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WLF SUPPORTS MICHIGAN SUPREME COURT 
RULE ON ASBESTOS-RELATED CASES 

 
 The Washington Legal Foundation (WLF) filed formal comments with the 
Michigan Supreme Court supporting the continued implementation of the Court’s 
Administrative Order prohibiting the “bundling” or consolidation of asbestos-related 
cases for settlement or trial.  The Order, originally issued by the Court in August by a 4-3 
vote, is a response to the mass of asbestos-related suits that have inundated courts in 
Michigan and other states in recent years, the overwhelming majority of which involve 
plaintiffs who have no present impairment or injury and may never become sick from 
asbestos exposure.  Henceforth, asbestos-related cases in Michigan will be settled or tried 
on their individual merit.  No longer will serious claims be allowed to be consolidated 
with questionable claims which the plaintiffs' bar has used to force unfair settlements 
against businesses in less serious cases. 
 
 In its comments, WLF argued that individualized attention to each asbestos claim 
will serve as a strong deterrent to the filing of unimpaired claims and, most important, 
will permit those plaintiffs with serious asbestos-related injuries to have their claims 
resolved much sooner.  "The Michigan Supreme Court has taken a very good step 
towards restoring fundamental concepts of due process in mass tort litigation," said Paul 
Kamenar, WLF's Senior Executive Counsel.  "The plaintiffs' bar will no longer be able to 
force businesses to settle questionable claims that have been consolidated with more 
meritorious cases," Kamenar added. 
 
 The Michigan Supreme Court's order is a culmination of a three-year effort by the 
Court to deal with its expanding caseload of asbestos-related cases.  In 2003, the Court 
considered another option whereby cases where the plaintiff was currently unimpaired 
would be placed on the inactive docket and then be allowed to reactivate their lawsuits if 
they develop an asbestos-related disease.  WLF filed comments supporting the inactive 
docket proposal at that time as well. 
 
 WLF's comments were filed with the pro bono assistance of John S. Stadler of 
Nixon Peabody LLP of Boston, Massachusetts. 
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 For further information, contact Paul Kamenar, WLF's Senior Executive Counsel 

at 202-588-0386.  WLF's comments are available on its website at www.wlf.org. 


