit Fund becomes 

necessary, Plaintiffs' Lead Counselor Designated Counsel shall be entitled to seek such an 

accounting upon a showing of good cause. It is the Yamaha Defendants' position that the 

confidential terms and amounts of any settlements should not be disclosed to Plaintiffs' Lead or 
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Designated Counsel under any circumstance, and therefore reserve the right to oppose any 

application seeking such an accounting. 

3. The Common Benefit Fund shall be set up so that aU regular statements 

generated in connection with the Fund, including those showing any deposits made, shall be 

issued solely to the Escrow Agent and shall not be shared with any party or counsel (unless the 

statements reflect only deposits made from settlement(s) where the terms of the settlement were 

not confidential). 

4. It is anticipated that the parties will enter into an agreement with the 

Escrow Agent, setting forth the terms and conditions for the administration of the Fund. To the 

extent the terms of the escrow agreement are in conflict with any provision of this Order, the 

terms of this Order shall govern. 

II. 	 PLAINTIFFS' COMMON COST FUND AND SUBMISSION OF TIME AND 
EXPENSES. 

A. Time and Expense Submissions of Plaintiffs' Counsel 

Reimbursement for costs and/or fees for services of all Plaintiffs' counsel performing 

functions in accordance with this Order will be set at a time and in a manner established by the 

Court after due notice to all counsel and after a hearing. The following standards and procedures 

are to be utilized by any counsel who will seek fees and/or expense reimbursement. 

1. 	 General Standards 

a. All time and expenses submitted must be incurred only for work 

authorized in writing by the Plaintiffs' Executive Committee. 

b. These Time and Expense Guidelines are intended for all activities 

performed and expenses incurred by counsel that relate to matters common to all claimants in 

MDL2016. 
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c. Time and expense submissions must be made on the forms 

prepared by Plaintiffs' Lead Counsel. 

d. Time and expense submissions must be submitted timely to 

Plaintiffs' Lead Counsel so they can be compiled. It is therefore essential that each firm timely 

submit its records, and shall do so quarterly on a schedule to be established by Plaintiffs' Lead 

Counsel. 

2. Time Reporting 

a. Only time spent on common benefit work will be considered in 

determining fees. No time spent on developing or processing individual issues in any case for an 

individual client (claimant) will be considered or should be submitted, unless that case is 

determined by the PEC to be a bellwether case that serves the common benefit of all plaintiffs in 

the litigation. No time for reading or reviewing materials shall be compensated unless such 

review is specifically required to conduct PEC-authorized common benefit work. 

b. All time must be accurately maintained. Time shall be kept 

according to these guidelines. All counsel shall keep a record of their time spent in connection 

with common benefit work on this litigation, indicating with specificity the hours, location and 

particular activity (such as "conduct ofdeposition of A.B."). 

c. All common benefit work time for each firm shall be maintained in 

a quarter-of-an-hour or smaller increments. 

d. All time records for common benefit work shall be summarized by 

accumulated total of all time incurred by the firm during the particular reporting period and in 

prior periods. The summary report form may then be obtained from Plaintiffs' Lead Counsel. 
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B. Expense Reporting: Shared and Held Costs 

1. Advanced costs will be deemed as either "Shared" or "Held." 

a. Shared Costs are costs that are paid out of a separate Plaintiffs' 

Executive Committee MDL 2016 Fund account that has been established by Plaintiffs' Lead 

Counsel at Citibank, N.A., and funded by all members of the PEC and PSC and others as 

determined by the PEC. The PEC MDL 2016 Fund account is administered by Lieff, Cabraser, 

Heimann & Bernstein, LLP. 

b. Held Costs are those that will be carried by each attorney in MDL 

2016 and reimbursed from the Common Benefit Fund pursuant to Section II.A. above. 

2. Each member of the PEC has and will continue to contribute to the 

Plaintiffs' Executive Committee MDL 2016 Common Benefit Fund at times and in amounts 

sufficient to cover Plaintiffs' expenses for the administration of the MDL. PSC members may 

also be required to contribute to the Common Benefit Fund. The timing and amount of each 

assessment will be determined by the PEC, and each assessment will be paid to Plaintiffs' Lead 

Counsel for deposit to the PEC MDL 2016 Common Benefit Fund. Failure to pay assessments 

will be grounds for suspension from the PECIPSC. 

3. Shared Costs 

a. Shared Costs are costs incurred for the common benefit of the 

litigation as a whole. No client-related costs can be considered as Shared Costs unless they are 

approved costs associated with a specific trial. All costs of a substantial nature that meet these 

requirements and fall under the following categories shall be considered Shared Costs and 

qualify to be submitted and paid directly from the MDL account. All Shared Costs must be 

approved by Plaintiffs' Lead Counsel prior to payment. Shared Costs include: 
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1. Court, filing and service costs for common (not case 

specific) items; 

11. Deposition and court reporter costs for common (Le. not 

case specific) depositions or hearings; 

iii. Plaintiffs' Liaison and Lead Counsel administrative matters 

(e.g., expenses for equipment, technology, courier services, long distance, telecopier, electronic 

service, photocopy and printing, secretariaVtemporary staff, etc.); 

iv. PEC and PSC group administration matters such as 

meetings and conference calls; 

v. Legal and accountant fees; 

vi. Expert witness and consultant fees and expenses for 

common experts, or for experts in any specific case approved by the PEC; 

vii. Printing, copying, coding, scanning (out of house or 

extraordinary firm costs); 

viii. Research by outside third party vendors/consultants/ 

attorneys; 

IX. Common witness expenses including travel; 

x. Translation costs; 

xi. Bank or fmancial institution charges; and 

xii. Investigative services of benefit to all cases. 

b. Plaintiffs' Lead Counsel shall prepare and be responsible for 

distributing to the appropriate plaintiffs' counsel and the PEC reimbursement procedures and the 

forms associated therewith. Request for payments described include sufficient information to 
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allow their accountant to account properly for costs and to provide adequate detail to the Court 

upon request. All requests shall be subject to review and approval by Plaintiffs' Lead Counsel. 

4. 	 Held Costs 

a. Held Costs are costs incurred for the common benefit of the MDL. 

Held Costs are those that do not fall into the above Shared Costs categories but are incurred for 

the benefit of all plaintiffs in generaL No specific client-related costs can be considered as held 

Costs. For example, held costs include travel-related costs necessary and appropriate to common 

benefit activities. Counsel are expected to economize to the extent practicable with respect to 

such costs submitted for reimbursement. For example, as to airfare, first class airfare will not be 

reimbursed. Only the price of a business or full fare coach sent for a reasonable itinerary will be 

reimbursed. Only hotel room charges for appropriate room rates at business hotels convenient to 

the activity will be reimbursed. All costs of a substantial nature that meet these requirements 

shall be considered Held Costs and quality to be submitted for consideration by the PEC and the 

Court for future reimbursement. 

b. Held Cost records shall be submitted to Plaintiffs' Lead Counsel 

on a quarterly basis with any time reports. 

C. 	 Procedures To Be Established by Plaintiffs' Lead Counsel for Cost and Time 
Submission 

Plaintiffs' Lead Counsel shall establish forms and procedures to implement and carry out 

the time and expense submissions described in II.A.1-2. above, and for reimbursement from the 

PEC MDL 2016 Shared Costs Fund. These forms may be obtained from Plaintiffs' Lead 

Counsel. 

Questions regarding the guidelines or procedures or the completion of any forms should 

be directed to Plaintiffs' Lead Counsel. 
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SO ORDERED. 

Date 10 /6 if 0 
I I 
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Participation Agreement 

This Agreement is made this __ day _____, 200_, by and between the 

Plaintiffs' Executive Committee ("PEC") appointed by the United States District Court for the 

Western District of Kentucky in MDL No. 2016 and [FILL IN THE NAME OF THE FIRM 

EXECUTING THE AGREEMENT] (hereafter "the Participating Attorneys") on behalf of the 

clients listed on the attached Exhibit(s) (hereinafter "the Participating Parties"). 

WHEREAS, the United States District Court for the Western District of Kentucky has 

appointed Elizabeth J. Cabraser, Robert Ammons, Anthony Klein, Troy Rafferty, Jason 

Shamblin, and Sean Tracey, to serve as members of the PEC to facilitate the conduct ofpretrial 

proceedings in the federal actions relating to the purchase or use of the Rhino; 

WHEREAS, the PEC in association with other attorneys working for the common benefit 

of plaintiffs have developed and are in the process of developing work product which will be 

valuable in the litigation of federal and state court proceedings involving Rhino-related injuries 

(the "PEC Work Product"); and 

WHEREAS, the Participating Attorneys are desirous of acquiring the PEC Work Product 

and establishing an amicable, working relationship with the PEC for the mutual benefit of their 

clients; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the covenants and promises contained herein, 

and intending to be legally bound hereby, the parties agree as follows: 

1. With respect to each Participating Party who they represent in connection with 

Rhino-related claim, whether currently a filed claim in state or federal court or unfiled, each of 

the Participating Attorneys shall deposit or cause to be deposited in an MDL Common Benefit 

Fund Account a percentage of the gross monetary recovery by each such Participating Party 
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which is equal to five percent (5%). A three percent (3%) assessment shall be deemed fees to be 

subtracted from the attorneys' fees portions ofindividual fee contracts, and a two percent (2%) 

assessment shall be deemed costs to be subtracted from the client portion of individual fee 

contracts unless these percentages are modified by agreement of counselor by the Court upon 

showing ofgood cause. For purposes of this Agreement, the gross monetary recovery shall not 

include court costs to be paid by the defendants, if any, but shall include the present value of any 

fixed and certain payments to be made to the plaintiff or claimant in the future. It is the intention 

of the parties that such assessment shall be in full and final satisfaction of any present or future 

obligation on the part of each Participating Party and/or Participating Attorney to contribute to 

any fund for the payment or reimbursement of any legal fees, services or expenses incurred by, 

or due to, the MDL and/or any Common Benefit Attorneys. 

2. The Participating Attorneys, on behalf of themselves, their affiliated counsel, and 

their clients listed on the attached Exhibit(s), hereby grant and convey to the PEC a lien upon 

and/or a security interest in any recovery by any such client in connection with any Rhino related 

injury, to the full extent permitted by law, in order to secure payment in accordance with the 

provisions ofparagraph 1 of this Agreement. The Participating Attorneys will undertake all 

actions and execute all documents which are reasonably necessary to cffectuate and/or perfect 

this lien and/or security interest. 

3. In accordance with the Common Benefit Order and any related orders, the 

amounts deposited in the MDL Common Benefit Fund shall be available for distribution to 

attorneys who have performed professional services or incurred expenses for the benefit of the 

plaintiffs in MDL 2016 and any state court litigation pursuant to written authorization from Lead 

Counsel for the PEC. Such sums shall be distributed only upon an Order of the Court in MDL 
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2016 which will be issued in accordance with applicable law governing the award of fees and 

costs in cases involving the creation of a common benefit. Appropriate consideration will be 

given to the experience, talent and contribution made by all of those authorized to perform 

activities for the common benefit, including the Participating Attorneys. 

4. As the litigation progresses and work product of the same type and kind continues 

to be generated, the PEe will make available such work product and will otherwise cooperate 

with the Participating Attorneys to coordinate the MDL litigation and the state litigation for the 

benefit of the plaintiffs. 

5. Upon execution of this Agreement, the PEe will provide to the Participating 

Attorneys, to the extent developed, the PEe Work Product, including access to the PEe's virtual 

depository. 

6. The Participating Attorneys shall have the following rights the clients listed on the 

Exhibit(s) hereto: 

a. Access to testing information and other expert discovery materials 

relevant to the various defect issues alleged in the Rhino litigation; 

b. Briefing on common legal issues arising in individual cases; 

c. Deposition database of all common discovery depositions related to the 

Rhino litigation and exemplar case-specific depositions; 

d. Transcript database of trial and court proceedings in Rhino litigation to the 

extent permissible; and 

e. Any MDL trial package as it is developed or assistance with trial-related 

matters to the extent has not been completed. 

f. Any further work product developed by or in conjunction with the PEe as 
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it relates to this litigation. 

7. Both the PEC and the Participating Attorneys recognize the importance of 

individual cases and the relationship between case-specific clients and their attorneys. 

Regardless of the type of settlement or conclusion eventually made in either state or federal 

matters, the PEC will recommend to Judge Coffinan that appropriate consideration will be given 

to individual case contracts between attorneys and their clients and to work that has been 

performed by attorneys in their individual cases. 

8. The Participating Attorneys represent that the list appended hereto as Exhibit "A" 

correctly sets forth the name ofeach client represented by them who has filed a civil action 

arising from the use of a Rhino with the Court and docket number of each such case and that the 

list attached hereto as Exhibit "B" contains the name and social security number of each client 

represented by them who has not yet filed a civil action arising from the use a Rhino. 

9. The Participating Attorneys shall supplement the lists appended hereto as Exhibit 

"A" and "B" on a quarterly basis when new retentions or associations have been entered into. 

1O. This Agreement shall apply to each and every claim or action (whether state or 

federal, filed or unfiled) relating to the clients listed on the attached Exhibit(s) and arising from 

the use of a Rhino in which the Participating Attorneys have a right or claim to a fee recovery 

beginning from February 13,2009, the date that MDL No. 2016 was assigned by the MDL Panel 

to this Court. 
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PLAINTIFFS' EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 

By: 
Elizabeth J. Cabraser 
LIEFF, CABRASER, HEIMANN & 
BERNSTEIN, LLP 
275 Battery Street, 28th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94111-3339 
Telephone: (415) 956-1000 
Facsimile: (415) 956-1008 

AND 

By: 
Participating Attorney 
[Firm Name] 

On behalf of: 
On Behalf Of Clients Listed 
On Attached Exhibit(s) 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

WESTERN DISTRICT OF KENTUCKY 


LOUISVILLE DIVISION 


I IN RE: YAMAHA MOTOR CORP. 
• RHINO ATV PRODUCTS LIABILITY 
LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO ALL 
CASES. 

Master File No. 3:09-MD-2016-JBC 
MDLNO.2016 

JENNIFER B. COFFMAN 
U.S. DISTRICT JUDGE 

ADDENDUM TO COMMON BENEFIT ORDER 

The Common Benefit Order (Document 2021 Filed 10/16/2010) ("CBO") authorizes the 

establishment of a Yamaha Rhino Common Benefit Fund. According to Part 1.B.6. of the CBO, the 

Yamaha Defendants are required to withhold (and pay into the Common Benefit Fund) an 

assessment from any settling case involving a Participating Party. According to Part l.B.3. of the 

CBO, Designated Counsel who have advanced funds to pay for common benefit costs during the 

pendency of the litigation that have been utilized to pay for common benefit expenses approved by 

Lead Counsel shall receive a credit against their assessment payments. If Designated Counsel in a 

settling case advises that he or she intends to exercise his or her right to receive credit rather than 

pay an assessment on a settling case into the Common Benefit Fund, this Addendum to the CBO 

clarifies that Lead Counsel shall have authority pursuant to the credit provision of the Order to 

advise counsel for Yamaha whether that Designated Counsel has advanced common benefit 

payments and may state the amount of such advancements. Upon receipt of such instructions, 

counsel for Yamaha shall cease taking assessments from settling cases involving Participating 

Parties pursuant to Part LB.6. of the CBO until the amount of any advancement has been met; at 

that time, assessments will resume. The Yamaha Defendants shall not be obligated to apply any 

such credit to any settlements for which the assessment required by the CBO has already been paid 
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to the Common Benefit Fund. Counsel for Yamaha shall incur no liability in connection with the 

implementation of this Addendum to the extent that counsel for Yamaha follow the instructions of 

Lead Counsel for Plaintiffs regarding such. 

ORDERED on this /sidayof ~ ,2011. 

-~ ~.~IFERB~MAN 
U.S. DISTRICT JUDGE 
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