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UNITED STATES JUDICIAL PANEL
NOV 03200  Nov - 4 2010

on
MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION
CLERK, U.S, DISTRICT COU
SQUTHERN DISTRICT OF ILL RD W. WIEKING
EAST ST. LOUIS OF , U.S. DISTRICT COURT

ERN DISTRICT QOF CALIFORNIA
IN RE: YASMIN AND YAZ (DROSPIRENONE) ACLAND ar‘
MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES AND
PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION MDL No. 2100

C-10-3667-SBA
C-10-4333-SBA

(SEE ATTACHED SCHEDULE)
CONDITIONAL TRANSFER ORDER (CTO-37)

On October 1, 2009, the Panel transferred 32 civil actions to the United States District Court for the
Southern District of Illinois for coordinated or consolidated pretrial proceedings pursuant to 28
U.S.C. §1407. See 655 F.Supp.2d 1343 (J.P.M.L. 2009). Since that time, 606 additional actions have
been transferred to the Southern District of Illinois. With the consent of that court, all such actions
have been assigned to the Honorable David R Herndon.

It appears that the actions on this conditional transfer order involve questions of fact that are
common to the actions previously transferred to the Southern District of Illinois and assigned to
Judge Herndon.

Pursuant to Rule 7.1 of the i ici idistri

itigation, the action(s) on the attached schedule are transferred under 28 U.S.C. §1407 to the
Southern District of 1llinois for the reasons stated in the order of October 1, 2009, and, with the
consent of that court, assigned to the Honorable David R Herndon.

This order does not become effective until it is filed in the Office of the Clerk of the United States
District Court for the Southern District of I1linois. The transmittal of this order to said Clerk shall be
stayed 7 days from the entry thereof. If any party files a notice of opposition with the Clerk of the
Panel within this 7—day period, the stay will be continued until further order of the Panel.

stay is lifted.

Nov 01, 2010

CLERK'S OFFICE
UNITED STATES
JUDICIAL PANEL ON
MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION

FOR THE PANEL:
Inasmuch as no objection is Jeffery N, Liithi
pending at this time, the Clerk of the Panel
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MSS 3 10—-00516
NEW JERSEY
NJ 2 10-05000
NJ 2 10-05001
NJ 2 10-05002
NJ 2 10—-05003
NJ 2 10-05004
NJ 2 10—05005
NJ 2 10-05006
NEW YORK SOUTHERN
NYS 1 10-04544
NORTH CAROLINA WESTERN
NCW 1 10-00196
PENNSYLVANIA EASTERN

PAE 2 10—04809
SOUTH CAROLINA
SC 6 10-02622
TEXAS WESTERN

TXW 1 10-00769
TXW 5 10-00773
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IN RE: YASMIN AND YAZ (DROSPIRENONE)
MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES AND

PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION

MDL No. 2100

SCHEDULE CTO-37 - TAG-ALONG ACTIONS

DIST Dy,  CANO,

CALIFORNIA CENTRAL
GAG 2 +6~67423
CAG 2 10075146

CALIFORNIA NORTHERN
CAN 4 10—-03667
CAN 4 10-04333

FLORIDA MIDDLE
FILM 2 10-00595

FLORIDA SOUTHERN
FLS 0 10-61901
FLS 9 10-81193

GEORGIA NORTHERN
GAN 1 10-03080

ILLINOIS NORTHERN
ILN 1 10-05907

INDIANA SOUTHERN
INS 1 10-01176

LOUISIANA WESTERN
LAW 2 10—01508

MISSISSIPPI SOUTIHERN

CASE CAPTION

Kimble-F—Cotbert-et-al-v—Bayer-Corporation-et-al Opposed 11/1/10
Jessy-Quintana—Yong-etal-v—Bayer-Corporation-etal opposed 11/1/10
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