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SEP () 2 2011 

JUDGE JESSICA R. MAYE/l 

SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY 

LAW DIVISION 

MIDDLESEX COUNTY 

CIVIL ACTION 

. , CASE CODE 274 

(RisperdaIiSeroquel/Zyprexa Litigation) 

DOCKET NO. MID-L-6141-07 (MT) 

ORDER GRANTING LEAVE TO 

AMEND COMPLAINT AND 

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

THIS MATTER having been brought before the Court by Leslie LaMacchia, counsel for 

plaintiff, on a Motion pursuant to R. 4:9-1 for an Order granting leave to amend plaintiff's 

Complaint and Demand for Jury Trial to add the proper party to the litigation and to add a 

wrongful death claim in this action; and the Court having read the moving papers lliid the 

opposition, i f a n ~ ' ,  thereto; and for good cause shown; 

IT IS on this _'V"'-~_  day of ~  , 2011 



ORDERED that plaintiff be and hereby is granted leave to file an Amended Complaint and 

Demand for Jury Trial in the form submitted to the Court on this Motion; and it is further 

ORDERED that plaintiff's Amended Complaint and Demand for JurY4 Trial be filed with the 
~  ~  Sf . ,v£  . 

Clerk ofthe Superior Court, Law Division. Middlesex County r within ~ days of the date 

ofthis Order; and it is further 

1..11 k !<vVAa... kl'{. ~  'ft.e {'-lit
ORDERED that CSl:Ifl3e] fOl plaintifhh,'ll serve a copy oft is Order'otl COUld4 ti,,1 defendaFlt. , . 

H . Je ica R. Mayer, .S.c. 

Motion 

X 
Opposed 

Unopposed 

UNOPPOSED 

"Having reviewed the above motion, I lind 
it to be meritorious on its face and is 
unopposed. Pu~uantto  R,1:6-2, it 
therefore will be granted essentially for the 
reasons set forth in the moving papers: 


