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I. [FC®HIZ

T AU CRBBER B LIRS D AT
ZALE LTI TA T arynash
TWD, AL, B, 79 A -T2 v avic
DWW, EFRFEFRAHRAIKIE, STk, A%
El @ ECAFREENC X 0 AR S5 X5
W7o e Z L &M, FAUTKE L TR
JEFFES (multidistrict litigation) & W9 BIlD R
B GHRIR A T = K DS KB B RR A & 4L
HITDHLICmsTETCWD I EERNT D,

0. 95R-79>3v?
1 95X TF7O9a>vOEH

JTACT IV a NI AT (ICHEK
L, 1938 47 |2 £ |’ 45 3 72 #L 1 (Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure) 723filE St 7= & &
I 23 RICHE SN 7228, 1966 4RI HHI 23
SOWIEIC XV BERIE TR 72 S, [RIRHRIC
HEAT LW AMEE, THEFIE, KET7 A b
HB7p EOERE - BFIETOEE L RS
T, REEMICFIHESND Lot oTe, £
T ARE R m BT T - T P o
BB 52T L7z 1980 4EfRiCix, = oFA
EEELTZLDEWVWRT,

B AR IR 23 4R0% () TETET,

* RO G LATRSTAESMIFIEICIE, ARV A NS A OB 2 Bak (EFARBR) &%) 7,
1) EEES [7 AU W REFRE B3/ 3546 1 (5L3CH, 2016), &S [T AV Ipibos F 2 -
T U e R RORORAIER R B r — L B = — 3 4% 135 H (2008),
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RTCOITA T 7 a e Ladig
ROl ABEEHET S, 2L, Q) 7
F Z2ME B (class member) D %%t (nu-
merosity), (2) EREMEE - X HEMED 7
F ARk coItEtt (commonality), (3) 7
Z 2 f#E# (class representative) D &R D
HRIPE (typicality), (4) 7 7 ARFEHFB IO
it L3 7 7 ARROFIR & ARE S D E gk
(adequacy), ThH 5, TD LT (b)HDOWT
NWinos Z AT 7 v a SRS TS Z
EMRME LD, DO D, (b)A)A)HD,
TERIFRFA TIXEER DT JET 2RO D &
LA, (b)(1)B) o, {EBIFRTA TIEBEM
e LTI FEEDORIR AN LT LEND
RRWER b)QR)HEHD, 7T AR~
BN TH DRI TIE, 7 T AEH (class
definition) Z& £ 5 H & LRI KR - Fn
fif 55 o FF 5 ot B 12 #3195 mandatory
class 725, FRICKL, (b)@) WD, HE
I 2 SR 21, 7 7 AR B Iz
OVEAERE E 72 X F SRR 2 D7 T At
EWCEDHRE L v b e (predomi-
nance) RNH YV, NOMOFELIV LT T
A e T v a r DOFFMENNE (superiority)
DHDHZENREMLELTHALN, &5
T ZMERLBIZIEE N (notice) 7R &4, 7
TA T Ya ORRICHRISND Z Lo
HEENL (optout) T HHEENE 2 bRiTi
7R B0,

TR T I a7 7 AEER4L
FOHDLZTTROOLND O TR, &
HIHTREAEOTEIE & 7 7 AEFRE A (certi-
fication) L7222 o3, 727 7 A%
KEDWE ETRZ LI 20 T
DT %A EHFTOEKBBLEL 72D,

2 SR -FHLarOHRE

1990 R D &, VTR T 7 ay
x5 2 FEN D OHLHINE E D K 9 i
Do HLID, HERECHEIRMOBHDH T T
Z T arThoTh, mEEREERAE

DYV AT MHRfEEAbND TEE/] Fnfif
(“in terrorem” settlement) 73% % & OHLH,
H2lZ, VTR T varOfMRzL->T
77 ARERRBIZ b7 6 S A RSN M A 725
HDOTH DD T AN EFEE T
HoTWndZENHD LD, ThHD,

Z O XD eI L CiE, &9 2003 4
O ERFFIAM A 23 Kk ET, FHHFTO
BR - BRSNS, &5ARDUE?
bHRERTICH D,

FLEARERKESD2005FED 7 T A T
v a /A IETE (Class Action Fairness Act of
2005) (Z& Y, MEHFTE Y HXEICZ Z
R T U a  OIRKGRI TR 7o M 5 )
T D K EEME LIRS 5 (28 US.C.
§§1332 (A)(2), (6), 1453) & & b1z, WHE Y
TR T I ary Ty TAERENRNZ ST
H2 /D g a i3 25 BT HZEHER
7 # (consumer bill of rights) ] (28 U.S.C.
§81712-1715) 2NV iAE Tz,

BREREEHTY, —EOHRT, 77
AT varyDERBON—RLVEERDD X
N> T B,

Amchem Products, Inc. v. Windsor, 521 U.S.
591 (1997) 1%, 7 A~ A MEEIZET 5 (b)
@I/ F7A T varsT, JTATY
v 3 VEERIFIZB W TS & O TRIfRT 5
RBLLRSTWOIREI FA T 7 vay
(settlement class action) T& > T, HHI
5 EOFEEDFEMIND Z 21372, T
LA~ DRERREIC L > TT ARZ MZED
SNTRIAN R > T2 0 3 N EE N E -
7203 B2 DI EME B A 72 LTz
VY, FETRIE  RIGIE O EE M TRIfiEE D
OB T ORISR N D & 2 72 601 B ME TR 2 i
7L Wiy, b L7z,

Wal-Mart Stores, Inc. v. Dukes, 564 U.S. 338
2011) 1%, EEREKDO/NEF = — 2 TOREM
PR T, PR 160 540 Z Ak
BL+rMQ27IFTA-TI7arThhb
N, GQ) 7 TA TV varyTMESNEZ
TEMEEAER 72 &b, PRI B O

2) See Richard Marcus, Once More unto the Breach?: Further Reforms Considered for Rule 23, 99 (1) JUDICATURE

57 (2015).
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BB E I3 HEEMERH D LW H T T
METHHDOTIHRL, 77 ARKRTIFLE
g9 5 L@ D% 2 (common answer) %
AHBETEIICRDZLIZONT, REL
A= 7Ty TTHI LY D DT
HETRES NI RNET 5, KU
T, WERCHEDHW BB OBEHICE
RoN TS, EENR7 7 XA TOHE
PEITFRD B & Lz,

Comcast Corp. v. Behrend, 133 S.Ct. 1426
(2013) 1%, r—7 v - T L EOHESEITO
BPHENGFR LRSI N T A NEZ T
AT IvarThiN, RELLA—T 7
T v 7T BRIk EA T, RS RO M
FEVNERT AL RNT AN« A7 h « BT
NTHY T ABERNDOR b T A MEERIZ &
ZEEFEHEFECTE RV E LT, il
EWELRZNBOE LT,

3 MHEEKE

TR T IV a DR ON—FILEE
HDTWDLHOE LTIE, 1925 FH A 2
2% (Federal Arbitration Act of 1925 §2,9 U.S.C.
§2) 12D &K Lo E G A BRICFEE
% 1980 4R LA 00— 0D A [E i v #H
Frlfl s & 5, MEkgmE, AEMopgER
D72 BT, ERKREZ AL HEEER
¥, RN, 77T v A XK AW
L, FOE, ERINEEMOMEOHI
MREd HftE %8 1EZTH (anti-aggregation pro-
vision) NHlAAENTWLZ L H D, T
bbb T A Ty ARICEERE
BRHE OfERE £ LD T TR 527 Z
A3 (class arbitration) 9 ZHERR L, 1%f
1 OffFDOHNER SN D,

TV o TR ARTEIE, BAEP TR S
TNz & LThH, EBRITHFNAE CRVER
DEFIFEOEEZFI SIS WL, EEHE
SRR 70 & CRIZEMAL b FIRE O MR &N
FERFIFRZ AN TW L IEEITIE, BRI LW

ul

EWIERE LOBW, ZLT, fh#HiE,
BELRTHBRETHLLEEZEZ LN TND
B3, PRI O 7 & R IS FE DA
HI LD TH D, MPESEIEIC L > TP
Tt e EEEFAEE Loy, DEGEREF
I8N FF% (small claims option) L7290 9%
HLOHLH D LTV R, SR DEOFE
WOEGA, AR offiksEmy, AT
DEMCAAGDRNI LT, b T ULiFR
THMPETHIEREW RS TR EE L)
FAVANTAN
HIAPRE 2 oY, 2B - v— EFE
7T 7 A T 4 EORBUTEES < G E 1T
REEFEICELE LTS, L, &%
Elhem#CH T, AT&T Mobility LLC v. Con-
cepcion, 563 U.S. 333 (2011) T, He#ardEzhs
KTOMBEEIZONT, X¥ U T74—=7
I f5% i 4% ) T 3 JE B DAY (unconscionable)
THOVEYHLE LIZZLIZoNT, Z&EBIC
fhIRARIEIT KT L T oA H 402051 T H
LI, WEEEOIBLE BN L 9 AR
BB T DL Lz, ZDBIC, 75 A -7
a7 AMPEN VN itz b
726 L9252 & bERT 5,

American Express Co. v. Italian Colors Res-
taurant, 133 S.Ct. 2304 (2013) i%X, 7 L ¥ v
koo B — REFOFHEEIN K b7 A MEEK
Thd e LTH— FREERNF AR
T, X7 A NMEEKEFEIT 572D 0N
ZOBEMPMEBOME TITRAEDRVELE R
%4 (too costly to bring) T & % JHM o F{f
(negative value suit) TH->T, 7T A+ 7T
7 va Ry T AMERRD NN E, fE
BEET AL LT D HEEDEIE B
DO EERMEZ Ry, & EREE
B, FAUTHEA P IRIE PRGSO ER &
RHTWAHE LT,
INHOHEBIO & T, RESGEOER &
FELIET 2 FTREMED & D DX, I SHakG Iy
DFFHL - B OS5 E, EE EOMER O FREE
BT 25E, MERESBEICSEERD

3) See, e.g., American Arbitration Association, Supplementary Rules for Class Arbitrations (https://www.adr.org/
aaa/faces/rules/searchrules/rulesearchresult?x_rule_status=A&_afrLoop=2916668354103829& _afrWindowMode=0
&_afrWindowld=sytvy7nu0_239#%40%3F _afrWindowlId%3Dsytvy7nu0_239%26_afrLoop%3D2916668354103829%26x _
rule_status»3DA%26_afrWindowMode%3D0%26_adf.ctrl-state%3Dsytvy7nu0_279 (last visited Aug 19, 2016)).
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Y, ETITBIETH D EIE O M
ZIRINT D ORRNED H D56, LD,

4 SR T arvOBER

o —#HOBNIZE Y, e OpERO
AX%m@#T%é%@®,%<ﬁ<wiﬁ
AT TVDTDBERENRKE S 2O
ISR T Ivay, 2T HEE ST
AT IV a ryORRBICEBEREENE SR
LD, REL, VAT I ay
R FRE S B CHEWTIIC AV O LD T
BT, 7ob 2 ITHEFABLIENDIZA
WU LW E OFE#RZ BRI LN &
MERE L, Bef&MIZ FYE L7 X v k31
BEZH 2 58 OFEETERGRR D 7 F A -
T va vl HEDbLTIRES LT
L, NFBREMEMET 77X - T 7V
CORELLELTND Y,

. [LERERRLR
1 LERERLRORERE

75 A T 7y a HIFIORE S DI
DD DITHE L, KEUER S Gk CiEH
ZHED TV DERE A =X L08R R TR
Th D, LIHARE TR X 1968 il & @ 28
U.S.C. §1407 THE S - Ff ® T, £HD
HUFRH T BRI TSR S 7 HE o HFERE
EATDOHRDE, FEESLTAADT 7Y
(discovery) 72 & D 7 A 7 VA (pretrial)
FHtO -0 (transfer) T5HDTH

5o FLESTNTA TIEITRNZE T T
X, FRENOFRIAIIICOZ FREHIFTIZ M %
(remand) & T, fERMZR R T A 7 VETF
ﬁ&b?%?»ﬁﬁbhé:k’@ofw
%9, Lin LEBICE, 13 A LOFRIT
PEHEAMFT (transferee court) TH~ )
V¥ v ¥ Ak (summary judgment) <°FH
fift 7o EIZ ko THAET D,

Z LTT AN DS O TR & i
WELTORY B ST 1991 4D &
v, ZORBRIEFT FRE, SEENE
(transferee judge) D AIER) 72 FHsEHIZ &
v, KB RFH R4 2m g (global
settlement) 12 < FEE LTITHINDS &
’Vﬁof%fwé 7o & 2 ITEE R ORI

BT DRI D, IRPIHLDIA L R e
@xm BT B ERR Y, G LA KO
BACHET 2HR 10, ABEOKKKICEY
HHRB W R BB, FRPRBHRT
L7203, 200149 A 11 HORIKE 3T 1
FET, U= R RLA R B2
LCORE - MR - PNEREICHT -T2k
B oO®FRFEIZE T 55F70%, Air Transpor-
tation Safety and System Stabilization Act of
2001 §408(b) (49 U.S.C. §40101 note) (=
Za— - F— 7 FEEREA T BT %Eﬁ
ENGZ N, FEOELEDONIZ N TAT
JVETFERE S 7 S TR AR IZE
7 112)0

2015 = DOFEF T, AR5 H PR
FARFHED 341813 4 TH D 5 b, Rtk
JB R EA D AR B EUE 132,788 11 & 5 6D T
5B RAR R D SRR ERIES T A

4) See Robert H. Klonoff, The Decline of Class Actions, 90 WASH. U. L. REV. 729, 823-28 (2013); Thomas E. Willging
& Emery G. Lee III, From Class Actions to Multidistrict Consolidations: Aggregate Mass-Tort Litigation After Ortiz, 58

KANSAS L. REV. 775 (2010).

5) EAEEE [RRIBFRE AR E IR E T

155 B, 55 136 B (1986),

ZBIT 52 0B% - WL (1, 2+ 58) ) E# 10354 %

6) Lexecon Inc. v. Milberg Weiss Bershad Hynes & Lerach, 523 U.S. 26 (1998).
7) See Amchem Prods., Inc. v. Windsor, 521 U.S. 591, 599 (1997).
8) In re Vioxx Prods. Liab. Litig., 760 E.Supp.2d 640 (E.D.La. 2010); In e Zyprexa Prods. Liab. Litig., 424 FE.Supp.2d

488 (E.D.N.Y. 2006).

9) In re Guidant Corp. Implantable Defibrillators Prods. Liab. Litig. 2008 WL 682174 (D.Minn.).
10) In re Genetically Modified Rice Litig., 2010 WL 716190 (E.D.Mo.).
11) In re General Motors LLC Ignition Switch Litig., 26 F.Supp.3d 1390 (J.PM.L. 2014).
12) In re World Trade Ctr. Lower Manhattan Disaster Site Litig., 66 F.Supp.3d 477 (S.D.N.Y. 2015).
13) JAMES C. DUFF, JUDICIAL BUSINESS OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS, 2015 ANNUAL REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR,
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5IEBDY X« 70 avELTHOLRERRE
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BT L CHOWO D TR T, IRIBIRIE FFRRA M-
B (Lo EELEDEI LTI
LU0 & LT, BaEMELIFFRN 25.6
W=t b KKNTANMNEREMFERN 234 3—
By hE, 2B TEEEL 2 A TVS Y
2, BEMETFRA LA R R 157
UNQTQE T oy AW (N o e A IS T AVl
W, INEAREFR AR DR E LT
IEELEY BAERRAA TS T 90 X —t v b UL L
BTG 1),

2 |CIEFREREADBEFR

IR BEFEA DB E M T L O Em T &
T DD, HRENFEHE (Chief Jus-
tice of the United States) 7% 7 4F{LH T
8449 5 7 4 OBITYERFCHE - TG
B TR S 2 IR B RREA WliE B
(Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation, %
B JPML 72\ L MDL Panel) T % 10, i
BARBFRAFTNEEBSIIY FE ORI EIT
Wb CRIEDOFR AT 5, BEOTML, &
WOFERME (common questions of fact) 73
bV, BT HZEENYEFL LOGEAOMHE
‘H. (convenience of parties and witnesses) T
FFARDANIETEhERAY 72 E (just and efficient
conduct of the actions) ([Z&E T DA & -
TW5,

AOFIBEE W BRI, 7 TR -7
7 voa oA R FEFF R 23 5 (2)@Q)
DOIE DL B F 72 T FFEMBE & kb LT
WA E2ICb R A2 52, Lkiko Wal-Mart
R & T O RE Fem BT RIR & 138 e
D, ERIE 7 RHEBES H 5 & Hil N ED
BipplnolcZ EnboTH, ST EBE

DT E1x7e B,

BEOFERICEEL TXE T U & 7 A B
N, JRBARIEFFL & L COBEOFTFR A W
SINB, ZREHNIPTS L O 68 E sk
RIBFRTNEREBSVNIRET 20, IRBIRE
FRA L LTE & O LD RN EE IETIC
T TIRE L TWD 2 EIIAEATIEZRW
L, ZEEHE PO HE Th 5
Z L MAEEN TRV, KREBRFnSE
INTED DR RN IR E  SRERSPRE ) D &
HEHEICBHET 5 L bEREND 1D,

JIRIERRTA E LTE LD b RICE
OMFRH T FFI PN FEL S 7 BE T 5 AFan
[ZOWTUE, BREOMTAR S, FER
RN CONRITNTEOE EBE S, i
BN THEe 7 U o7 03B TRl
N FEND L) tagalong FHiN VB
%518, FmEBRHFT~OB%DOFH LS
W&~ 572012, SLBHIFT COFFRIEE IR
I 25 ANHETEHE (personal jurisdiction) 35 X
OB (venue) O BEH RSB HHEL C
ZRECHIIT ~O IR (direct filing) 212
T EbiThbns 19,

REFHFIFTTOD 54 7ILETF

5

(1) EHHEDOIER
ZREHPTTIThND T A T IVET TR
W, SZEREHIATO b7 A TOVRT TR R TU
k&, LEER>T, T4ABT 7 V7ED
TATNEFOZRIR LT, Y=l « Dy
A NSRRI & o Tl 2 DFFES B RS S
LFmLEEND, T TA T IV a v
DAL ZERHFT TR LD 50, Bk Xk

thls. C & S-20 (2016) (http://www.uscourts.gov/statistics-reports/judicial-business-2015 (last visited Aug 19, 2016)).

14) UNITED STATES JUDICIAL PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION, CALENDAR YEAR STATISTICS 2015 (2016) (http://
www.jpml.uscourts.gov/statistics-info (last visited Aug 19, 2016)).

15) Samuel Issacharoff, Snapshot of MDL Caseload Statistics (Oct. 8, 2015) (unpublished manuscript) (https://law.
duke.edu/judicialstudies/conferences/october2015/materials/ (last visited Aug 19, 2016)).

16) See John G. Heyburn II, A View from the Panel: Part of the Solution, 82 TUL. L. REV. 2225, 2227 (2008).

17) See John G. Heyburn II & Francis E. McGovern, Evaluating and Improving the MDL Process, 38 (4) LITIG. 26

(2012).

18) Rules of Procedure of the United States Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation 7.1 & 7.2.
19) See Andrew D. Bradt, The Shortest Distance: Direct Filing and Choice of Law in Multidistrict Litigation, 88

NOTRE DAME L. REV. 759 (2012).
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NS, VIR T I arvDkiRztbET
Hp<, FHWZI TA T 7> a s LRk
ICERMRAEE B LcdvniiE s Liz bk
REND,

WEN YT ORI E 7 7 AREHENE L
O CHW E DT T A T 7 aridih
Y, JRIAR R RR A 1L FEBR I A T BT
P SRR ZREHHTNICE LB LD
LOTHDHID, fllx OFENFROHEIED
MHEELRSTNT, ZTNENOF )
EENTWD, ZO= )RR BRI DZ 1%
AT TH, ZLOREBLIVOELL 0L
Do T, Mg Z ST AL D D)

HfE 2 DIFEERE & 72 %,
2 FELOZESR

Lo, F&FEo b TA TIVHETTRICE
B8 2 DA S D 2 LITRhRME
WK T 570, Rt REL THR IR
ZES (EEZEZEB2 (steering committee),
HA&Z B4 (liaison committee) 72 &) 23
S, ZEFHFTCOT 4 AH Ty URH
R 7e LA T 5 L0 ) FIESHWLR
%, ZESITMbLWRELL, ZhEth
DIKFHE CTHLIREEZRIB LT H DD,
TEENLOHREEZI, BEAEBZIHS
Z b ORENE VD OTERRARE 2P A R
TATHINGG LR D,

3 #HENEHE

FRZERAE S, T4 AT 7 UORR
B OEBRNZERL, SHIFZENLD
TRl A B 53 2 72012, F oI
172 ¥ % (magistrate judge) <°HFT: D 1 BY
#H)'E (special master) Z WA Z ERH 5,
& ATHBECHI B 1Tl IR L g L e
ML AR B R RICERET 2D & LT
n— e R7 —VEER, it TEHERE
MMEMESN, 7y hU—7 LMY FEEHO
7B %325 OIS, 7272 LHIBhE S
OWIIE Y HEH DA L 7B 20,

4) EfITEZATIL

IR B AR s & ST 2 D FRFA O H )
5, testcase ZHfFiEA T, UL DOT 1

AB Ty VEKRITLIEETCNIA T VEITHS
TR 5B 3T 2 15 % bellwether trial &\ 9 F
ERAWSNS 2D, Z OREEIR LY R
ROYEEBTHRR I NS D0, HOFRRD
YEHEERNZOWTE, 60 UOYSFE NI A
TIVOFEFITHE D &0 ) A ER L SR VER
DI AT, Lo L Z DRSS o
FROFERD TR TERD LR2DHDT,
AR T NEDPEIFEIND,

b o & b REHFTIIR R ST E R
IZONWTD N T A TIOAOMERIT <, Wik
WL C N IA TANRRIND HD
EINTWADT, BT T4 T ITHONT
b, b e b EZBEENITICIRE SRR,
FIAIMGTEFENZ LT TCO NTAT
JNCEEZ LTZRRICIR-> TR L) b, Bk
ENTZFRRIT DV Tl AN BT s T #eH T
MOEEDLLRNI Lo TnDH T, EEE
AT R I A TV E R L D DAFADBIREMN
ZOXIICRESND Z L, #AMNEC
Lo THEFRMB R Y 5 D86 O2EVFIfiED
FlMND L LTOMELIREL TLEWVNA
AAN

(5) FofRz=E

7T AREEN Y T ARKRORNE & NET
HHLDEENDT T AT varDia,
7T AREH LS L OB OFIfiEN 7 T A
REOHIEEZ B2 bRVE 91T, BT X
DN OFEA (settlement fairness re-
view) T D, filx OFBOELSTH
D IRAR B IR OW G, Ffig % 3 2 0 0nE
WK, B CEELE-FELOT T 74 A
ATl x OB EHEOHWTE 0D, Ll
ZEFHHEOEEDOL L CRELOEZESN
s EELD DT RMRRIL, ol ES
L ENZhhb B E 2 O XY Fi 3 O FnfiEH i
WL B2 KDE 270, Tihbb KB
HTCREBOFENFfiEE LG, Dk
Lo FEMTTH D LT <
72D EC, HIRTRIfEL D AR R A
BN RLREEDLNERHY 5 5,
DI DT, T CELFIRERBFEDIF & A

20) See Tobias Barrington Wolff, Managerial Judging and Substantive Law, 90 WASH. U. L. REv. 1027, 1056-57 (2013).
21) See Eldon E. Fallon et al., Bellwether Trials in Multidistrict Litigation, 82 TUL. L. REV. 2323 (2008).
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7 AV HDORBERENSE THER]

5IEBMDY X« 703y E LT HOLRERERER

EEREVRT LS TSI 2o TRk
BRI AT, MR A TS &2
A, WO S 27 655,
JEIBAR B AR RS CRe e B B D A A R g &
BTG, FRIFGUSNSORIERFRE ~O
SLEREh R (externality) % B JE Lo, HHE
IR OFERREIC L > TRIETZIT AN
ATRE e TR R 2 fen X<, T IREE 7
HLRAS LSO T 6Nz
FEONEOEELT L ENb DD,
FREIX, 7T AT var g,
HHEPNFRZZ KRB L 2ol LTH,
BEXMTOGENOITLZ L FHM o
FRIIRESET 213 TH 503, FHHE KGR
L7pino ZFIfRZR1E, A SRS T
OB DELT, £ OYFEFICL-TRIT
ANBND Z EFECE R, LIaAo T
TIKRBE IR o 2B AITIE, #HHEOERT 5
RE S A& T 3 2 B AU X o Tl 2 fnfig
BRI FLOONDEZ IR ED% 278
W,
IRARBFFERDOFIRZE T, 725 ~_<£<
DRENFREEZ T ANSELTODOT Y
=vI7hHWbEND, #ENSTDHE, WY
F & OIS & EBRTZ T AN B RS
72 TSR FH G o2 Rk (global
peace) IZIFEE WL D LR D DT, 90 /38—
U Rl Vol —EEIA L RO RSN
AT & ZIZDOBPEDFRZ IR S
% &9 % threshold RN AN HND Z & 1T
2\, BEEOFEEZREL T DR
Ler— - 77y —AhZxtL, REETHYEET
ROV TFfEZZ T AN F#HEHRL,
FOfif % 2 T AR DY FFIC OV I E
T 5 LE2ROPFENPADLZLE LD
L, ZOFEIL, LN LE— - T 7 —
LDOFFRFHED S B, D H OHVEFRICD
WCIEFEORIZE AR T 201 E S, BH
HDO®HHHFDIOW IR AR L TEY

BRI A2 BT, &V DRI 2L S ELE
THEMTIED 503, (KIEE OFIE % K KR
T L RGO H L F#ELOMEE LORIEN
b5,

JEIAR B R A X R H T BRI T AR R T D
FlzE L O LD TH DD, MEHFTIC
{RIR T A FFAACER AT S VTV 720z
DT FE TIEFE AT A OMERIZ A2,
U UM EZHIFTICAR IR L T D R on T
W, BT O M FHEOMEHE & O
HNOHBET, T4 AHT 7 ) OR%F%EAEAF
ATEDLIICLIEY, FfREEMBHFTE
oY EEMTLZITANLNL LD L LT
DVFTHZERHY S5, Fo, FRERIE, FF
INRIEEOFEHTHLHR A (optin) TE D L
SITTHIEbbHY 5D,

6) HixE

T AT v aryThuE, 7T AR
T OHEBRLFHE ROV TIE, RKRAIRE
7 T AT ELD WEAE A 7o\ LT D —
Z3:25#% (common fund) & L THFpT 5%
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23) See Edward E. Sherman, The MDL Model for Resolving Complex Litigation If a Class Action Is Not Possible, 82

TuL. L. REV. 2205, 2215-16 (2008).

24) See In re Vioxx Prods. Liab. Litig., 760 FSupp.2d 640, 645 (E.D.La. 2010); In re Zyprexa Prods. Liab. Litig., 424
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27) See In re Zyprexa Prods. Liab. Litig., 424 FESupp.2d 488 (E.D.N.Y. 2006).

28) See Heyburn, supra note 16, at 2233-35.

29) Martin H. Redish & Julie M. Karaba, One Size Doesn’t Fit All: Multidistrict Litigation, Due Process, and the

Dangers of Procedural Collectivism, 95 B.U. L. REv. 109 (2015). +
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31) See Elizabeth Chamblee Burch, Judging Multidistrict Litigation, 90 N.Y.U. L. REV. 71 (2015).

32) See Marcus, supra note 30, at 2284-85.
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33) See Burch, supra note 31, at 95.

34) In re Zyprexa Prods. Liab. Litig., 424 F.Supp.2d 488, 491 (E.D.N.Y. 2006).
35) See In re Vioxx Prods. Liab. Litig., 760 F.Supp.2d 640, 645 (E.D.La. 2010).

36) See id. at 647-49.

37) See In re Zyprexa Prods. Liab. Litig., 424 F.Supp.2d 488, 491-93 (E.D.N.Y. 2006); Burch, supra note 31, at 109-15.



Vol.11 2016.11 RRAFERNAFERO—LE1—

TEDLZENEEREFTTHD, LinLr T
AFER BTN L 2N ELTChH, 7T AT
7 g VCHIBAIZE 595 b O TIE R
W, 77 ANELERLEDRHE LN Y 2R
ST HZLDRNE D, BHFTO%A -
ERMERAEM SN D, EloghHicloT
b, EEFIEDO - ODEAN KT 5 &
WORERH Db DD, b &b &ERIKITIE
RE SN 2T T OFRIME SHTH
FTH LT, RRREHEY A7 2H9
Lz R, B HES bRffES &7
D955,

FHUCKF UIRBAR B AR AT, BLEICAHD
I BT %Eéﬂtﬁﬂ%ikbf
WG HHDTH D, JEE L TEBIFFR
&Lf%tfétfwﬁﬁﬂ&é;kp

o S & LI, BHRICHRE SN RED

ﬂ% FEMBRAA | ﬁ%ﬁ%#éf%h,%%

FEIE LEIT 2 & B CThi, (15O THAL
LRI 6720, BRI LTh, 7272
LAY 7 1SR 1 RS o RN ET L &
LT & OFFiaEH->TWTIE, AL Eh
5H DT,

IEEAR BRI TR e T, £ FEo7z
FUART 7 VRED ST A T IVEI TRt 24T
w,ﬁ%&@@@%%ﬁﬁ%:%<ﬁf@f
Z T 4 A%, BIZREOFDE ZRAIIC
ﬁ?é&wﬁﬁ&f&<,wi_&ofh
KR EN S TE LR ZIE L
<, BAITHEDTR LWL D e fufif 3¢
XLH0THNE, ZITANDLZENTE DM,
L, FEMIZE->TH, BEED
SREY XSO, AIEREEA =X
Aﬁﬁ%’ DRI SNLHDOTHIUE, BT

REME B EIZE L 7o BRIRRRA I O BLAEANE &
%«Tﬁﬂﬁ%bh&w

T AR NFRDO X ST, FIEE TOER
RN EHTH - T, ﬁi@ AG A 72 37
MOINBIRNE D RGAIZE, ED L DI
SKORHO T ET D0V I REES IS D
HOD, &b BIVREIRBIFLROBALD T Z
7T 4 AlX, KBRS GO RA R %
ToTWDbDLEFII ST D, 15EE
HIBFIZRE RMERRN G- 2 AL, Oz
WTEFREAEDIZEA TR EWTRE

221

b, FHDIS U7k TR 2 FHoE E 2
WMEEEW ) T & T, IEACHUT R AR
TBEICHEY 20T 0 bAFERE LS
Abhd, EOMEE LT, EBOERL
EHIT, JRER IR R FliEER B a5 ik B
BOBRIDEWNCEEL T, BHECR#ELSE
B2 OWNERT O SR 72 T & B 2 7 i G
DL L BAVEDOTELR D HE L DL D LENH
LINTHS D,

(bEh-EHbE)



