
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 

In Re: Atrium Medical Corp. C-Qur Mesh
Products Liability Litigation (MDL No. 2753) 

MDL Docket No. 16-md-2753-LM 
ALL CASES 

PROTECTIVE ORDER 

Pursuant to this Court’s authority to “protect the jurisdictional status of a party or witness 

who is reluctant to come to the forum state by issuing protective orders,” Northern Light Tech., 

Inc. v. Northern Lights Club, 236 F.3d 57, 63 (1st Cir. 2001), it is hereby ORDERED:  

1. No plaintiff in an existing C-Qur hernia mesh case against Getinge AB may, in an 

effort to establish personal jurisdiction, serve process on Anders Selander individually or as the 

corporate representative of Getinge AB, when Mr. Selander is present in the United States as the 

30(b)(6) designee of Getinge AB for purposes of preparing for and attending the August, 2018 

Getinge AB 30(b)(6) deposition.  

2. No plaintiff in an existing C-Qur hernia mesh case against Getinge AB may, in an 

effort to establish personal jurisdiction, serve process on Peter Hjalmarson, individually or as the 

corporate representative of Getinge AB, when Mr. Hjalmarson is present in the United States as 

the 30(b)(6) designee of Getinge AB for purposes of preparing for and attending the July, 2018 

Getinge AB 30(b)(6) deposition.  

3. No plaintiff in a prospective C-Qur hernia mesh case related to those currently pending 

against Getinge AB may, in an effort to establish personal jurisdiction, serve process on either 
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Mr. Selander or Mr. Hjmarlson, individually or as the corporate representatives of Getinge AB, 

when Mr. Selander and Mr. Hjmarlson are present in the United States as the 30(b)(6) 

representatives of Getinge AB for purposes of preparing for and attending their Getinge AB 

30(b)(6) depositions.  

4. Plaintiffs may not use the fact that the Getinge AB corporate representatives appeared

for deposition in the United States as a jurisdictional contact or otherwise in furtherance of 

Plaintiffs' opposition to Getinge AB's forthcoming Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Personal 

Jurisdiction.  

5. Getinge AB is granted process immunity against in-person service of process upon

either Mr. Selander and Mr. Hjmarlson in unrelated matters when they are present in the United 

States as the 30(b)(6) representatives of Getinge AB for purposes of preparing for and attending 

their respective Getinge AB 30(b)(6) depositions, consistent with N. Light Tech., Inc. v. N. 

Lights Club, 236 F.3d 57, 63 (1st Cir. 2001).  

The parties, including Plaintiffs’ Executive Committee, have agreed to the terms of this 

Protective Order.  

SO ORDERED. 

___________________________________ 
Landya McCafferty  
United States District Judge  
July __, 2018  

cc: All Counsel of Record 
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