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Before the entire Pane": Plaintiffs in 24 actionsandthreerelatedactionsmove,pursuantto
28 U.S.c. § 1407, for coordinatedor consolidatedpretrial proceedingsof the 32 actionslisted on
ScheduleA in theNorthernDistrict of Ohio. Theplaintiffs' motionencompassesfourteenactionsin
theNorthernDistrict of Ohio, six actionsin the EasternDistrict of Pennsylvania,five actionsin the
NorthernDistrictofCalifornia,two actionsin theSouthernDistrict ofOhio, andoneactioneachin the
EasternDistrict of California,NorthernDistrict of Georgia,EasternDistrict ofNew York, District of
PuertoRico andtheEasternDistrict of Wisconsin.I

Plaintiffs in theEasternDistrictofCaliforniaaction(Brownfield) opposethemotionasit relates
to their actionandarguefor exclusionof their action from any centralizedproceedings.Although
movingplaintiffs includedtheBrownfield actionon their motion, theyagreeto the exclusionof this
actionfrom anycentralizedproceedings.DefendantsBayerCorp.,BayerHealthCarePharmaceuticals
Inc., on its own behalfand as successorby mergerto Bayer PharmaceuticalsCorp.,2 and Bayer
HealthCareLLC (collectivelyBayer) supportcentralizationof all actions,including the Brownfield
action,in theNorthernDistrict of Ohio.

All other respondingplaintiffs support centralizationbut disagreeupon the appropriate
transfereedistrict. Theserespondingplaintiffs variously supportcentralizationin the District of

• JudgeHeyburntook no part in the decisionof this matter.

I The partieshavenotified the Panelof 60 relatedactionspendingin variousfederaldistricts.
Theseactionsandany otherrelatedactionsarepotentialtag-alongactions. See Rules7.4 and 7.5,
R.P.J.P.M.L.,199F.R.D. 425,435-36(2001).

2 BayerHealthCarePharmaceuticalsInc. wasformerlyknownasBerlex,Inc., which wasformerly
knownasBerlexLaboratories,Inc.
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Colorado,SouthernDistrict of Illinois, EasternDistrict of New York, NorthernDistrict of Ohio,
EasternDistrict of Pennsylvania,or theEasternDistrict of Texas.

On thebasisof thepapersfiled andhearingsessionheld,we find thatthese32 actionsinvolve
commonquestionsoffact, andthatcentralizationunderSection1407in theSouthernDistrictofIllinois
will servethe convenienceof thepartiesandwitnessesandpromotethejust andefficient conductof
this litigation. All actionssharefactualquestionsrelatingto atleastoneofthe drospirenone-containing
oral contraceptivesYaz andYasmin, which are manufacturedby Bayer. Plaintiffs in the products
liability actionschallengethesafetyofthoseoral contraceptivesandbringclaimsfor personalinjuries
or wrongful deathstemmingfrom useof the drugs. Plaintiffs in the Brownfield actionbring claims
arising from the advertisingof Yaz on behalfof a putativenationwideclassof purchasersof Yaz.
CentralizationunderSection1407will eliminateduplicativediscovery,preventinconsistentpretrial
rulings,andconservetheresourcesof theparties,their counseland thejudiciary.

Plaintiffs in theBrownfield actionarguethattheir actiondoesnot sharequestionsof fact with
the otheractionsandaccordinglyto excludeit from MDL No. 2100. For the following reasons,we
respectfullydisagreewith this argument. Plaintiffs in all actionsseekto hold Bayerresponsiblefor
harmallegedlyarisingoutof thepurchaseanduseoftheoralcontraceptivesYazand/orYasmin. Like
the plaintiffs in the Brownfield action, plaintiffs in severalproductsliability actions also allege
economicinjury andviolation of consumerprotectionstatutes.Similarly, complaintsin theproducts
liability actionsreferencethe televisionadvertisementsat issuein theBrownfield action. Moreover,
the Panel has frequently combinedactions involving claims relating to salesand marketing of
medicationswith actions involving personalinjury claims from use of the samepharmaceutical
products.3 TransferunderSection1407will offer thebenefitofplacingall actionsin thisdocketbefore
asinglejudgewho canstructurepretrialproceedingsto considerall parties'legitimatediscoveryneeds
while ensuringthatcommonpartiesandwitnessesarenotsubjectedto discoverydemandsthatduplicate
activity thatwill occuror hasalreadyoccurredin otheractions.

Distinctionsamongtheactionsmayleadto certainactionsorclaimsthereinbecomingreadyfor
remandin advanceof otherclaimsor actions,afterfurtherrefinementof the issuesandclosescrutiny
by the transfereejudge. But we are unwilling, on the basis of the recordbeforeus, to make a
determinationthat any claims warrant exclusion from Section 1407 proceedingsat the outset.
Wheneverthe transfereejudgedeemsremandof any claims or actionsappropriate,proceduresare
availableto accomplishthis with aminimumofdelay. See Rule7.6,R.P.J.P.M.L.,199F.R.D.at436-
38.

We arepersuadedthattheSouthernDistrict of Illinois is anappropriateforum for this docket.
Centralizationin this district,whererelatedactionsarealreadypending,permitsthePanelto effectthe
Section1407assignmentto anexperiencedtransfereejudgewhois notcurrentlypresidingoveranother

3 See, e.g., In re Vytorin/Zetia Marketing, Sales Practices and Products Liability Litigation, 543
F.Supp.2d1378 (J.P.M.L. 2008); In re Avandia Marketing, Sales Practices and Products Liability
Litigation., 528 F.Supp.2d1339(J.P.M.L.2007).
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multidistrict litigation docketandwho hasa case10adfavorableto acceptingthis assignment.This
districtalsoprovidesageographicallycentralforum for this nationwidelitigation in which actionsare
pendingin variousdistrictsacrossthe country.

IT IS THEREFOREORDERED that, pursuantto 28 U.S.C. § 1407, the actions listed on
ScheduleA are transferredto the SouthernDistrict of Illinois and, with the consentof that court,
assignedto the HonorableDavid R. Herndonfor coordinatedor consolidatedpretrialproceedingsin
thatdistrict.

PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION

RobertL. Miller, Jr.
Acting Chairman

JohnG. HeyburnII, Chairman·
DavidR. Hansen
FrankC. Damrell,Jr.

KathrynH. Vrati1
W. RoyalFurgeson,Jr.
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SCHEDULEA

EasternDistrict ofCalifornia

Nicho1eBrownfield, et aI. v. BayerCorp.,et aI., C.A. No. 2:09-444

NorthernDistrict of California

BridgetReneeTanner,et aI. v. BayerCorp.,et aI., C.A. No. 4:09-1558
StephanieD. Ivey v. BayerCorp.,et aI., C.A. No. 4:09-1904
DawnVossv. BayerCorp.,et aI., C.A. No. 4:09-1905
TameraJirbi v. BayerCorp.,et aI., C.A. No. 4:09-2416
BieancaWhite v. BayerCorp.,et aI., c.A. No. 4:09-2417

NorthernDistrict of Georgia

JamesParivechio,III, et aI. v. BayerCorp.,et aI., C.A. No. 3:09-81

EasternDistrict ofNew York

DebraCasaliv. BayerCorp.,et aI., c.A. No. 2:09-686

NorthernDistrict of Ohio

MarleneMeadowsv. BayerCorp.,et aI., c.A. No. 1:09-1574
AnneMarie Eakins,et aI. v. BayerCorp.,et aI., C.A. No. 1:09-1579
LaurenL. Murphyv. BayerCorp.,et aI., c.A. No. 1:09-1582
Marie ClaireKeultjesv. BayerCorp.,et aI., C.A. No.1:09-1659
CandaceL. Fries,etc. v. BayerCorp.,et aI., C.A. No. 3:09-1085
AngelaBeck,et aI. v. BayerCorp.,et aI., c.A. No. 3:09-1207
BridgetShafer,et aI. v. BayerCorp.,et aI., c.A. No. 3:09-1315
Gail Brinker, et ai. v. BayerCorp.,et aI., C.A. No. 3:09-1682
CarlaLeigh Brazzelv. BayerCorp.,et aI., c.A. No. 3:09-1684
KathyJohns,et ai. v. BayerCorp.,et aI., C.A. No. 3:09-1685
BrendaEllysonv. BayerCorp.,et aI., c.A. No. 3:09-1687
SarettaMain, et ai. v. BayerCorp.,et aI., C.A. No. 3:09-1688
PattiBradish,et ai. v. BayerCorp.,et aI., C.A. No. 3:09-1689
LaurenCathisv. BayerCorp.,et aI., c.A. No. 3:09-1690
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SouthernDistrict of Ohio

HeatherRiley v. BayerCorp.,et aI., CA. No.1:09-387
ValerieKozak, et ai. v. BayerCorp.,et aI., CA. No. 3:09-281

EasternDistrict of Pennsylvania

AlyssaS. Britten v. BayerPharmaceuticalsCorp.,et aI., C.A. No. 2:09-2086
Adine Gauthreaux,et ai. v. BayerCorp.,et aI., C.A. No. 2:09-2238
LaKollier R. Clevelandv. BayerCorp.,et aI., C.A. No. 2:09-2740
DanielleC. Hayat,et ai. v. BayerCorp.,et aI., C.A. No. 2:09-2753
DeborahKay Lane-Christian,et ai. v. BayerCorp.,et aI., C.A. No. 2:09-3114
Silvia F. Galvan,et ai. v. BayerCorp.,et aI., C.A. No. 5:09-2739

District of PuertoRico

Maria IsabelPuja1s-Torregrosav. Berlex, Inc., et aI., C.A. No. 3:07-1271

EasternDistrict ofWisconsin

Marie Beckerv. BayerCorp.,et aI., CA. No. 1:09-663
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