IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA

IN RE: DIET DRUGS : MDL DOCKET NO. 1203
(PHENTERMINE/FENFLURAMINE/

DEXFENFLURAMINE) PRODUCTS

LIABILITY LITIGATION

CINDY BROWN v. A.H. ROBBINS : CIVIL ACTION NO.: 98-20530
COMPANY, ET AL : U.8.D.C. for MONTANA

PRETRIAL ORDER NO. /0/5
REMAND ORDER

AND NOW, this :jizz7day of December, 1999, the purpose of
this Order is to suggest to the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict
Litigation (JPML) that the case of Cindy Brown v. A.H. Robbins,
et al, be remanded to the United States District Court of
Montana, from which it was transferred to this digtrict under 28
U.S.C. § 1407. All pre-trial proceedings have been completed as
respects pleadings, discovery and motions that the transferee
court determined could and should be considered in the transferee
court. The motiong that remain to be considered, when filed in
the transferor court, are those that are both cage and fact
specific as opposed to motions that would effect the issues that
apply to either substantial numbers of cages or all cases in the
MDL No. 1203.

The Court’s reference in this Ordex to discovery being



scompleted” should be understood to mean that discovery is
_econcluded e«w:pni *or the deposition of Curt Brown, which will be
taken in the - ..ad court, pursuant to the agreement of the
parties as set forth in the attached chart, which is marked as
Exhibit “A*, and supplementation of discovery responses as
contemplated by Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 26 (e). It is
the opinion of the transferee court that these remaining
discovery tasks can be completed within thirty (30) to sixty (60)
days from the date the civil action is docketed in the transferox
court following remand. Whether any additional discovery will be
permitted will, of course, be left for determination by the
transferor court.

Accordingly, this court suggests that the JPML remand the
above capticned case, to the United States District Court for the
District of Mentana, under Civil Action No.: 98-00054.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that:

1. any case specific motions related to this case, in this
transferee court, are hereby DENIED, WITHCUT PREJUDICE,
and may be reasserted in the appropriate transferoxr
district c¢ourt; and

2. Motiecn practice in regard to this case is hereby

STAYED, in this transferee court.

S0 ORDERED.

LOUIS C. BECHTLE, J.
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The parties agree to depose the plaintiff’s husband (Curt
Brown) in the remand court.




