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e TRANSFER ORDER

u,g This litigation currently consists of one action pending in the Central District of California and

=3k five actions pending in the Northern District of California. Plaintiffin one of the actions pending in the

%E Northern District of California moves the Panel, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1407, for an order centralizing

this litigation in that district." All responding parties support centralization, and the majority concur
in movant’s suggestion of the Northern District of California as transferee forum. Plaintiffs in two
potential tag-along actions pending, respectively, in the Eastern District of Tennessee and the District
of Idaho, however, support centralization in the Eastern District of Tennessee or, alternatively, in the
District of Idaho. Plaintiff in a potential tag-along action pending in the District of South Carolina
supports centralization in that district.

On the basis of the papers filed and hearing session held, the Panel finds that these six actions
involve common questions of fact, and that centralization under Section 1407 in the Northern District
of California will serve the convenience of the parties and witnesses and promote the just and efficient
conduct of the litigation. All these actions involve common factual allegations concerning defendants’
alleged conspiracy to fix the price of Static Random Access Memory, which is often referred to as
“SRAM.” Centralization under Section 1407 is necessary in order to eliminate duplicative discovery,

" Judges Hodges, Jensen and Motz took no part in the disposition of this matter.

' The Panel has been notified of over 50 additional related actions pending in multiple districts. These
actions and any other related actions will be treated as potential tag-along actions. See Rules 7.4 and 7.5,
R.P.JPML, 199 F.R.D. 425, 435-36 (2001).
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prevent inconsistent pretrial rulings, and conserve the resources of the parties, their counsel and the
Judiciary.

We conclude that the Northern District of California is an appropriate transferee forum in this
docket because 1) over twenty of the actions of which the Panel has been notified have been brought in
that district (and no other district has more than three actions); it is favored (or not opposed) by most
plaintiffs and all responding defendants; and iii) many of the defendants have a presence in northern
California.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1407, the one action pending
outside the Northern District of California is transferred to the Northern District of California and, with
the consent of that court, assigned to the Honorable Claudia Wilken for coordinated or consolidated
pretrial proceedings with the actions pending in that district.

FOR THE PANEL:
Robert L. Miller, Jr.
Acting Chairman




