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This matter is before the Court on Plaintiffs’ unopposed motions for
leave to amend their complaints to add Bayer Schering Pharma AG as a named

defendant. Upon consideration of Plaintiffs’ motions the Court finds as follows:

Plaintiffs’ motions for leave to amend for the purpose of adding Bayer
Schering Pharma AG as a named defendant are GRANTED. Further, as
requested, the Court will allow Plaintiffs 14 days from the granting of this motion
to amend their complaints in accordance with the method set forth in Case

Management Order # 17.

SO ORDERED:

/s/ DavidRHervdon

Chief Judge
United States District Court DATE: August 27, 2010
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