UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT

)

US AIRWAYS, INC. and US AIRWAYS )
GROUP, INC. ) Case Nos. 06-1093
) 06-1100
Petitioners, ) 06-1101
) 06-1103
V. ) 06-1107
) 06-1108
TRANSPORTATION SECURITY ) 06-1114
ADMINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT ) 06-1123
OF HOMELAND SECURITY, and the ) 06-1124
UNITED STATES ) 06-1125
) 06-1126

Respondents. )

)

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO CONSOLIDATE AND TRANSFER

Pursuant to Fed. R. App. P. 27, US Airways, Inc. and US Airways Group,
Inc. (collectively “US Airways”)', petitioners in Cases No. 06-11 14, oppose the
Motion to Consolidate and Transfer filed in this Court pursuant to 28 U.S.C.
§2112(a)(5), on April 3, 2006, by petitioners-movants Adelaide Driscoll, et al.
(“Driscoll Movants”) (Nos. 06-1123, 06-1124, pets. Filed April 3, 2006) (“Driscoll

Motion”), and joined by petitioners-movants Cantor Fitzgerald & Co., et al.

''US Airways files this petition solely in connection with the wrongful death/personal injury litigation as the Plan
Injunction remains in effect for the property damage and business loss litigation. If and when the Plan Injunction is
lifted with respect to the latter claims, US Airways reserves the right to supplement its opposition and to request that
the same relief be deemed applicable to the property damage and business loss litigation as well.



(““Cantor Movants”) (Nos. 06-1125, 06-1126, pets. Filed April 5, 2006
(collectively, the “Movants™).

As grounds for their opposition, US Airways joins in and incorporates by
reference, the arguments raised in the Opposition to Motion to Consolidate and
Transfer which was filed on April 5, 2006 by American Airlines, Inc. and AMR
Corp. (the “American Opposition”). In addition, US Airways states that it could
not have filed its petition in the Second Circuit as it is a Delaware corporation with

a principal place of business in Tempe, Arizona.’

CONCLUSION

For the reasons set forth in the American Opposition as well as the factual
information above, US Airways states that the Movants’ arguments do not support
the transfer of the Petitions for Review of the TSA’s February 7, 2006 and March
17,2006 Orders away from this Court to the Second Circuit and the Motion to
Transfer should be denied.

Dated: April 14, 2006

2 US Airways does not oppose the consolidation of all pending Petitions into a single case in this Court.
3 On September 11, 2001, however, the principal place of business of US Airways was in Arlington, Virginia.



Respectfully submitted,

‘CAMPBELL CAMPBELL EDWARDS &
CONROY, PC

Richard P. Campbell, Esquire

One Constitution Plaza

Boston, MA 02129

(617) 241-3000

Attorneys for Petitioners US Airways,
Inc. and US Airways Group, Inc.
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AXA Corporate Solutions Reinsurance Company v. Transportation
Security Administration, Department of Homeland Security, et al.,
Case No. 06-1437, filed March 28, 2006 (seeking review of the March
17 Order);

Barcley Dwyer Co., Inc.; Karoon Capital Management, Inc.; Koudis
International, Inc.; N.S. Windows LLC; Tower Computer Services,
Inc.; and Wall Street Realty Capital, Inc. v. Transportation Security
Administration, Department of Homeland Security, et al., Case No.
06-1275, filed March 20, 2006 (seeking review of the February 7
Order);

| Barcley Dwyer Co., Inc.; Karoon Capital Management, Inc.; Koudis

International, Inc.; N.S. Windows LLC; Tower Computer Services,
Inc.; and Wall Street Realty Capital, Inc. v. Transportation Security
Administration, Department of Homeland Security, et al., Case No.
06-1483, filed March 20, 2006 (seeking review of the March 17
Order);

Cantor Fitzgerald & Co., et al. v. Transportation Security
Administration, Department of Homeland Security, et al., Case No.
06-1563, filed April 4, 2006 (seeking review of the March 17 Order);

Cantor Fitzgerald & Co., et al. v. Transportation Security
Administration, Department of Homeland Security, et al., Case No.

06-1564, filed April 4, 2006 (seeking review of the February 7 Order);

M. Gabrielle, individually, as Personal Representative of the Estate of

-Richard Gabrielle, and on behalf of all heirs and next of kin of

Richard Gabrielle, deceased v. Transportation Security
Administration, Department of Homeland Security, et al., Case No.
06-1348, filed March 22, 2006 (seeking review of the February 7
Order);

M. Gabrielle, individually, as Personal Representative of the Estate of
Richard Gabrielle, and on behalf of all heirs and next of kin of
Richard Gabrielle, deceased v. Transportation Security
Administration, Department of Homeland Security, et al., Case No.
06-1341, filed March 22, 2006 (seeking review of the March 17
Order);
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Greater New York Mutual Insurance Co. v. T, ransportation Security
Administration, Department of Homeland Security, et al., Case No.
06-1359, filed March 22, 2006 (secking review of the F ebruary 7
Order);

Greater New York Mutual Insurance Co. v. T ransportation Security
Administration, Department of Homeland Security, et al., Case No.
06-1356, filed March 22, 2006 (seeking review of the March 17
Order);

Industrial Risk Insurers v. Transportation Security Administration,
Department of Homeland Security, et al., Case No. 06-1275, filed
March 22, 2006 (seeking review of the F ebruary 7 Order);

Industrial Risk Insurers v. Transportation Security Administration,
Department of Homeland Security, et al., Case No. 06-1279, filed
March 22, 2006 (seeking review of the March 17 Order);

Insurance Company of Greater New Yorkv. T, ransportation Security
Administration, Department of Homeland Security, et al., Case No.
06-1357, filed March 22, 2006 (seeking review of the F ebruary 7
Order);

Insurance Company of Greater New York v. Ti ransportation Security
Administration, Department of Homeland Security, et al., Case No.
06-1358, filed March 22, 2006 (seeking review of the March 17
Order);

MVN Associates, Inc., Marsha Van Name, Daniel D "Aquilia, and
Floyd Van Name v. Transportation Security Administration,
Department of Homeland Security, et al., Case No. 06-1488 (seeking
review of the February 7 Order);

MVN Associates, Inc., Marsha Van Name, Daniel D "Aquilia, and
Floyd Van Name v. Transportation Security Administration,
Department of Homeland Security, et al., Case No. 06-1490 (seeking
review of the March 17 Order);
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National Union Insurance Company of Pittsburgh a/s/o Consolidated
Edison Company of New York, Inc., and Consolidated Edison
Company of New York, Inc. v. Transportation Security
Administration, Department of Homeland Security, et al., Case No.
06-1503 (seeking review of the February 7 Order);

National Union Insurance Company of Pittsburgh a/s/o Consolidated
Edison Company of New York, Inc., and Consolidated Edison
Company of New York, Inc. v. Transportation Security
Administration, Department of Homeland Security, et al., Case No.
06-1500 (seeking review of the March 17 Order);

Rena G. Speisman, Individually, and as Executrix of the Estate of
Robert S. Speisman, deceased, and on behalf of all survivors of Robert
S. Speisman v. Transportation Security Administration, Department of
Homeland Security, et al., Case No. Unavailable, filed March 31,

2006 (seeking review of the February 7 Order);

Rena G. Speisman, Individually, and as Executrix of the Estate of
Robert S. Speisman, deceased, and on behalf of all survivors of Robert
S. Speisman v. Transportation Security Administration, Department of
Homeland Security, et al., Case No. Unavailable, filed March 31,

2006 (seeking review of the March 17 Order);

Victor Ugolyn, individually and as Administrator of the Estate of
Tyler V. Ugolyn, and on behalf of all heirs and next of kin of T yier V.
Ugolyn, deceased v. Transportation Security Administration,
Department of Homeland Security, et al., Case No. 06-1340, filed
March 22, 2006 (seeking review of the February 7 Order);

Victor Ugolyn, individually and as Administrator of the Estate of
Tyler V. Ugolyn, and on behalf of all heirs and next of kin of Tyler V.
Ugolyn, deceased v. Transportation Security Administration,
Department of Homeland Security, et al., Case No. 06-1339, filed
March 22, 2006 (seeking review of the March 17 Order);
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Allison Vadhan, Individually and as Personal Representative of the
Estate of Kristin Gould White, Deceased v. Transportation Security

Administration, Department of Homeland Security, et al., Case No.

06-1367, filed March 23, 2006 (seeking review of the F ebruary 7
Order);

Allison Vadhan, Individually and as Personal Representative of the
Estate of Kristin Gould White, Deceased v. T, ransportation Security
Administration, Department of Homeland Security, et al., Case No.
06-1368, filed March 23, 2006 (seeking review of the March 17
Order);

World Trade Center Properties LLC, et al. v. T, ransportation Security
Administration, Department of Homeland Security, et al., Case No.
06-1319, filed March 21, 2006 (seeking review of the F ebruary 7
Order);

World Trade Center Properties LLC, et al. v. Ti ransportation Security
Administration, Department of Homeland Security, et al., Case No.
06-1320, filed March 21, 2006 (secking review of the March 17
Order);

World Trade Farmers Market, Inc., Adem Arici and Omer Ipek v.
Transportation Security Administration, Department of Homeland
Security, et al., filed March 31, 2006 (Case No. Unavailable) (seeking
review of the February 7 Order); and

World Trade Farmers Market, Inc., Adem Arici and Omer Ipek v.
Transportation Security Administration, Department of Homeland
Security, et al., filed March 31, 2006 (Case No. Unavailable) (seeking
review of the March 17 Order);

A Motion to Consolidate and Transfer was filed in this Court pursuant to 28

U.S.C. §2112(a)(5), on April 3, 2006, by the petitioners in Driscoll v,

Transportation Security Administration, et al., Nos. 06-1 123, 06-1124 (D.C. Cir.)

(the “Driscoll Motion”). The Driscoll Motion moved to consolidate and transfer to
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the United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit all petitions seeking
review of the Final Orders. On April 5, 2006, the petitioners in Cantor Fitzgerald
& Co., et al. v. Transportation Security Administration, Department of homeland
Security, et al., Case Nos. 06-1125, 06-1126 (D.C. Cir.) joined the Driscoll
Motion. US Airways opposed this motion to the extent that it sought transfer of all
petitions seeking review of the Final Orders to the Second Circuit.

Dated: April 14, 2006

Respectfully submitted,

[ttt/

Richard P. Campbell, Eéquire

Campbell Campbell Edwards & Conroy, P.C.
One Constitution Plaza, 3rd Floor
Charlestown, MA 02129

(617) 241-3000

Attorney for Petitioners US Airways, Inc
and US Airways Group, Inc.



