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Pursuant to Pretrial Order No. 31 and this Court’s Orders [DE 2512, 2513, 2515, 2532,
2716 and 2720], Plaintiffs file this Consolidated Amended Consumer Economic Loss Class Action
Complaint on behalf of themselves and all others similarly situated against the defendants named
herein (collectively, “Defendants’), and seek damages and equitable relief to remedy the economic
losses resulting from Defendants’ design, manufacture, marketing, packaging, labeling, handling,
distribution, storage, and/or sale of over-the-counter (“OTC”) and prescription ranitidine-
containing medications, including those sold under the brand-name Zantac (collectively,
“Ranitidine-Containing Products”). Plaintiffs’ allegations are based upon personal knowledge as
to Plaintiffs’ own conduct, investigation of counsel based on publicly-available information, and
the limited discovery conducted to date.

Il INTRODUCTION

Zantac is the branded name for ranitidine, a drug that was touted and sold for nearly four
decades as a safe and effective heartburn and indigestion drug. Zantac and other Ranitidine-
Containing Products were among the most popular heartburn drugs purchased by U.S. consumers.
Indeed, Zantac was the first-ever “blockbuster” drug to reach $1 billion in sales.

This unprecedented sales volume, and the additional billions of dollars generated through
sales of Zantac and other Ranitidine-Containing Products for nearly 40 years, were made possible
because of a deceptive and unlawful scheme by Defendants to defraud consumers regarding the
purported safety of Zantac and other Ranitidine-Containing Products, and by concealing from
consumers the known dangers and risks associated with use of this drug.

But, recent scientific studies confirmed what Defendants knew or should have known all
along: ranitidine transforms over time and under natural conditions into high levels of N-

Nitrosodimethylamine (“NDMA?”), a carcinogen that is potent and dangerous. The U.S. Food &
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Drug Administration (“FDA”) recognizes NDMA as “a probable human carcinogen™ and the
World Health Organization (“WHO”) has described it as “clearly carcinogenic.”? Its only use is
to induce cancerous tumors in animals in laboratory research and experiments; it has no medicinal
purpose.

In 2019, an analytical pharmacy ran tests on Zantac and discovered the link between
ranitidine and NDMA and that ranitidine itself is unstable and can break down into NDMA,
particularly in the environment of the stomach. On September 13, 2019, the analytical pharmacy
filed a citizen petition asking the FDA to recall all products that contain ranitidine. In early
October 2019, the FDA ordered testing on Zantac and other Ranitidine-Containing Products and
specified the protocols for such testing. Within days of the FDA’s announcement, certain
Defendants recalled Zantac and Ranitidine-Containing Products in the United States and
internationally. On November 1, 2019, the FDA announced that its recent testing showed
“unacceptable levels” of NDMA in Zantac and other Ranitidine-Containing Products, and
requested that all manufacturers recall Zantac and other Ranitidine-Containing Products.
Ultimately, on April 1, 2020, the FDA called for a withdrawal of Zantac and all other Ranitidine-
Containing Products in the United States, citing unacceptable levels of NDMA in those drugs.

Over the nearly 40 years that Zantac and other Ranitidine-Containing Products were
marketed and touted as safe and effective, Defendants uniformly deceived millions of U.S.

consumers into purchasing a defective, misbranded, adulterated, and harmful drug. Defendants

1 U.S. Food & Drug Admin., FDA Requests Removal of All Ranitidine Products (Zantac) from
the Market (Apr. 01, 2020), https://www.fda.gov/news-events/press-announcements/fda-requests-
removal-all-ranitidine-products-zantac-market.

2 R.G. Liteplo et al., Concise International Chemical Assessment Document 38: N-
Nitrosodimethylamine, at 4, World Health Organization (2002), https://www.who.int/ipcs/
publications/cicad/en/cicad38.pdf.
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engaged in a national, pervasive, and decades-long campaign to conceal the inherent dangers and
risks associated with ranitidine use and to mislead consumers into believing that Zantac and other
Ranitidine-Containing Products were safe for human consumption. Through product labels and
packaging; print, television, radio, and online advertising; Internet websites; and social media,
Defendants uniformly represented that Zantac and other Ranitidine-Containing Products were
safe, e.g., so safe that they could be used frequently, for chronic conditions, and for fast relief with
nitrite- and nitrate-rich foods (i.e. foods that induce heartburn).

These representations were false, deceptive, and misleading when made, and they omitted
material facts known to Defendants regarding the true risks of Zantac and other Ranitidine-
Containing Products. Defendants knew or should have known that ranitidine is an unstable
molecule that breaks down under normal conditions into dangerous NDMA, and that this
breakdown process is made worse when Zantac and/or other Ranitidine-Containing Products are
used in the manner directed or when exposed to routine heat or humidity.

These material facts were known to, or should have been known by, each Defendant, which
was duty-bound to investigate the potential dangers and risks associated with Zantac and other
Ranitidine-Containing Products to ensure that its drug was safe for human consumption.

Despite Defendants’ knowledge of, or duty to know, these material facts, Defendants did
not disclose that Zantac and other Ranitidine-Containing Products were unsafe; that the ranitidine
molecule breaks down into carcinogenic NDMA at levels that exceed the maximum daily limit;
that Zantac and other Ranitidine-Containing Products should not be used for long-term periods; or
that Zantac and other Ranitidine-Containing Products should not be consumed with nitrite- and

nitrate-rich foods.
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As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ actions and omissions, Plaintiffs and the
Classes suffered economic losses through their purchase of a drug that was unsafe at the point of
sale. Hence, Plaintiffs and the Classes suffered economic losses.

Defendants violated Federal and/or State laws and common law by designing,
manufacturing, distributing, packaging, labeling, marketing, and/or selling Zantac and other
Ranitidine-Containing Products without adequate testing or labels and warnings; by failing to
ensure the proper conditions for the manufacture, transportation, handling, and storage of Zantac
and other Ranitidine-Containing Products; and by misrepresenting and/or not disclosing material
facts regarding the safety of Zantac and other Ranitidine-Containing Products and the dangers and
risks associated with their intended use. Plaintiffs and the Classes seek redress to compensate for
their economic losses and to deter the type of misconduct that caused the economic losses they
sustained.

This Consolidated Amended Consumer Economic Loss Class Action Complaint is drafted
and organized based on the Court’s recent Orders. Plaintiffs, on behalf of the RICO Class, first
assert claims against the Brand Manufacturers of OTC Zantac for violations of the Racketeer
Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act (“RICO”), 18 U.S.C. §1962(c)-(d). Plaintiffs, on behalf
of their respective State Classes, then assert separate state law claims against each Defendant,
under the laws of the state in which each Plaintiff resided at the time of purchase, for violations of
state consumer protection laws, breach of implied warranties, and unjust enrichment. Plaintiffs’
state law claims are organized by Defendant group, then by Defendant, and finally by the state in
which each Plaintiff purchased the applicable Zantac and/or other Ranitidine-Containing Products,

as follows:
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@ Brand  Prescription Manufacturer GSK for: (i) intentionally
misrepresenting, omitting, concealing, and failing to disclose material facts on the labels for
prescription Zantac including that it was inherently defective, unreasonably dangerous, not fit to
be used for its intended purpose, contained elevated levels of NDMA that rendered it unsafe and
unfit for human consumption, and/or caused cancer; and (ii) printing expiration dates on its labels
that exceeded the time period during which the product remained stable and, thus, resulting in
higher, undisclosed, and unsafe levels of NDMA as time passed;

(b) Brand OTC Manufacturers GSK, Pfizer, Bl, and Sanofi for knowingly and
intentionally misrepresenting, omitting, concealing, and failing to disclose material facts on the
labels for OTC Zantac including by: (i) omitting that it was inherently defective, unreasonably
dangerous, not fit to be used for its intended purpose, contained elevated levels of NDMA that
rendered it unsafe and unfit for human consumption, and/or caused cancer; (ii) printing expiration
dates on its labels that exceeded the time period during which the product remained stable and,
thus, resulting in higher, undisclosed, and unsafe levels of NDMA as time passed; and (iii)
packaging quantities of tablets in bottles greater than could be used completely and stored properly
by the expiration date, particularly when the expiration date on the label was extended beyond a
safe and appropriate date;

(© Generic Prescription Manufacturers Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark,
Sandoz, Strides, and Teva for printing expiration dates on the labels for their generic prescription
Ranitidine-Containing Products that exceeded the time period during which the products remained
stable and, thus, resulting in higher, undisclosed, and unsafe levels of NDMA as time passed;

(d) Store Brand Defendants CVS, Rite-Aid, Walgreens, and Walmart for,

directly or through their agents, knowingly and intentionally misrepresenting, omitting,
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concealing, and failing to disclose material facts on the labels for their store-brand OTC
Ranitidine-Containing Products, including by: (i) packaging quantities of tablets in bottles greater
than could be used completely and stored properly by the expiration date, particularly when the
expiration date on the label was extended beyond a safe and appropriate date; and (ii) printing
expiration dates on its labels that exceeded the time period during which the products remained
stable and, thus, resulting in higher, undisclosed, and unsafe levels of NDMA as time passed; and

(e Store Brand Manufacturers Apotex, Dr. Reddy’s, Perrigo, and Strides for
knowingly and intentionally misrepresenting, omitting, concealing, and failing to disclose material
facts on the labels for the store-brand OTC Ranitidine-Containing Products, including by: (i)
packaging quantities of tablets in bottles greater than could be used completely and stored properly
by the expiration date, particularly when the expiration date on the label was extended beyond a
safe and appropriate date; and (ii) printing expiration dates on its labels that exceeded the time
period during which the products remained stable and, thus, resulting in higher, undisclosed, and
unsafe levels of NDMA as time passed.

1. PARTIES
A. Defendants

1. Defendants are entities that designed, manufactured, marketed, distributed, labeled,

packaged, handled, stored, and/or sold Zantac or generic Ranitidine-Containing Products.
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1. Brand Manufacturer Defendants (Prescription and OTC)
Boehringer Ingelheim (BI)3

2. Defendant Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc. is a Delaware corporation
with its principal place of business located at 900 Ridgebury Road, Ridgefield, Connecticut 06877.
Defendant Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc. is a citizen of Delaware and Connecticut.

3. Defendant Boehringer Ingelheim Corporation is a Nevada corporation with its
principal place of business located at 900 Ridgebury Road, Ridgefield, Connecticut 06877.
Defendant Boehringer Ingelheim Corporation is a citizen of Nevada and Connecticut.

4. Defendant Boehringer Ingelheim USA Corporation is a Delaware corporation with
its principal place of business located at 900 Ridgebury Road, Ridgefield, Connecticut 06877.
Defendant Boehringer Ingelheim USA Corporation is a citizen of Delaware and Connecticut.

5. Defendant Boehringer Ingelheim International GmbH is a limited liability
company formed and existing under the laws of Germany, having a principal place of business at
Binger Strasse 173, 55216 Ingelheim AM Rhein, Rheinland-Phalz, Germany. Defendant
Boehringer Ingelheim International GmbH is a citizen of Germany.

6. Defendant Boehringer Ingelheim Promeco, S.A. de C.V. is a foreign corporation
organized and existing under the laws of Mexico with its principal place of business located at
Maiz No. 49, Barrio Xaltocan, Xochimilco, Ciudad de Mexico, 16090 Mexico. Defendant
Boehringer Ingelheim Promeco, S.A. de C.V. is a citizen of Mexico.

7. Defendant Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc. is a direct or indirect

subsidiary of Defendants Boehringer Ingelheim Corporation and Boehringer Ingelheim USA

3 Defendant Boehringer Ingelheim also manufactured generic ranitidine under ANDA 074662,
as well as through its former subsidiary Ben Venue Laboratories Inc. d/b/a Bedford Laboratories
(ANDA 074764). Ben Venue Laboratories Inc. is no longer in operation.

-7-
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Corporation, which are themselves wholly owned, directly or indirectly, by Defendant Boehringer
Ingelheim International GmbH.* Collectively, all of these entities and Defendant Boehringer
Ingelheim Promeco, S.A. de C.V. shall be referred to as “Boehringer Ingelheim” or “BI.”

8. Defendant BI is a manufacturer, distributor, and seller of brand OTC Zantac.

GlaxoSmithKline (GSK)

9. Defendant GlaxoSmithKline LLC is a Delaware limited liability company with its
principal place of business located at Five Crescent Drive, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19112.
Defendant GlaxoSmithKline LLC’s sole member is Defendant GlaxoSmithKline (America) Inc.,
a Delaware corporation with its principal place of business in that state. Defendant
GlaxoSmithKline LLC is a citizen of Delaware.

10.  Defendant GlaxoSmithKline (America) Inc. is a Delaware corporation with its
principal place of business located at 1105 North Market Street, Suite 622, Wilmington, Delaware
19801. Defendant GlaxoSmithKline (America) Inc. is a citizen of Delaware.

11. Defendant GlaxoSmithKline plc is a public limited company formed and existing
under the laws of the United Kingdom, having a principal place of business at 980 Great West
Road, Brentford Middlesex XO, TW8 9GS, United Kingdom. Defendant GlaxoSmithKline plc is

a citizen of the United Kingdom.

4 Pursuant to the Joint Stipulation Relating to Boehringer Ingelheim Defendants [DE 1478],
Defendants Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc. stipulated that Defendants Boehringer
Ingelheim International GmbH and Boehringer Ingelheim Promeco, S.A. de C.V. are affiliated
companies, and that Defendant Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc. is the proper party for
purposes of all claims asserted against Defendants Boehringer Ingelheim International GmbH and
Boehringer Ingelheim Promeco, S.A. de C.V. in this litigation.
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12. Defendants GlaxoSmithKline LLC and GlaxoSmithKline (America) Inc. are
subsidiaries of Defendant GlaxoSmithKline plc.> Collectively, all of these entities shall be referred
to as “GSK.”

13. Defendant GSK is a manufacturer, distributor, and seller of brand prescription and
OTC Zantac.

Pfizer

14.  Defendant Pfizer Inc. (“Pfizer”) is a Delaware corporation with its principal place
of business located at 235 East 42nd Street, New York, New York 10017. Defendant Pfizer is a
citizen of Delaware and New York.

15. Defendant Pfizer is a manufacturer, distributor, and seller of brand OTC Zantac.

Sanofi

16. Defendant Sanofi-Aventis U.S. LLC is a Delaware limited liability company with
its principal place of business located at 55 Corporate Drive, Bridgewater, New Jersey 08807.
Defendant Sanofi-Aventis U.S. LLC’s sole member is Defendant Sanofi U.S. Services, Inc., a
Delaware corporation with its principal place of business in New Jersey. Defendant Sanofi-
Aventis U.S. LLC is a citizen of Delaware and New Jersey.

17. Defendant Sanofi US Services Inc. is a Delaware corporation with its principal
place of business located at 55 Corporate Drive, Bridgewater, New Jersey 08807. Defendant

Sanofi US Services Inc. is a citizen of Delaware and New Jersey.

> Pursuant to the Joint Stipulation Relating to GlaxoSmithKline PLC [DE 1470], Defendant
GlaxoSmithKline LLC stipulated that Defendants GlaxoSmithKline plc is an affiliated company,
and that Defendant GlaxoSmithKline LLC is the proper party for purposes of all claims asserted
against Defendant GlaxoSmithKline plc in this litigation.
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18. Defendant Sanofi SA is a corporation formed and existing under the laws of France,
having a principal place of business at 54 Rue La Boetie, 8th Arrondissement, Paris, France 75008.
Defendant Sanofi SA is a citizen of France.

19. Defendant Patheon Manufacturing Services LLC is a Delaware limited liability
company with its principal place of business located at 5900 Martin Luther King Jr. Highway,
Greenville, North Carolina 27834. Thermo Fisher Scientific, Inc. is the sole member of Defendant
Patheon Manufacturing Services LLC. Thermo Fisher Scientific, Inc. is a Delaware corporation
with its principal place of business in Massachusetts. Defendant Patheon Manufacturing Services
LLC is a citizen of Delaware and Massachusetts.

20. Defendant Chattem, Inc. is a Tennessee corporation with its principal place of
business located at 1715 West 38th Street Chattanooga, Tennessee 37409. Defendant Chattem,
Inc. is a citizen of Tennessee. Defendant Chattem, Inc. purchased ranitidine and repackaged and/or
relabeled it under its own brand.

21.  Defendants Sanofi-Aventis U.S. LLC, Sanofi US Services Inc., and Chattem, Inc.
are subsidiaries of Defendant Sanofi SA.® Defendants Patheon Manufacturing Services LLC and
Boehringer Ingelheim Promeco, S.A. de C.V. packaged and manufactured the finished Zantac
product for Sanofi. Collectively, all of these entities shall be referred to as “Sanofi.”

22.  Defendant Sanofi is a manufacturer, distributor, and seller of brand OTC Zantac.

23. Defendants Bl, GSK, Pfizer, and Sanofi, shall be collectively referred to as the

2

“Brand Manufacturer Defendants.” At all relevant times, the Brand Manufacturer Defendants

®  Pursuant to the Joint Stipulation Relating to Sanofi Defendants [DE 1450], Defendants Sanofi-
Aventis U.S. LLC and Sanofi US Services Inc. stipulated that Defendant Sanofi SA is an affiliated
company, and that Defendants Sanofi-Aventis U.S. LLC and Sanofi US Services Inc. are the
proper parties for purposes of all claims asserted against Sanofi SA relief sought in this litigation.
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have conducted business and derived substantial revenue from their design, manufacture, testing,
marketing, labeling, packaging, handling, distribution, storage, and/or sale of Zantac within each
of the states and territories of the United States, Puerto Rico, and the District of Columbia.’

2. Generic Prescription Manufacturer and/or Store-Brand
Manufacturer Defendants

Amneal

24, Defendant Amneal Pharmaceuticals LLC is a Delaware limited liability company
with its principal place of business located at 400 Crossing Boulevard, Bridgewater, New Jersey
08807. The sole member of Defendant Amneal Pharmaceuticals LLC is non-party Amneal
Pharmaceuticals, Inc., a Delaware corporation with its principal place of business in New Jersey.
Amneal Pharmaceuticals LLC is a citizen of Delaware and New Jersey.

25. Defendant Amneal Pharmaceuticals LLC registered an establishment with the
United States Food and Drug Administration (“FDA”), allowing it to manufacture, repack, or
relabel drug products within the United States.®

26. Defendant Amneal Pharmaceuticals of New York, LLC is a Delaware limited
liability company with its principal place of business located at 50 Horseblock Road, Brookhaven,
New York 11719. The membership interest of Defendant Amneal Pharmaceuticals of New York,
LLC is owned by non-party Amneal Pharmaceuticals, Inc., a Delaware corporation with its
principal place of business located in New Jersey, through an intervening limited liability
company. Defendant Amneal Pharmaceuticals of New York, LLC is a citizen of Delaware and

New Jersey.

7 All references to “States” include American Samoa, Guam, the Northern Mariana Islands,
Puerto Rico, the U.S. Virgin Islands, and the District of Columbia.

8 Amneal_prodl_0000001827; Amneal_prod1_0000001129.
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27. Defendant Amneal Pharmaceuticals of New York, LLC applied to the FDA for the
right to manufacture and sell a generic form of ranitidine and subsequently received that approval
as discussed herein. Defendant Amneal Pharmaceuticals of New York, LLC applied to the FDA
for the power and privilege of listing and labeling Ranitidine-Containing Products for sale in all
states and territories within the United States. Defendant Amneal Pharmaceuticals of New York,
LLC registered an establishment with the FDA, allowing it to manufacture, repack, or relabel drug
products within the United States.®

28. Defendants Amneal Pharmaceuticals LLC and Amneal Pharmaceuticals of New
York, LLC are subsidiaries of non-party Amneal Pharmaceuticals, Inc. Collectively, these entities
shall be referred to as “Amneal.”

29. Defendant Amneal is a manufacturer, distributor, and seller of generic prescription
Ranitidine-Containing Products.

Apotex

30. Defendant Apotex Corporation is a Delaware corporation with its principal place
of business located at 2400 North Commerce Parkway, Suite 400, Weston, Florida 33326.
Defendant Apotex Corporation is a citizen of Delaware and Florida.

31. Defendant Apotex Corporation applied to the FDA for the power and privilege of
listing and labeling Ranitidine-Containing Products for sale in all states and territories within the
United States. Further, Defendant Apotex Corporation is Defendant Apotex Inc.’s appointed agent
in the United States for the very purpose of lawfully selling and distributing drugs including
Ranitidine-Containing Products . Defendant Apotex Corporation as a regulatory agent also fulfills

a regulatory compliance role for Defendant Apotex Inc. by regularly filing materials the FDA

®  Amneal_prod1l_0000001129.
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requires abbreviated new drug application (“ANDA”) holders to provide to maintain their right to
manufacture drugs.°

32. Defendant Apotex Inc. is a corporation organized and existing under the laws of
Canada with its principal place of business located at 150 Signet Drive, Toronto, Ontario, M9L
1T9 Canada. Defendant Apotex Inc. is a citizen of Canada.

33. Defendant Apotex Inc. applied to the FDA for the right to manufacture and sell a
generic form of ranitidine and subsequently received that approval as discussed herein. Further,
Defendant Apotex Inc. registered an establishment with the FDA, allowing it to manufacture,
repack, or relabel drug products within the United States.!

34. Defendant Apotex Corporation is a subsidiary of Defendant Apotex Inc.
Collectively, these entities shall be referred to as “Apotex.”

35. Defendant Apotex is a contract manufacturer that contracted with one or more
Store-Brand Defendants to manufacture store-brand Ranitidine-Containing Products.

Dr. Reddy’s

36. Defendant Dr. Reddy’s Laboratories, Inc. is a New Jersey corporation with its
principal place of business located at 107 College Road East, Princeton, New Jersey 08540.
Defendant Dr. Reddy’s Laboratories, Inc. is a citizen of New Jersey.

37. Defendant Dr. Reddy’s Laboratories, Inc. applied to the FDA for the right to
manufacture and sell a generic form of ranitidine and subsequently received that approval as

discussed herein. Defendant Dr. Reddy’s Laboratories, Inc. also applied to the FDA for the power

10 Apotex Corp 00255.
11 Apotex Corp 00121.
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and privilege of listing and labeling Ranitidine-Containing Products for sale in all states and
territories within the United States.

38. Defendant Dr. Reddy’s Laboratories, Inc. is also the appointed agent in the United
States for the very purpose of lawfully selling and distributing drugs including Ranitidine-
Containing Products manufactured by Defendant Dr. Reddy’s Laboratories, Ltd. Defendant Dr.
Reddy’s Laboratories, Inc. as a regulatory agent also fulfills a regulatory compliance role for other
Dr. Reddy’s entities by regularly filing materials the FDA requires ANDA holders to provide to
maintain their right to manufacture drugs.*?

39.  Defendant Dr. Reddy’s Laboratories, Ltd. is a corporation organized and existing
under the laws of India with its principal place of business located at 8-2-337, Road No. 3, Banjara
Hills, Hyderabad Telangana 500 034, India. Defendant Dr. Reddy’s Laboratories, Ltd. is a citizen
of India.

40.  Defendant Dr. Reddy’s Laboratories, Ltd. applied to the FDA for the right to
manufacture and sell a generic form of ranitidine and subsequently received that approval as
discussed herein. Defendant Dr. Reddy’s Laboratories, Ltd. also applied to the FDA for the power
and privilege of listing and labeling Ranitidine-Containing Products for sale in all states and
territories within the United States. Defendant Dr. Reddy’s Laboratories, Ltd. further registered an
establishment with the FDA, allowing it to manufacture, repack, or relabel drug products within
the United States. Dr. Reddy’s Laboratories LLC is a citizen of New Jersey.

41. Defendant Dr. Reddy’s Laboratories LLC is a limited liability company with its
principal place of business located at 107 College Road East, Princeton, New Jersey 08540. The

LLC has three registered officers, each of whom are citizens of New Jersey.

12 DRLMDL 004629/008581.
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42. Defendant Dr. Reddy’s Laboratories LLC registered an establishment with the
FDA, allowing it to manufacture, repack, or relabel drug products within the United States.™

43. Defendant Dr. Reddy’s Laboratories SA is a corporation organized and existing
under the laws of Switzerland with its principal place of business located at Elisabethenanlage, 11,
Basel, 4051 Switzerland. Defendant Dr. Reddy’s Laboratories SA is a citizen of Switzerland.

44, Defendant Dr. Reddy’s Laboratories, Inc., Dr. Reddy’s Laboratories, Ltd., and Dr.
Reddy’s Laboratories LLC are subsidiaries of Dr. Reddy’s Laboratories SA.** Collectively, these
entities shall be referred to as “Dr. Reddy’s.”

45, Defendant Dr. Reddy’s is a manufacturer, distributor, and seller of generic
prescription Ranitidine-Containing Products and is also a contract manufacturer that contracted
with one or more Store-Brand Defendants to manufacture store-brand Ranitidine-Containing
Products.

Glenmark

46. Defendant Glenmark Pharmaceuticals, Inc., USA (f/k/a Glenmark Generics, Inc.
USA) is a Delaware corporation with its principal place of business located at 750 Corporate Drive,
Mahwah, New Jersey 07430. Defendant Glenmark Pharmaceuticals, Inc., USA is a citizen of
Delaware and New Jersey.

47. Defendant Glenmark Pharmaceuticals, Inc., USA applied to the FDA for the right

to manufacture and sell a generic form of ranitidine and subsequently received that approval as

13 DRLMDL 004629.

14 Pursuant to the Joint Stipulation Relating to Dr. Reddy’s Defendants [DE 2029], Defendant
Dr. Reddy’s Laboratories, Inc. stipulated that Defendants Dr. Reddy’s Laboratories, Ltd. and Dr.
Reddy’s Laboratories SA are affiliated companies, and that Defendant Dr. Reddy’s Laboratories,
Inc. is the proper party for purposes of all claims asserted against Defendants Dr. Reddy’s
Laboratories, Ltd. and Dr. Reddy’s Laboratories SA in this litigation.
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discussed herein. Defendant Glenmark Pharmaceuticals, Inc., USA also applied to the FDA for the
power and privilege of listing and labeling Ranitidine-Containing Products for sale in all states
and territories within the United States.

48.  Defendant Glenmark Pharmaceuticals, Inc., USA is also Defendant Glenmark
Pharmaceuticals Ltd.’s appointed agent in the United States for the very purpose of lawfully
selling and distributing drugs including Ranitidine-Containing Products . Defendant Glenmark
Pharmaceuticals, Inc., USA as a regulatory agent also fulfills a regulatory compliance role for
Glenmark Pharmaceuticals Ltd. by regularly filing materials the FDA requires ANDA holders to
provide to maintain their right to manufacture drugs.®

49, Defendant Glenmark Pharmaceuticals Ltd. (f/k/a Glenmark Generics Ltd.) is a
corporation organized and existing under the laws of India with its principal place of business
located at Glenmark House, B.D. Sawant Marg., Chakala, Western Express Highway, Andheri
(E), Mumbai 400 099, India. Defendant Glenmark Pharmaceuticals Ltd. is a citizen of India.

50. Defendant Glenmark Pharmaceuticals Ltd. registered an establishment with the
FDA, allowing it to manufacture, repack, or relabel drug products within the United States.

51. Defendant Glenmark Pharmaceuticals, Inc., USA is a subsidiary of Defendant
Glenmark Pharmaceuticals Ltd. Collectively, these entities shall be referred to as “Glenmark.”

52. Defendant Glenmark is a manufacturer, distributor, and seller of generic

prescription Ranitidine-Containing Products.

5 Glenmark 002130, 0030383, 0003691.
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Perrigo

53. Defendant L. Perrigo Co. is a Michigan corporation with its principal place of
business located at 515 Eastern Avenue, Allegan, Michigan 49010. Defendant L. Perrigo Co. is a
citizen of Michigan.

54.  Defendant L. Perrigo Co. applied to the FDA for the right to manufacture and sell
a generic form of ranitidine and subsequently received that approval as discussed herein.
Defendant L. Perrigo Co. also applied to the FDA for the power and privilege of listing and
labeling Ranitidine-Containing Products for sale in all states and territories within the United
States. Defendant L. Perrigo Co. further registered an establishment with the FDA, allowing it to
manufacture, repack, or relabel drug products within the United States.

55. Defendant Perrigo Company is a Michigan corporation with its principal place of
business located at 515 Eastern Avenue, Allegan, Michigan 49010. Defendant Perrigo Company
IS a citizen of Michigan.

56. Defendant Perrigo Research & Development Company is a Michigan corporation
with its principal place of business located at 515 Eastern Avenue, Allegan, Michigan 49010.
Defendant Perrigo Research & Development Company is a citizen of Michigan.

57. Defendant Perrigo Research & Development Company applied to the FDA for the
right to manufacture and sell a generic form of ranitidine and subsequently received that approval
as discussed herein.

58. L. Perrigo Co., Perrigo Company, and Perrigo Research & Development Company

are subsidiaries of non-party Perrigo Company, plc., a corporation organized and existing under
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the laws of Ireland with its principal place of business in Ireland. Collectively, these entities shall
be referred to as “Perrigo.”*®
59. Defendant Perrigo is a contract manufacturer that contracted with one or more

Store-Brand Defendants to manufacture store-brand Ranitidine-Containing Products.

Sandoz

60.  Defendant Sandoz Inc. (“Sandoz”) is a Colorado corporation with its principal
place of business located at 100 College Road West, Princeton, New Jersey 08540. Defendant
Sandoz is a citizen of Colorado and New Jersey.

61.  Defendant Sandoz applied to the FDA for the right to manufacture and sell a generic
form of ranitidine and subsequently received that approval as discussed herein. Defendant Sandoz
applied to the FDA for the power and privilege of listing and labeling Ranitidine-Containing
Products for sale in all states and territories within the United States.

62.  Defendant Sandoz is a manufacturer, distributor, and seller of generic prescription
Ranitidine-Containing Products.

Strides

63. Defendant Strides Pharma, Inc. (“Strides™) is a New Jersey corporation with its
principal place of business located at 2 Tower Center Boulevard, Suite 1102, East Brunswick, New
Jersey 08816. Defendant Strides is a citizen of New Jersey.

64.  Strides is a subsidiary of non-parties Strides Pharma Science Ltd., a corporation
organized and existing under the laws of India, and Strides Global Pte Ltd, a corporation organized

and existing under the laws of Singapore.

16 Pursuant to the Joint Stipulation Relating to Perrigo Defendants [DE 1555], L. Perrigo Co.,
Perrigo Company, and Perrigo Research & Development Company stipulated that they are the
proper parties for purposes of all relief sought in this litigation.
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65. Defendant Strides registered an establishment with the FDA, allowing it to
manufacture, repack, or relabel drug products within the United States.*’

66. Defendant Strides is a manufacturer, distributor, and seller of generic prescription
Ranitidine-Containing Products and is also a contract manufacturer that contracted with one or
more Store-Brand Defendants to manufacture store-brand Ranitidine-Containing Products.®

Teva

67. Defendant Actavis Mid Atlantic LLC is a Delaware limited liability company with
its principal place of business located at 1877 Kawai Road, Lincolnton, North Carolina 28092.
The membership interest of Defendant Actavis Mid Atlantic LLC is owned by Teva
Pharmaceuticals U.S.A., Inc., a Delaware corporation with its principal place of business in
Pennsylvania, either directly or through an intervening limited liability company. Defendant Teva
Pharmaceuticals U.S.A., Inc. is a Delaware corporation with its principal place of business in
Pennsylvania. Actavis Mid Atlantic LLC is a citizen of Delaware and Pennsylvania.

68. Defendant Actavis Mid Atlantic LLC applied to the FDA for the right to
manufacture and sell a generic form of ranitidine and subsequently received that approval as
discussed herein.

69. Defendant Teva Pharmaceuticals U.S.A., Inc. is a Delaware corporation with its
principal place of business located at 1090 Horsham Road, North Wales, Pennsylvania 19454,

Teva Pharmaceuticals U.S.A., Inc. is a citizen of Delaware and Pennsylvania.

17 SPIRND00011271.

18 Ppursuant to the Joint Stipulation Relating to Strides Defendants [DE 1635], Defendant Strides
stipulated that non-parties Strides Pharma Science Ltd. and Strides Global Pte Ltd. are affiliated
companies, and that Defendant Strides is the proper party in interest for purposes of all claims
asserted in this litigation. As alleged below, multiple Strides entities held ANDAs and
manufactured generic ranitidine.
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70. Defendant Teva Pharmaceuticals U.S.A., Inc. applied to the FDA for the right to
manufacture and sell a generic form of ranitidine and subsequently received that approval as
discussed herein.

71. Defendant Watson Laboratories, Inc. is a Nevada corporation with its principal
place of business located at 400 Interpace Parkway, Building A, Parsippany, New Jersey 07054.
Watson Laboratories, Inc. is a citizen of Nevada and New Jersey.

72. Defendant Watson Laboratories, Inc. applied to the FDA for the right to
manufacture and sell a generic form of ranitidine and subsequently received that approval as
discussed herein.

73. In 2006, non-party Teva Pharmaceutical Industries Ltd. acquired IVAX
Pharmaceuticals. IVAX LLC and IVAX Pharmaceuticals, Inc. are subsidiaries of Teva
Pharmaceuticals U.S.A., Inc. (collectively, “IVAX”). IVAX applied to the FDA for the right to
manufacture and sell a generic form of ranitidine and subsequently received that approval, which
rights were subsequently transferred to Teva.

74. Defendants Actavis Mid Atlantic LLC, Teva Pharmaceuticals U.S.A., Inc., and
Watson Laboratories, Inc. are subsidiaries of non-party Teva Pharmaceutical Industries Ltd., a
corporation organized and existing under the laws of Israel with its principal place of business
located in Israel. Collectively, all of these entities shall be referred to as “Teva.”

75. Defendant Teva is a manufacturer, distributor, and seller of generic prescription

Ranitidine-Containing Products.
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3. Store-Brand Defendants
CVS

76. Defendant CVS Pharmacy, Inc. (“CVS”) is a Delaware corporation with its
principal place of business located at One CVS Drive, Woonsocket, Rhode Island 02895.
Defendant CVS is a citizen of Delaware and Rhode Island.

77. Defendant CVS is a private-label distributor that contracts with one or more
contract manufacturers to manufacture Ranitidine-Containing Products sold by CVS under its
store-brand, CVS Health.

Rite Aid

78. Defendant Rite Aid Corporation (“Rite Aid”) is a Delaware corporation with its
principal place of business located at 30 Hunter Lane, Camp Hill, Pennsylvania 17011. Rite Aid
is a citizen of Delaware and Pennsylvania.

79. Defendant Rite Aid is a private-label distributor that contracts with one or more
contract manufacturers to manufacture Ranitidine-Containing Products sold by Rite-Aid under its
store-brand, Rite-Aid.

Walgreens

80. Defendant Walgreen Co. is a Delaware corporation with its principal place of
business located at 108 Wilmot Road, Deerfield, Illinois 60015. Walgreen Co. is a citizen of
Delaware and Illinois.

81. Defendant Duane Reade, Inc. is a Delaware corporation with its principal place of
business located at 108 Wilmot Road, Deerfield, Illinois 60015. Duane Reade, Inc. is a citizen of

Delaware and lllinois.
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82. Defendant Walgreens Boots Alliance, Inc. is a Delaware corporation with its
principal place of business located at 108 Wilmot Road, Deerfield, Illinois 60015. Walgreens
Boots Alliance, Inc. is a citizen of Delaware and Illinois.

83. Defendant Walgreens Boots Alliance, Inc. purchased ranitidine and repackaged
and/or relabeled it under Defendant’s own brand.

84.  Walgreen Co. and Duane Reade, Inc. are subsidiaries of Walgreens Boots Alliance,
Inc. Collectively, these entities shall be referred to as “Walgreens.”

85. Defendant Walgreens is a private-label distributor that contracts with one or more
contract manufacturers to manufacture Ranitidine-Containing Products sold by Walgreens under
its store-brand, Wal-Zan.

Walmart

86.  Defendant Walmart Inc. f/k/a Wal-Mart Stores, Inc. is a Delaware corporation with
its principal place of business located at 702 SW 8th Street, Bentonville, Arkansas 72716. Walmart
Inc. is a citizen of Delaware and Arkansas.

87.  Defendant Sam’s West, Inc. is an Arkansas corporation with its principal place of
business located at 702 SW 8th Street, Bentonville, Arkansas 72716. Sam’s West, Inc. is a citizen
of Arkansas.

88. Sam’s West, Inc. is a subsidiary of Walmart Inc. Collectively, these entities shall
be referred to as “Walmart.”

89. Defendant Walmart purchased ranitidine and repackaged and/or relabeled it under
Defendant’s own brand.

90. Defendant Walmart is a private-label distributor that contracts with one or more
contract manufacturers to manufacture Ranitidine-Containing Products sold by Walmart under its

store-brand, Equate.
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B. Plaintiffs

91.  The following Plaintiffs bring claims against the corresponding Defendants as set
forth below.

Alabama

92. Anthony McGhee (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Alabama. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Alabama from approximately
2010 to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included:
(a) over the counter (“OTC”) 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2010 to
2013, manufactured by BI; and (b) prescription 15 mg/ml generic ranitidine syrup from
approximately 2013 to 2020. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff
purchased prescription 15 mg/ml ranitidine syrup from approximately 2013 to 2020 manufactured
by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal and Teva. Thus, Bl, Amneal, and Teva are
“Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of
Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff
purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore,
were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

93.  Plaintiff Daffeney Austin (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintift”) is a citizen
of Alabama. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Alabama from approximately
2016 to November 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically
included prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2016 to
November 2019 (manufactured by Amneal). Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to
date, Plaintiff purchased additional prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules

from approximately 2016 to November 2019 manufactured by one or more of the following
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Defendants: Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Teva, and Strides. Thus, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s,
Glenmark, Sandoz, Teva, and Strides are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims,
unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

94. Plaintiff Lashonnah Gaitor (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a
citizen of Alabama. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Alabama from
approximately 2015 to 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included: (a) prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately
2015 to 2019; and (b) prescription 15 mg/ml generic ranitidine syrup from approximately 2015 to
2019 (manufactured by Teva). Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff
purchased additional prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or
more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva,
and additional prescription 15 mg/ml generic ranitidine syrup manufactured by the following
defendant: Amneal. Thus, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are
“Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of
Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff
purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore,
were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of

economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

-24 -



Case 9:20-md-02924-RLR Document 2835 Entered on FLSD Docket 02/22/2021 Page 62 of
4459

Arkansas

95.  Plaintiff Andy Green Jr. (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Arkansas. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Arkansas and Tennessee from
approximately 1983 to 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included: (a) prescription Zantac tablets and capsules in Arkansas while a citizen of
Arkansas from approximately 1983 to 1997 (manufactured by GSK) and in Tennessee while a
citizen of Tennessee from approximately 1987 to 1988 (manufactured by GSK); (b) prescription
ranitidine tablets and capsules in Arkansas while a citizen of Arkansas in approximately 1997; and
(c) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules in Arkansas while a citizen of Arkansas from approximately
1995 to 2019 (manufactured by GSK, Pfizer, Bl, and Sanofi). Further, based on the limited
discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased additional prescription generic ranitidine tablets
and capsules manufactured by Sandoz. Thus, GSK, Pfizer, Bl, Sanofi, and Sandoz are
“Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims for purchases in Arkansas while a citizen of
Arkansas, and GSK is a “Defendant” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims for purchases in
Tennessee while a citizen of Tennessee, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’
breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased
Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were
worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

96. Plaintiff Tina Culclager (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Arkansas. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Arkansas from approximately
2015 to 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included:
(a) 300 mg prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2015 to 2019;

and (b) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2015 to 2019 (manufactured by Bl
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and Sanofi). Plaintiff also purchased OTC Walmart-branded and Walgreens-branded ranitidine
tablets and capsules from Walmart and Walgreens, respectively, in Arkansas from approximately
2015 to 2019 but, based on the limited available sources of information and discovery conducted
to date, does not yet know the specific manufacturer(s) of the store-branded ranitidine tablets and
capsules. During the time period in question, Perrigo, Dr. Reddy’s Strides, and Apotex
manufactured both OTC Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for Walmart, and OTC
Walgreens-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for Walgreens, and, therefore, Perrigo, Dr.
Reddy’s, Strides, and Apotex are named as Defendants until adequate information is produced to
identify the specific entity(ies) that manufactured the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules
purchased by Plaintiff. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff
purchased prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or
more of the following Defendants: Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus,
Walmart, Walgreens, BI, Sanofi, Perrigo, Dr. Reddy’s, Apotex, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and
Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a
result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions,
Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and,
therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in
the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

Arizona

97. Plaintiff Armando Tapia (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a citizen
of Arizona. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Arizona from approximately
2007 to August 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically
included prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2007 to

August 2019 (manufactured by Glenmark, Sandoz, Dr. Reddy’s, and Amneal). Further, based on
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the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased additional prescription 150 mg generic
ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following defendants: Strides
and Teva. Thus, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for
the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches
of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased
Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were
worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

98.  Plaintiff Tangie Sims (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a citizen of
Arizona. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Arizona from approximately 2007
to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included OTC
150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2007 to 2020 manufactured by Bl and
Sanofi. Plaintiff also purchased OTC Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules and OTC
Walgreens-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules from Walmart and Walgreens, respectively, but,
based on the limited available sources of information and discovery conducted to date, does not
yet know the additional manufacturer(s) of the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules.
During that time period in question, Dr. Reddy’s, Apotex, Strides, and Perrigo manufactured both
OTC Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for Walmart and OTC Walgreens-branded
ranitidine tablets and capsules for Walgreens, and, therefore, Dr. Reddy’s, Apotex, Strides, and
Perrigo are named as Defendants until adequate information is produced to identify the specific
entity(ies) that manufactured the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules purchased by
Plaintiff. Thus, Walmart, Walgreens, BI, Sanofi, Dr. Reddy’s, Apotex, Strides, and Perrigo are

“Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of
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Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff
purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore,
were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

99.  Plaintiff Monica Costello (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Arizona. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Arizona and Nevada from
approximately 2008 to November 2018. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by
Plaintiff specifically included: (a) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from
approximately 2008 to 2016 in Nevada while a citizen of Nevada; and (b) prescription 150 mg
generic ranitidine tablets from approximately 2016 to 2018 in Arizona while a citizen of Arizona.
Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg
generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following defendants:
Amneal, Sandoz, Teva, Dr. Reddy’s, Strides, and Glenmark with respect to purchases in Arizona
while a citizen of Arizona, and Amneal, Sandoz, Teva, Dr. Reddy’s, Strides, and Glenmark with
respect to purchases in Nevada while a citizen of Nevada. Thus, Amneal, Sandoz, Teva, Dr.
Reddy’s, Strides, and Glenmark are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims for
purchases in both Arizona and Nevada while a citizen of Arizona and Nevada, respectively, unless
otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful

conduct.
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100. Plaintiff Jennifer Fox (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Tennessee. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Arizona while a citizen of
Arizona from approximately March 2019 to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased
by Plaintiff specifically included prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from
approximately March 2019 to 2020 in Arizona while a citizen of Arizona (manufactured by
Strides). Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased additional
prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the
following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, and Sandoz. Thus, Strides, Amneal, Dr.
Reddy’s, Glenmark, and Sandoz are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless
otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

California

101. Plaintiff Golbenaz Bakhtiar (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a
citizen of California. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in California from
approximately 2000 to December 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by
Plaintiff specifically included: (a) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2000 to
2019 (manufactured by Pfizer, BI, and Sanofi); (b) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets
and capsules from approximately 2005 to 2019; and (c) prescription Zantac tablets and capsules
beginning in approximately 2000 (manufactured by GSK). Plaintiff also purchased OTC 150 mg
Walgreens-branded and Rite-Aid-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules from Walgreens and

Rite-Aid, respectively, from approximately 2005 to 2019, but based on the limited available
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sources of information and discovery conducted to date, does not yet know the specific
manufacturer(s) of the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules. During the time period in
question, Dr. Reddy’s Perrigo, Strides, and Apotex manufactured OTC 150 mg Walgreens-
branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for Walgreens, and Perrigo, Strides, and Apotex
manufactured OTC 150 mg Rite-Aid-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for Rite-Aid, and,
therefore, Dr. Reddy’s, Perrigo, Strides, and Apotex are named as Defendants until adequate
information is produced to identify the specific entity(ies) that manufactured the store-branded
ranitidine tablets and capsules purchased by Plaintiff. Further, based on the limited discovery
obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark,
Sandoz, Strides and Teva. Thus, Walgreens, Rite-Aid, GSK, Pfizer, BI, Sanofi, Dr. Reddy’s,
Perrigo, Apotex, Amneal, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes
of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As aresult of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,
wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct

102.  Plaintiff Richard Obrien (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of California. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in California from
approximately 1998 to November 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by
Plaintiff specifically included OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 1998 to 2019
(manufactured by GSK, Pfizer, Bl, and Sanofi). Plaintiff also purchased OTC 150 mg CVS-

branded and Rite-Aid-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules from CVS and Rite-Aid,

-30 -



Case 9:20-md-02924-RLR Document 2835 Entered on FLSD Docket 02/22/2021 Page 68 of
4459

respectively, until approximately November 2019, but based on the limited available sources of
information and discovery conducted to date, does not yet know the specific manufacturer(s) of
the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules. During the time period in question, Dr. Reddy’s,
Strides, and Perrigo manufactured OTC 150 mg CVS-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for
CVS, and Strides, Perrigo, and Apotex manufactured 150 mg Rite-Aid-branded ranitidine tablets
and capsules for Rite-Aid, and, therefore, Strides, Dr. Reddy’s, Perrigo, and Apotex are named as
Defendants until adequate information is produced to identify the specific entity(ies) that
manufactured the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules purchased by Plaintiff. Thus, CVS,
GSK, Pfizer, BI, Sanofi, Dr. Reddy’s, Strides, Perrigo, and Apotex are “Defendants” for the
purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of
warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-
Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the
time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as
a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

103. Plaintiff Royal Handy (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
California. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in California from approximately
2015 to December 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically
included prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2015 to
December 2019 manufactured by Glenmark. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to
date, Plaintiff purchased additional prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, Teva,
and Strides. Thus, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Teva, and Strides are “Defendants”

for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’
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breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased
Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were
worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

104. Plaintiff Virginia Aragon (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of California. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in California from
approximately 2006 to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included: (a) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2006 to 2020
(manufactured by Pfizer, BI, and Sanofi); and (b) prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets
and capsules from approximately 2006 to 2020 (manufactured by Amneal). Further, based on the
limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine
tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Dr. Reddy’s,
Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus, Pfizer, BI, Sanofi, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark,
Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise
specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations
and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human
ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered
concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

Colorado

105.  Plaintiff Jeffrey Pisano (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Colorado. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Colorado from approximately
1998 to February 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically
included: (a) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 1998 to 2020 (manufactured

by GSK, Pfizer, Bl, and Sanofi); (b) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
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from approximately 1998 to 2003; and (c) prescription 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules in
approximately this same time frame (manufactured by GSK). Plaintiff also purchased OTC 150
mg Walmart-branded and Walgreens-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules from Walmart and
Walgreens, respectively, until approximately 2020, but based on the limited available sources of
information and discovery conducted to date, does not yet know the specific manufacturer(s) of
the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules. During the time period in question, Perrigo, Dr.
Reddy’s, Strides, and Apotex manufactured OTC 150 mg Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and
capsules for Walmart, and Walgreens-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for Walgreens,
respectively, and, therefore, Perrigo, Dr. Reddy’s, Strides, and Apotex are named as Defendants
until adequate information is produced to identify the specific entity(ies) that manufactured the
store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules purchased by Plaintiff. Further, based on the limited
discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Sandoz and Teva. Thus, Sandoz and
Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. Thus,
Walmart, Walgreens, GSK, Pfizer, BI, Sanofi, Perrigo, Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, Strides, Teva, and
Apotex are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a
result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions,
Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and,
therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in
the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

106. Plaintiff Ronald Ragan (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Colorado. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Colorado from approximately

2012 to 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included
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OTC 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2012 to 2019 (manufactured by Bl
and Sanofi). Plaintiff also purchased OTC 150 mg Walmart-branded and Walgreens-branded
ranitidine tablets and capsules from Walmart and Walgreens, respectively, from approximately
2012 to 2019, but based on the limited available sources of information and discovery conducted
to date, does not yet know the specific manufacturer(s) of the store-branded ranitidine tablets and
capsules. During the time period in question, Perrigo, Dr. Reddy’s, Strides, and Apotex
manufactured both OTC 150 mg Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for Walmart,
and Walgreens-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for Walgreens, and, therefore, Perrigo, Dr.
Reddy’s, Strides, and Apotex are named as Defendants until adequate information is produced to
identify the specific entity(ies) that manufactured the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules
purchased by Plaintiff. Thus, Walmart, Walgreens, BI, Sanofi, Perrigo, Dr. Reddy’s, Strides, and
Apotex are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a
result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions,
Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and,
therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in
the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

Connecticut

107. Plaintiff Angel Cordero (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Connecticut.  Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Connecticut from
approximately 2005 to 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included: (a) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2005 to 2019
(manufactured by Pfizer, Bl, and Sanofi); (b) prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and
capsules from approximately 2018 to 2019 (manufactured by Strides); and (c) prescription 150 mg

generic ranitidine tablets and capsules in approximately 2015, and from approximately 2017 to
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2018 (manufactured by Sandoz). Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff
purchased additional prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or
more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, and Glenmark. Thus, Amneal, Dr.
Reddy’s, Pfizer, BI, Sanofi, Sandoz, Strides, and Glenmark are “Defendants” for the purposes of
Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,
wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

108. Plaintiff Angel Vega (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Montana. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Connecticut and Montana from
approximately 2011 to 2016. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included: (a) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules in approximately 2011, in Connecticut
and while a citizen of Connecticut, manufactured by BI, and from approximately 2015 to 2016, in
Montana and while a citizen of Montana, manufactured by BI; and (b) prescription generic
ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2011 to 2014 in Connecticut and while a citizen
of Connecticut. Plaintiff also purchased OTC Walgreens-branded and CVS-branded ranitidine
tablets and capsules from Walgreens and CVS, respectively, in Connecticut while a citizen of
Connecticut, but based on the limited available sources of information and discovery conducted
to date, does not yet know the specific manufacturer(s) of the store-branded ranitidine tablets and
capsules. During the time period in question, Dr. Reddy’s, Perrigo, and Strides manufactured OTC
Walgreens-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for Walgreens; and Dr. Reddy’s, Strides, and

Perrigo manufactured OTC CVS-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for CVS and, therefore,
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Perrigo, Dr. Reddy’s, and Strides are named as Defendants until adequate information is produced
to identify the specific entity(ies) that manufactured the store-branded ranitidine tablets and
capsules purchased by Plaintiff. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff
purchased prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the
following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Teva. Thus, Amneal, CVS,
Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Perrigo, Sandoz, Strides, Teva, Walgreens, and BI are “Defendants™ for
the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims for purchases in Connecticut while a citizen of Connecticut, and
Bl is a “Defendant” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims for purchases in Montana while a citizen
of Montana, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,
wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

District of Columbia

109. Plaintiff Kevin Nelson (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
the District of Columbia. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Maryland from
approximately May 2018 to December 2018. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by
Plaintiff specifically included prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules in or
around approximately 2018, in Maryland while a citizen of Maryland. Further, based on the
limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine
tablets and capsules manufactured by Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Strides. Thus,
Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Strides are “Defendants” for the purposes of
Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,

wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
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Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

Florida

110. Plaintiff Ana Pereira (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Florida. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Florida from approximately May
2017 to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included
prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2017 to 2020
manufactured by Glenmark. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff
purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or
more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, and Strides. Thus, Amneal, Dr.
Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Strides are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims,
unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

111.  Plaintiff Clifton McKinnon (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a
citizen of Florida. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Florida from
approximately 2008 to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included: (a) OTC 75 and 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately
2008 to 2010, manufactured by BI; and (b) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and
capsules from approximately 2010 to 2020 (manufactured by Glenmark, Teva, and Strides).

Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased additional prescription
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150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following
Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, and Strides. Thus, BI, Glenmark, Strides, Amneal,
Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless
otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

112.  Plaintiff Daniel Taylor (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintift”), is a citizen
of Florida. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Florida from approximately May
2015 to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included
prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately May 2015 to 2020
(manufactured by Glenmark). Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff
purchased additional prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by
one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus,
Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of
Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,
wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

113. Plaintiff Gustavo Velasquez (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a

citizen of Florida. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Florida from
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approximately 2000 to February 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included OTC 75 mg and 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately
2000 to 2020 (manufactured by Pfizer, Bl, and Sanofi). Thus, Pfizer, BI, and Sanofi are
“Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of
Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff
purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore,
were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

114. Plaintiff Hattie Kelley (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Florida. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Florida from approximately 2012
to 2018. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included
prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2012 to 2018
(manufactured by Teva and Glenmark). Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date,
Plaintiff purchased additional prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, and
Strides. Thus, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Teva, Glenmark, Strides, and Sandoz are “Defendants” for
the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches
of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased
Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were
worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

115. Plaintiff Irma Arcaya (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of

Florida. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Florida from approximately 2014
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to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included
prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2014 to 2020.
Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg
generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants:
Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s,
Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims,
unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

116. Plaintiff Jeannie Black (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Florida. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Florida from approximately 2015
to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included: (a) OTC
Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2015 to 2018 (manufactured by Bl and Sanofi);
and (b) prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2018 to
2020 (manufactured by Glenmark and Strides). Further, based on the limited discovery obtained
to date, Plaintiff purchased additional prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Dr. Reddy’s and Sandoz. Thus, BI,
Sanofi, Glenmark, Strides, Dr. Reddy’s, and Sandoz are “Defendants” for the purposes of
Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,
wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing

Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
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purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

117.  Plaintiff Joshua Winans (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Florida. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Florida from approximately
2000 to 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included
OTC 75 and 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2000 to 2019 (manufactured
by Pfizer, BI, and Sanofi). Thus, Pfizer, BI, and Sanofi are “Defendants” for the purposes of
Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,
wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

118. Plaintiff Joyce Taylor (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintift”) is a citizen of
Florida. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Florida from approximately 2010
to February 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included
prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2010 to 2020.
Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg
generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants:
Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s,
Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims,
unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were

unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
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has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

119. Plaintiff Kristen Monger, as power of attorney and on behalf of, Alexander Monger
(for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a citizen of Florida. Plaintiff purchased
Ranitidine-Containing Products in Florida from approximately 1999 to 2020. The Ranitidine-
Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included: (a) prescription generic
ranitidine syrup from approximately 1999 to 2020 (manufactured by Amneal); and (b) prescription
Zantac syrup (manufactured by GSK). Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date,
Plaintiff purchased additional prescription generic ranitidine syrup (manufactured by Teva). Thus,
Amneal, GSK, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise
specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations
and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human
ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered
concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants” wrongful conduct.

120. Plaintiff Kristen Monger, as power of attorney and on behalf of, Laura Monger (for
the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of Florida. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-
Containing Products in Florida from approximately 1997 to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing
Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included: (a) prescription generic ranitidine syrup
from approximately 1997 to 2020; and (b) prescription Zantac syrup (manufactured by GSK).
Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription generic
ranitidine syrup manufactured by Amneal and Teva. Thus, Amneal and Teva are “Defendants” for
the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches

of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased

-42 -



Case 9:20-md-02924-RLR Document 2835 Entered on FLSD Docket 02/22/2021 Page 80 of
4459

Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were
worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

121. Plaintiff Marva Mccall (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Florida. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Florida from approximately
2007 to December 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically
included: (a) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2007 to 2015, manufactured
by BI; and (b) prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately
2015 to 2019 (manufactured by Strides and Glenmark). Further, based on the limited discovery
obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, and Teva. Thus,
BI, Strides, Glenmark, Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of
Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,
wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

122.  Plaintiff Michael Fesser (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Florida. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Florida from approximately
2010 to December 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically
included prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2010 to
2019 (manufactured by Amneal). Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff

purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or
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more of the following Defendants: Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus,
Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of
Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,
wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

123.  Plaintiff Michael Tomlinson (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a
citizen of Florida. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Florida from
approximately 2000 to November 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by
Plaintiff specifically included: (a) OTC 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately
2014 to 2019 (manufactured by Bl and Sanofi); (b) prescription 150 mg and 300 mg generic
ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2006 to 2019 (manufactured by Amneal); and
(c) prescription 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2000 to 2002
(manufactured by GSK). Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff
purchased prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the
following Defendants: Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Plaintiff also purchased
OTC Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules from Walmart from approximately 2014 to
2019 but, based on the limited available sources of information and discovery conducted to date,
does not yet know the specific manufacturer(s) of the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules.
During the time period in question, Perrigo, Dr. Reddy’s, Strides, and Apotex manufactured OTC
Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for Walmart, and, therefore, Perrigo, Dr. Reddy’s,

Strides, and Apotex are named as Defendants until adequate information is produced to identify
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the specific entity(ies) that manufactured the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules
purchased by Plaintiff. Thus, Walmart, BI, Sanofi, Amneal, GSK, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark,
Sandoz, Strides, Teva, Perrigo, and Apotex are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims,
unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

124.  Plaintiff Ricardo Moron (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Florida. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Florida from approximately
1995 to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included
OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 1995 to 2020 manufactured by GSK, Pfizer,
BI, and Sanofi. Thus, GSK, Pfizer, BI, and Sanofi are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s
claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful
acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products
that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus,
Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’
wrongful conduct.

125.  Plaintiff Roy Armstrong (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintift”) is a citizen
of Florida. Plaintiff purchased and used Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2004
to 2008 in Minnesota, 2008 to 2012 in Georgia, 2011 in Alaska, 2012 to 2013 in New York, 2012
to 2017 in Florida, and 2017 to 2019 in Michigan. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff

purchased specifically included: (a) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
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from approximately 2010 to 2011 in Georgia, while a citizen of Georgia; (b) prescription 150 mg
generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2012 to 2013 in New York, while a
citizen of New York (manufactured by Amneal); (c) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets
and capsules from approximately 2013 to 2014 in Florida, while a citizen of Florida (manufactured
by Sandoz and Teva); (d) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2005 to 2008 in
Minnesota, while a citizen of Minnesota (manufactured by Pfizer and Bl); (¢) OTC extra strength
Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2008 to 2011 in Georgia, while a citizen of
Georgia, manufactured by Bl; (f) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules in or around 2011 in Alaska,
while a resident of Alaska, manufactured by Bl; (g) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from
approximately 2012 to 2013 in New York, while a citizen of New York, manufactured by BI; (h)
OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2013 to 2017 in Florida, while a citizen of
Florida (manufactured by Bl and Sanofi); and (i) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from
approximately 2017 to 2019 in Michigan, while a citizen of Michigan (manufactured by Sanofi).
Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg
generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following defendants:
Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, and Teva. Thus, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and
Teva are “Defendants” with respect to purchases made in Georgia while a citizen of Georgia,
unless otherwise specified; Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Teva are “Defendants”
with respect to purchases made in Florida while a citizen of Florida, unless otherwise specified;
Pfizer is a “Defendant” with respect to purchases made in Minnesota while a citizen of Minnesota;
Bl is a “Defendant” with respect to purchases made in Georgia, Minnesota, Alaska, New York,
and Florida while a citizen of each respective state, unless otherwise specified; and Sanofi is a

“Defendant” with respect to purchases made in Florida and Michigan while a citizen of each
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respective state, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,
wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

126. Plaintiff Sharon Tweg (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Florida. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Florida from approximately 2010
to June 2018. The Ranitidine-Containing Products specifically included OTC 150 mg Zantac
tablets and capsules in approximately 2010 to 2018 (manufactured by Bl and Sanofi). Thus, BI,
and Sanofi are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As
a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and
omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human
ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered
concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

127.  Plaintiff Sonia Diaz (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Florida. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Florida from approximately 2017
to 2020 while a resident of Florida, and in Puerto Rico from approximately 2004 to 2017 while a
resident of Puerto Rico. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically
included: (a) prescription 150 mg and 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from
approximately 2004 to 2017 in Puerto Rico; (b) prescription 150 mg and 300 mg generic ranitidine
tablets and capsules from approximately 2017 to 2020 in Florida (manufactured by Amneal); (c)
OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2004 to 2017 in Puerto Rico (manufactured

by Pfizer and BI); and (d) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2017 to 2020 in
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Florida (manufactured by Sanofi). Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date,
Plaintiff also purchased prescription 150 mg and 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
from approximately 2004 to 2017 manufactured by Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz,
Strides, and Teva in Puerto Rico while a citizen of Puerto Rico, and Plaintiff purchased additional
prescription 150 mg and 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2017
to 2020 manufactured by Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Strides in Florida while a citizen
of Florida. Thus, Pfizer, BI, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are
“Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims for purchases in Puerto Rico while a citizen of
Puerto Rico, and Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, Sanofi and Amneal are “Defendants”
for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims for purchases in Florida while a citizen of Florida, unless
otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants” wrongful
conduct.
Georgia

128. Plaintiff Kathy Jeffries (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Georgia. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 1998 to 2002
while a citizen of Florida, and from approximately 2002 to 2019 while a citizen of Georgia. The
Ranitidine-Containing Products specifically included: (a) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from
approximately 1998 to 2002 in Florida while a citizen of Florida (manufactured by Pfizer); (b)
OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2002 to 2019 in Georgia while a citizen of
Georgia (manufactured by Pfizer, Bl, and Sanofi); (c) prescription generic ranitidine tablets and

capsules from approximately 1998 to 2002 in Florida while a citizen of Florida (manufactured by
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Sandoz and Teva) (d) prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2002
to 2019 in Georgia while a citizen of Georgia (manufactured by Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark,
Sandoz, Teva, and Strides); (e) prescription Zantac tablets and capsules beginning in
approximately 1998 in Florida while a citizen of Florida (manufactured by GSK); and (f)
prescription Zantac tablets and capsules beginning in approximately 2002 in Georgia while a
citizen of Georgia (manufactured by GSK). Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to
date, Plaintiff purchased additional prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark,
Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Plaintiff also purchased OTC Walmart-branded and CVS-branded
ranitidine tablets and capsules from Walmart and CVS, respectively, in Georgia while a citizen of
Georgia, but based on the limited available sources of information and discovery conducted to
date, does not yet know the specific manufacturer(s) of the store-branded ranitidine tablets and
capsules. During the time period in question, Perrigo, Dr. Reddy’s, Strides, and Apotex
manufactured OTC Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for Walmart; and Dr.
Reddy’s, Strides, and Perrigo manufactured OTC CVS-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for
CVS and, therefore, Strides, Perrigo, Dr. Reddy’s, and Apotex are named as Defendants until
adequate information is produced to identify the specific entity(ies) that manufactured the store-
branded ranitidine tablets and capsules purchased by Plaintiff. Thus, Sandoz, Teva, GSK and
Pfizer are “Defendants” with respect to purchases made in Florida while a citizen of Florida, unless
otherwise specified; and Pfizer, BI, Sanofi, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides,
Teva, GSK, Walmart, CVS, Perrigo, and Apotex are “Defendants” with respect to purchases made
in Georgia while a citizen of Georgia, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’

breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased
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Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were
worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

129. Plaintiff Cynthia Starr (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Georgia. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2018 to 2020 in
Georgia. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically included
prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2018 to 2020
manufactured by Amneal and Strides. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date,
Plaintiff purchased prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or
more of the following Defendants: Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, and Sandoz. Thus, Amneal, Strides,
Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Strides are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s
claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful
acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products
that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus,
Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’
wrongful conduct.

130. Plaintiff Leon Greene (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Georgia. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2016 to 2020 in
Georgia. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically included
prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2016 to 2020.
Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription generic
ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal,

Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark,
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Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise
specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations
and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human
ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered
concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

131. Plaintiff Paula Shells (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Georgia.  Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2016 to
November 2019 in Georgia. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically
included prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2016 to
November 2019, manufactured by Strides. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to
date, Plaintiff purchased additional prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark,
Sandoz, and Teva. Thus, Strides, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Teva are
“Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of
Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff
purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore,
were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants” wrongful conduct.

132.  Plaintiff Tyrone Houston (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Georgia. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2015 to 2020
in Georgia. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically included
prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2015 to 2020; and OTC

Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2015 to 2020, manufactured by Bl and Sanofi.
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Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription generic
ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal,
Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus, BI, Sanofi, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s,
Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims,
unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

133.  Plaintiff Earlene Green (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Georgia. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 1995 to 2011
in Washington, and from approximately 2011 to February 2020 in Georgia. The Ranitidine-
Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically included: (a) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules
from approximately 1995 to 2011 in Washington, while a citizen of Washington (manufactured by
GSK, Pfizer, and BI); and (b) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from
approximately 2011 to February 2020, in Georgia and while a citizen of Georgia (manufactured
by Strides). Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased
prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s,
Glenmark, Sandoz, and Teva. Thus, GSK, Pfizer, and BI are “Defendants” with respect to
purchases made in Washington while a citizen of Washington, and Strides, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s,
Glenmark, Sandoz, and Teva are “Defendants” with respect to purchases made in Georgia while a
citizen of Georgia, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,

wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
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Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

134. Plaintiff Charlotte Sanders (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a
citizen of Georgia. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2014
to 2020 in Georgia. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically included
prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2014 to 2020, in
Georgia while a citizen of Georgia, manufactured by Strides. Further, based on the limited
discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and
capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s,
Glenmark, Sandoz, and Teva. Thus, Strides, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Teva
are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of
Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff
purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore,
were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

llinois

135. Plaintiff Denise Guy (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Illinois Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2015 to
November 2019 in Illinois. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically
included OTC 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2015 to November 2019,
manufactured by BI and Sanofi. Thus, BI and Sanofi are “Defendants” for the purposes of
Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,

wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
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Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

136. Plaintiff Heather Re (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintift”) is a citizen of
Illinois. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2013 to January
2020 in Ilinois. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically included
prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2017 to 2020,
manufactured by Teva and Glenmark; and OTC 75 mg and 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules
from approximately 2013 to 2017, manufactured by Bl and Sanofi. Further, based on the limited
discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, and
Strides. Thus Teva, Glenmark, BI, Sanofi, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, and Strides are
“Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of
Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff
purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore,
were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

137.  Plaintiff Renee Chatman (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Illinois. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2014 to 2019
in Illinois. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically included OTC 150
mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2014 to January 2019, manufactured by Bl
and Sanofi. Plaintiff also purchased OTC 150 mg Walgreens-branded ranitidine tablets and

capsules from Walgreens from approximately 2014 to 2019 but, based on the limited available
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sources of information and discovery conducted to date, does not yet know the specific
manufacturer(s) of the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules. During the time period in
question, Dr. Reddy’s, Apotex, Strides, and Perrigo manufactured OTC 150 mg Walgreens-
branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for Walgreens, and, therefore, Dr. Reddy’s, Apotex,
Strides, and Perrigo are named as Defendants until adequate information is produced to identify
the specific entity(ies) that manufactured the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules
purchased by Plaintiff. Thus, BI, Sanofi, Dr. Reddy’s, Apotex, Walgreens, Strides, and Perrigo
are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of
Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff
purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore,
were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

138. Plaintiff Vickie Anderson (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Illinois. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2012 to 2015
in lllinois. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically included OTC
Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2012 to 2015, manufactured by BI, and
prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from 2007 to 2015. Plaintiff also purchased
OTC 150 mg Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules from Walmart from approximately
2012 to 2015 but, based on the limited available sources of information and discovery conducted
to date, does not yet know the specific manufacturer(s) of the store-branded ranitidine tablets and
capsules. During the time period in question, Dr. Reddy’s, Strides, and Perrigo manufactured OTC
150 mg Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for Walmart, and, therefore, Dr. Reddy’s,

Strides, and Perrigo are named as Defendants until adequate information is produced to identify
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the specific entity(ies) that manufactured the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules
purchased by Plaintiff. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff
purchased prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the
following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Teva. Thus, BI, Dr. Reddy’s,
Perrigo, Amneal, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, Walmart, and Teva are “Defendants” for the
purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of
warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-
Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the
time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as
a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

139. Plaintiff Carol Harkins (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of lllinois. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2005 to 2020
in Illinois. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically included: OTC
Zantac tablets and capsules in or around 2005, manufactured by Pfizer. Plaintiff also purchased
OTC 150 mg Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules from Walmart, from approximately
2005 to 2020 but, based on the limited available sources of information and discovery conducted
to date, does not yet know the specific manufacturer(s) of the store-branded ranitidine tablets and
capsules. During the time period in question, Dr. Reddy’s, Apotex, Strides, and Perrigo
manufactured OTC 150 mg Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for Walmart, and,
therefore, Dr. Reddy’s, Perrigo, Strides, and Apotex are named as Defendants until adequate
information is produced to identify the specific entity(ies) that manufactured the store-branded
ranitidine tablets and capsules purchased by Plaintiff. Thus, Pfizer, Dr. Reddy’s, Apotex,

Walmart, Strides, and Perrigo are referred to as “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims,
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unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

Indiana

140.  Plaintiff Alyson Humphrey (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a
citizen of Indiana. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Indiana from
approximately 2014 to February 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included: (a) prescription 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules (manufactured by GSK);
(b) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately September
2019 to February 2020 (manufactured by Strides); and (c) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from
approximately 2014 to 2019 (manufactured by Bl and Sanofi). Further, based on the limited
discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and
capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s,
Glenmark, and Sandoz. Thus GSK, Strides, Apotex, BI, Sanofi, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark,
and Sandoz are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As
a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and
omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human
ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered
concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

141. Plaintiff Rebecca Sizemore (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”’) is a
citizen of Indiana. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2015

to February 2020 in Indiana. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically
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included OTC 75 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2015 to February 2020,
manufactured by Bl and Sanofi; and prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
from approximately 2015 to February 2020, manufactured by Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Plaintiff
also purchased OTC 75 mg CVS Health-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules from CVS from
approximately 2015 to 2020 but, based on the limited available sources of information and
discovery conducted to date, does not yet know the specific manufacturer(s) of the store-branded
ranitidine tablets and capsules. During the time period in question, Dr. Reddy’s, Strides, and
Perrigo manufactured OTC 75 mg CVS Health-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for CVS,
therefore, Dr. Reddy’s, Strides, and Perrigo are named as Defendants until adequate information
is produced to identify the specific entity(ies) that manufactured the store-branded ranitidine
tablets and capsules purchased by Plaintiff. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to
date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured
by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, and Glenmark. Thus, BI,
Sanofi, Sandoz, Strides, Teva, Perrigo, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, CVS and Glenmark are
“Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of
Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff
purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore,
were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

142.  Plaintiff Teresa Dowler (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Indiana. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2011 to
December 2019 in Indiana. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically

included: (a) OTC 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2012 to 2019

- 58 -



Case 9:20-md-02924-RLR Document 2835 Entered on FLSD Docket 02/22/2021 Page 96 of
4459

(manufactured by Bl and Sanofi); (b) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
from approximately 2017 to December 2019 (manufactured by Strides): (c) and prescription 150
mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2011 to 2013 (manufactured by GSK).
Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg
generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants:
Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, and Sandoz. Thus, BI, Sanofi, Strides, GSK, Amneal, Dr.
Reddy’s, Glenmark, and Sandoz are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless
otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

143. Plaintiff Timberly Goble (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Indiana. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2010 to 2013
while a citizen of Texas, in or around 2014 while a citizen of Missouri, from approximately 2013
to 2019 while a citizen of Indiana, and from approximately 2019 to 2020 while a citizen of
Kentucky. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included the
following: (a) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately
March 2010 to August 2013 in Texas while a citizen of Texas; (b) prescription 150 mg generic
ranitidine tablets and capsules in or around 2014 in Missouri while a citizen of Missouri; (c)
prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2013 to 2019 in
Indiana while a citizen of Indiana (manufactured by Strides and Glenmark); and (d) prescription

150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2019 to 2020 in Kentucky
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while a citizen of Kentucky (manufactured by Glenmark). Further, based on the limited discovery
obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, Strides,
Glenmark, and Teva. Thus, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, Glenmark, and Teva are “Defendants”
for purchases made in Texas while a citizen of Texas, unless otherwise specified; Amneal, Dr.
Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Teva are “Defendants” for purchases made in Missouri while a
citizen of Missouri, unless otherwise specified; Glenmark, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, Strides,
and Teva are “Defendants” for purchases made in Indiana while a citizen of Indiana, unless
otherwise specified; and Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Strides, and Sandoz are “Defendants”
for purchases made in Kentucky while a citizen of Kentucky, unless otherwise specified. As a
result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions,
Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and,
therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in
the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

144.  Plaintiff Tracy Wells (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a citizen of
Indiana. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2013 to 2019 in
Indiana. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically included the
following: (a) OTC 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2013 to 2019,
manufactured by Bl and Sanofi; and (b) prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
from approximately 2013 to 2019. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date,
Plaintiff purchased prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by
one or more of the following defendants: Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus,

BI, Sanofi, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes
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of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,
wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

lowa

145.  Plaintiff Brian Nervig (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
lowa. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2010 to 2020 in
lowa. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically included prescription
Zantac tablets and capsules beginning in approximately 2010, manufactured by GSK. Plaintiff also
purchased OTC 75 mg and 150 mg Walgreens-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules from
Walgreens from approximately 2015 to 2020 but, based on the limited available sources of
information and discovery conducted to date, does not yet know the specific manufacturer(s) of
the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules. During the time period in question, Dr. Reddy’s,
Apotex, Strides, and Perrigo manufactured OTC 75 mg and 150 mg Walgreens-branded ranitidine
tablets and capsules for Walgreens, and, therefore, Dr. Reddy’s, Apotex, Strides, and Perrigo are
named as Defendants until adequate information is produced to identify the specific entity(ies) that
manufactured the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules purchased by Plaintiff. Thus, GSK,
Dr. Reddy’s, Apotex, Walgreens, Strides, and Perrigo are “Defendants” for the purposes of
Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,
wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result

of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.
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146. Plaintiff Tracy Losee (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
lowa. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2017 to February
2020 in lowa. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically included
prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2017 to February
2020, manufactured by Dr. Reddy’s. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date,
Plaintiff purchased prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by
one or more of the following Defendants: Glenmark, Sandoz, and Strides. Thus, Dr. Reddy’s,
Glenmark, Sandoz, and Strides are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless
otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

147.  Plaintiff Charles Longfield (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a
citizen of Nebraska. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 1995
to 1996 while a citizen of Maryland, approximately 1997 to 2010 while a citizen of Wyoming,
approximately 2011 while a citizen of Maryland, and approximately 2012 to 2019 while a citizen
of lowa. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically included: (a) OTC
Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 1995 to 1996 while a citizen of Maryland
(manufactured by GSK and Pfizer); (b) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 1997
to 2010 while a citizen of Wyoming (manufactured by GSK, Pfizer, and BI); (c) OTC Zantac
tablets and capsules in or about 2011 while a citizen of Maryland, manufactured by BI; (d) OTC

Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2012 to 2019 while a citizen of lowa
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(manufactured by BI and Sanofi); and (e) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and
capsules from approximately 2015 to November 2019 in lowa while a citizen of lowa. Further,
based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg generic
ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal,
Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus, GSK, Pfizer, and BI are “Defendants”
with respect to purchases made in Maryland while a citizen of Maryland, unless otherwise
specified; GSK, Pfizer, and BI are “Defendants” with respect to purchases made in Wyoming
while a citizen of Wyoming, unless otherwise specified; and BI, Sanofi, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s,
Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” with respect to purchases made in lowa
while a citizen of Iowa, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of
warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-
Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the
time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as
a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

Kentucky

148. Plaintiff Janet Asbury (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Kentucky. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2003 to 2013
in Kentucky. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically included: (a)
prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2003 to November
2013; and (b) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2003 to 2013 (manufactured
by Pfizer and BI). Plaintiff also purchased OTC 150 mg Rite Aid-branded ranitidine tablets and
capsules from Rite Aid from approximately 2011 to 2013 but, based on the limited available
sources of information and discovery conducted to date, does not yet know the specific

manufacturer(s) of the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules. During the time period in
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question, Perrigo and Strides manufactured OTC 150 mg Rite-Aid branded ranitidine tablets and
capsules for Rite Aid, and, therefore, Perrigo and Strides are named as Defendants until adequate
information is produced to identify the specific entity(ies) that manufactured the store-branded
ranitidine tablets and capsules purchased by Plaintiff. Further, based on the limited discovery
obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark,
Sandoz, and Teva. Thus, GSK, Pfizer, BI, Perrigo, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Rite
Aid, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise
specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations
and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human
ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered
concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

Louisiana

149. Plaintiff Jamie Mckay (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Louisiana. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2018 to
December 2019 in Louisiana. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically
included OTC 75 mg Zantac tablets and capsules in or around 2018, manufactured by Sanofi; and
prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2018 to December
2019. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription
generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants:
Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Strides, and Sandoz. Thus, Sanofi, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s,
Glenmark, Strides, and Sandoz are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless
otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and

misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
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unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

150. Plaintiff Randy Jones (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Louisiana. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 1995 to 2020
in Louisiana. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically included: (a)
prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine from approximately 2002 to 2020 (manufactured by
Glenmark); (b) prescription 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules (manufactured by GSK); and (c)
OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 1995 to 1997 and 2018 to 2020
(manufactured by Sanofi, GSK, Pfizer, and Bl). Plaintiff also purchased OTC 150 mg Walmart-
branded ranitidine tablets and capsules from Walmart from approximately 2018 to 2020 but, based
on the limited available sources of information and discovery conducted to date, does not yet know
the specific manufacturer(s) of the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules. During the time
period in question, Perrigo, Dr. Reddy’s, Strides, and Apotex manufactured OTC 150 mg
Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for Walmart, and, therefore, Perrigo, Dr. Reddy’s,
Strides, and Apotex are named as Defendants until adequate information is produced to identify
the specific entity(ies) that manufactured the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules
purchased by Plaintiff. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff
purchased additional prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by
one or more of the following Defendants: Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus, GSK,
Sanofi, BI, Pfizer, Glenmark, Perrigo, Dr. Reddy’s, Apotex, Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, Strides,
Walmart, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise

specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations

- 65 -



Case 9:20-md-02924-RLR Document 2835 Entered on FLSD Docket 02/22/2021 Page 103 of
4459

and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human
ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered
concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

Maryland

151.  Plaintiff Alberta Griffin (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Maryland.  Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Maryland from
approximately 2000 to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included: (a) prescription Zantac tablets and capsules beginning in approximately 2000
(manufactured by GSK); (b) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from
approximately 2013 to 2020 (manufactured by Strides and Glenmark); and (c) OTC Zantac tablets
and capsules from approximately 2000 to 2020 (manufactured by Pfizer, BI, and Sanofi). Further,
based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg generic
ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal,
Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, and Teva. Thus, GSK, Strides, Glenmark, Pfizer, BI, Sanofi, Amneal, Dr.
Reddy’s, Sandoz, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless
otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

152.  Plaintiff Darlene Whittington-Coates (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”)
is a citizen of Maryland. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately
2017 to October 2019 in Maryland. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased

specifically included prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from

- 66 -



Case 9:20-md-02924-RLR Document 2835 Entered on FLSD Docket 02/22/2021 Page 104 of
4459

approximately 2017 to October 2019, manufactured by Amneal. Further, based on the limited
discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and
capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark,
Sandoz, and Strides. Thus, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Strides are “Defendants”
for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’
breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased
Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were
worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

153.  Plaintiff Ida Adams (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Maryland. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2000 to 2005
and 2012 as a citizen of West Virginia, and from approximately 2005 to 2017 as a citizen of
Maryland. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included the
following: (a) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2005 to 2017 in Maryland
while a citizen of Maryland (manufactured by Pfizer, Bl and Sanofi); and (b) OTC Zantac tablets
and capsules from approximately 2000 to 2005 and 2012 in West Virginia while a citizen of West
Virginia (manufactured by Pfizer and BI). Thus, Pfizer, BI and Sanofi are “Defendants” with
respect to purchases made in Maryland while a citizen of Maryland, unless otherwise specified;
and Pfizer and Bl are “Defendants” with respect to purchases made in West Virginia while a citizen
of West Virginia, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,
wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing

Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
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purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

Massachusetts

154.  Plaintiff Ana Guzman (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a citizen of
Massachusetts.  Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Massachusetts from
approximately 1997 to February 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included: (a) prescription 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules beginning in
approximately 1997, manufactured by GSK; and (b) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets
and capsules from approximately 2006 to February 2020, manufactured by Glenmark, Strides,
Amneal, and Teva. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased
prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following
Defendants: Dr. Reddy’s and Sandoz. Thus, GSK, Glenmark, Strides, Amneal, Teva, Dr.
Reddy’s, and Sandoz are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise
specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations
and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human
ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered
concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

155. Plaintiff Jose Amado (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Massachusetts. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2015 to
2018 in Massachusetts. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically
included and prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2015 to 2018.
Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription generic
ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal,

Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark,
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Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise
specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations
and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human
ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered
concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

156. Plaintiff Michelle Smith (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a citizen
of Massachusetts. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2015
to November 2019 in Massachusetts. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased
specifically included: (a) OTC 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2015 to
November 2019, manufactured by Bl and Sanofi; and (b) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine
tablets and capsules from approximately 2015 to November 2019. Further, based on the limited
discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark,
Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus, BI, Sanofi, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides,
and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a
result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions,
Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and,
therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in
the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

157.  Plaintiff Jennifer Bond (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Massachusetts. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2010
to September 2019 in Massachusetts and New Hampshire. The Ranitidine-Containing Products

Plaintiff purchased specifically included: (a) OTC 75 mg and 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules
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from approximately 2010 to 2013 and 2017 to September 2019 while a citizen of Massachusetts
(manufactured by Bl and Sanofi); and (b) OTC 75 mg and 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules
from approximately 2013 to 2017 while a citizen of New Hampshire, manufactured by BI.
Plaintiff also purchased OTC Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules from Walmart in
Massachusetts while a citizen of Massachusetts, but, based on the limited available sources of
information and discovery conducted to date, does not yet know the specific manufacturer(s) of
the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules. During the time period in question, Perrigo, Dr.
Reddy’s, Strides, and Apotex manufactured OTC Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules
for Walmart, and, therefore, Perrigo, Dr. Reddy’s, Strides, and Apotex are named as Defendants
until adequate information is produced to identify the specific entity(ies) that manufactured the
store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules purchased by Plaintiff. Thus, BI, Sanofi, Walmart,
Perrigo, Dr. Reddy’s, Strides, and Apotex are “Defendants” with respect to purchases made in
Massachusetts while a citizen of Massachusetts, unless otherwise specified, and Bl is a
“Defendant” with respect to purchases made in New Hampshire while a citizen of New Hampshire,
unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

158.  Plaintiff Rafael Bermudez (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintift”) is a citizen
of New Hampshire. Plaintiff purchased and used Ranitidine-Containing Products from
approximately 2009 to February 2020 in Massachusetts and New Hampshire. The Ranitidine-

Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically included: (a) OTC 150 mg Zantac tablets and
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capsules from approximately 2009 to 2016 while a citizen of Massachusetts, manufactured by Bl;
(b) OTC 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2016 to February 2020 while a
citizen of New Hampshire (manufactured by Bl and Sanofi); (c) prescription generic ranitidine
tablets and capsules from approximately 2014 to 2016 while a citizen of Massachusetts; and (d)
prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2016 to February 2020
while a citizen of New Hampshire. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date,
Plaintiff purchased prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or
more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva.
Thus, BI, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” with
respect to purchases made in Massachusetts while a citizen of Massachusetts, unless otherwise
specified, and BI, Sanofi, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are
“Defendants” with respect to purchases made in New Hampshire while a citizen of New
Hampshire, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,
wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.
Michigan

159. Plaintiff Arthur Gamble (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff™), is a citizen
of Michigan. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2017 to
May 2018 in Michigan. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically
included; (a) prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2017 to May
2018; and (b) OTC 75 mg and 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2017 to

May 2018, manufactured by Sanofi. Plaintiff also purchased OTC 75 mg and 150 mg CVS Health-
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branded ranitidine tablets and capsules from CVS from approximately 2017 to May 2018 but,
based on the limited available sources of information and discovery conducted to date, does not
yet know the specific manufacturer of the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules. During
the time period in question, Strides, Dr. Reddy’s, and Perrigo manufactured OTC 75 mg and 150
mg CVS-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for CVS, and, therefore, Strides, Dr. Reddy’s, and
Perrigo are named as Defendants until adequate information is produced to identify the specific
entity(ies) that manufactured the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules purchased by
Plaintiff. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription
generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants:
Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Strides. Thus, Sanofi, CVS, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s,
Glenmark, Perrigo, Sandoz, and Strides are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims,
unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

160. Plaintiff Benny Cope (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Michigan. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2016 to
December 2019 in Michigan. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically
included prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2016 to
December 2019, manufactured by Amneal. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to
date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured

by one or more of the following Defendants: Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva.
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Thus, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for the
purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of
warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-
Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the
time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as
a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

161. Plaintiff Jerry Hunt (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Michigan. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 1989 to
December 2019 in Michigan. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically
included: (a) prescription Zantac tablets and capsules beginning in approximately 1989
(manufactured by GSK); (b) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from
approximately 1997 to 2020 (manufactured by Glenmark and Sandoz); and (c) OTC Zantac tablets
and capsules from approximately 1995 until 2020 (manufactured by GSK, Pfizer, Bl, and Sanofi).
Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription generic
ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal,
Dr. Reddy’s, BI, Strides, and Teva. Thus, GSK, Glenmark, Sandoz, Pfizer, Bl, Sanofi, Dr.
Reddy’s, Amneal, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless
otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful

conduct.
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162. Plaintiff Jody Beal (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Michigan. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2008 to
January 2020 in Michigan. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically
included: (a) prescription 150 mg and 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from
approximately 2010 to January 2020 (manufactured by Amneal and Glenmark); and (b) OTC
Zantac tablets and capsules from 2010 to January 2020 (manufactured by Bl and Sanofi). Further,
based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased additional prescription generic
ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Dr.
Reddy’s, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus, Amneal, BI, Sanofi, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz,
Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise
specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations
and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human
ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered
concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

163.  Plaintiff Judy Wilmot (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Michigan. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2019 to 2020
in Michigan. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically included
prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2019 to 2020,
manufactured by Glenmark. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff
purchased prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the
following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, and Strides. Thus, Glenmark, Amneal, Dr.
Reddy’s, Sandoz, and Strides are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless

otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
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misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

164. Plaintiff Lakisha Wilson (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintift”) is a citizen
of Michigan. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 1997 to
2017 in Michigan. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically included
prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 1997 to 2017,
manufactured by Amneal; and OTC Zantac tablets and capsules on or around 1997 and from
approximately 2010 to 2011, manufactured by GSK, Pfizer, and Bl. Further, based on the limited
discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, BI, Sandoz,
Strides, and Teva. Thus, Amneal, GSK, Pfizer, BI, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, BI, Sandoz, Strides,
and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a
result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions,
Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and,
therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in
the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

165.  Plaintiff Myra Allen (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Michigan. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Michigan from approximately
2010 to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included
prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2010 to 2020.

Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription generic
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ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides,
and Teva. Thus, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for
the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches
of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased
Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were
worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

Minnesota

166. Plaintiff Brad Hoag (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Minnesota. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Minnesota from approximately
2010 to 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included
OTC 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules manufactured by Bl and Sanofi from approximately 2010
to 2019. Plaintiff also purchased OTC 150 mg CVS-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules from
CVS from approximately 2010 to 2019 but, based on the limited available sources of information
and discovery conducted to date, does not yet know the specific manufacturer(s) of the store-
branded ranitidine tablets and capsules. During the time period in question, Dr. Reddy’s, Strides,
and Perrigo manufactured OTC 150 mg CVS-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for CVS,
and, therefore, Dr. Reddy’s, Strides, and Perrigo are named as Defendants until adequate
information is produced to identify the specific entity(ies) that manufactured the store-branded
ranitidine tablets and capsules purchased by Plaintiff. Thus, Dr. Reddy’s Perrigo, Strides, CVS,
BI and Sanofi are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified.
As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and

omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human
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ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered
concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

167. Plaintiff Donald Northrup (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a
citizen of Minnesota. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Minnesota from
approximately 2000 to 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included (a) OTC 75 mg Zantac tablets and capsules, manufactured by Pfizer, Bl, and
Sanofi from approximately 2000 to 2019; (b) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and
capsules from approximately 2000 to 2019; and (c) prescription 150 mg Zantac tablets and
capsules, manufactured by GSK during the same time period. Further, based on the limited
discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and
capsules manufactured by one or more of the following defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s,
Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus, GSK, Pfizer, BI, Sanofi, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s,
Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims,
unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

168. Plaintiff Sandra Erickson-Brown (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is
a citizen of Minnesota. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Minnesota from
approximately 1983 to 2018. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included: (a) prescription Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 1983 to

1996 (manufactured by GSK); and (b) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
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from approximately 2003 to 2016 (manufactured by Glenmark). Plaintiff also purchased OTC 75
mg and 150 mg Walmart-branded and Walgreens-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules from
Walmart and Walgreens, respectively, until approximately 2018, but, based on the limited
available sources of information and discovery conducted to date, does not yet know the specific
manufacturer(s) of the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules. During the time period in
question, Perrigo, Dr. Reddy’s, Strides, and Apotex manufactured OTC 75 and 150 mg Walmart-
branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for Walmart, and Dr. Reddy’s, Strides, Perrigo, and Apotex
manufactured OTC 75 mg and 150 mg Walgreens-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for
Walgreens, and, therefore, Dr. Reddy’s, Perrigo, Strides, and Apotex are named as Defendants
until adequate information is produced to identify the specific entity(ies) that manufactured the
store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules purchased by Plaintiff. Further, based on the limited
discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and
capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz,
Strides, and Teva. Thus, GSK, Glenmark, Dr. Reddy’, Amneal, Sandoz, Strides, Teva, Perrigo,
Apotex, Walgreens, and Walmart are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless
otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

169. Plaintiff John Scholl (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Minnesota. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in approximately 2005 in North

Dakota, and from approximately 2005 to 2016 in Minnesota. The Ranitidine-Containing Products
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purchased by Plaintiff specifically included: (a) OTC 75 mg Zantac tablets and capsules in North
Dakota in approximately 2005, manufactured by Pfizer; and (b) OTC 75 mg Zantac tablets and
capsules from approximately 2005 to 2016 in Minnesota (manufactured by Pfizer and BI). Thus,
Pfizer and BI are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims with respect to purchases
made in Minnesota while a citizen of Minnesota, and Pfizer is a “Defendant” for the purposes of
Plaintiffs’ claims with respect to purchases made in North Dakota while a citizen of North Dakota,
unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.
Mississippi

170. Plaintiff Beverly Crosby (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Mississippi.  Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Mississippi from
approximately 2000 to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included: (a) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from
approximately 2014 to 2020 (manufactured by Strides and Amneal); and (b) OTC Zantac tablets
and capsules from approximately 2000 to 2014 (manufactured by Pfizer and BI). Further, based
on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff also purchased prescription generic ranitidine
tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Dr. Reddy’s,
Glenmark, Sandoz, and Teva. Thus, Amneal, BI, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Pfizer, Sandoz, Strides,
and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As
a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and

omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human
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ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered
concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

171. Plaintiff David Weatherly (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Mississippi. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2017 to
2019 in Mississippi. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically included
prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2017 to 20109.
Based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription generic ranitidine
tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Dr. Reddy’s,
Glenmark, Sandoz, and Strides. Thus Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Strides are
“Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of
Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff
purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore,
were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

172.  Plaintiff Dorothy King (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Mississippi. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Mississippi from
approximately 2019 to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from
approximately 2019 to 2020 manufactured by Strides and Glenmark. Further, based on the limited
discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff also purchased prescription generic ranitidine tablets and
capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Dr. Reddy’s, and Sandoz.
Thus, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Strides are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s

claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful
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acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products
that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus,
Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’
wrongful conduct.

173. Plaintiff John Rachal (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Mississippi. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Mississippi from
approximately 2000 to October 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included OTC 75 mg and 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately
2000 to 2019 (manufactured by Pfizer, BI, and Sanofi). Thus, Pfizer, BIl, and Sanofi are
“Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of
Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff
purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore,
were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

174.  Plaintiff Korcis McMillian (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a
citizen of Mississippi. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately
2013 to 2020 in Mississippi. The Ranitidine-Containing Products Plaintiff purchased specifically
included prescription 150 mg and 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from
approximately 2013 to 2020, manufactured by Strides, Glenmark, and Amneal. Further, based on
the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased additional prescription generic
ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Dr.
Reddy’s, Sandoz, and Teva. Thus, Strides, Glenmark, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, and Teva

are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of
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Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff
purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore,
were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

175. Plaintiff Lora Mauffray (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Mississippi.  Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Mississippi from
approximately 2015 to October 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from
approximately 2015 to 2019. Plaintiff also purchased OTC 150 mg Walmart-branded ranitidine
tablets and capsules from Walmart, from approximately 2015-2019, but, based on the limited
available sources of information and discovery conducted to date, does not yet know the specific
manufacturer(s) of the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules. During the time period in
question, Dr. Reddy’s, Perrigo, Strides, and Apotex manufactured OTC 150 mg Walmart-branded
ranitidine tablets and capsules for Walmart, and, therefore, Dr. Reddy’s Perrigo, Strides, and
Apotex are named as Defendants until adequate information is produced to identify the specific
entity(ies) that manufactured the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules purchased by
Plaintiff. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription
150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following
Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus, Dr. Reddy’s
Perrigo, Apotex, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, Teva, and Walmart are
“Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of
Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff

purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore,
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were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

176. Plaintiff Martha Summers (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Mississippi. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Arkansas, Missouri, and
Mississippi from approximately 2006 to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by
Plaintiff specifically included: (a) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules in
Arkansas from approximately 2006 to 2007 and 2012-2020 (manufactured by Glenmark); (b)
prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules in Mississippi in 2017-019
(manufactured by Glenmark); and (c) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
in Missouri from 2007 to 2012 (manufactured by Glenmark). Further, based on the limited
discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased additional prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine
tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr.
Reddy’s, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva in Arkansas; Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz and Strides while
residing in Mississippi; and Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, and Teva while residing in Missouri.
Thus, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for the
purposes of Plaintiff’s claims for purchases in Arkansas while residing in Arkansas; Amneal, Dr.
Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Strides are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims
for purchases in Mississippi while residing in Mississippi; and Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark,
Sandoz, and Teva are “Defendants” for purposes of Plaintiff’s claims for purchases in Missouri
while residing in Missouri, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of
warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-

Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the
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time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as
a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

177.  Plaintiff Michelle Tinker (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Mississippi.  Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Mississippi from
approximately 2014 to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included prescription generic 150 mg ranitidine tablets and capsules from
approximately 2014 to 2020 in Mississippi manufactured by Amneal, Glenmark and Strides.
Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff also purchased prescription
generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants:
Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, and Teva. Thus Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides and Teva
are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of
Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff
purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore,
were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

178.  Plaintiff Shirley Magee (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a citizen
of Mississippi.  Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Mississippi from
approximately 1984 to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included: (a) prescription Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 1984 to
1997 (manufactured by GSK); and (b) OTC 150 mg ranitidine tablets and capsules from Wal-Mart
until approximately 2020 (manufactured by Perrigo). Plaintiff also purchased additional OTC 150
mg Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules from Walmart, until approximately 2020, but,

based on the limited available sources of information and discovery conducted to date, does not
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yet know the specific manufacturer(s) of the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules. During
the time period in question, Dr. Reddy’s, Strides, and Apotex also manufactured OTC 150 mg
Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for Walmart, and, therefore, Dr. Reddy’s, Strides,
and Apotex are also named as Defendants until adequate information is produced to identify the
specific entity(ies) that manufactured the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules purchased
by Plaintiff. Thus, GSK, Walmart, Dr. Reddy’s, Perrigo, Strides, and Apotex are “Defendants”
for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’
breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased
Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were
worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

Missouri

179. Plaintiff Antrenise Campbell (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a
citizen of Missouri. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Missouri from
approximately 1998 to 2013. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included: (a) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from
approximately 1998 to 2008; and (b) OTC 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately
2008 to 2013, manufactured by BIl. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date,
Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by
one or more of the following Defendants: Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, and Teva. Thus, BI, Dr. Reddy’s,
Sandoz, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise
specified. As aresult of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations

and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human
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ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered
concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

180. Plaintiff Brenda Newcomb (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a
citizen of Missouri. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Missouri from
approximately 2016 to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from
approximately 2016 to 2020 manufactured by Strides. Further, based on the limited discovery
obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark,
Sandoz, and Teva. Thus, Strides, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Teva are
“Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of
Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff
purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore,
were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

181. Plaintiff Cynthia Gibbs (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Missouri. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Missouri from approximately
2005 to 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included
prescription 150 mg and 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2005
to 2019. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription
generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants:
Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides and Teva. Thus, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s,

Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless
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otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

182. Plaintiff Elaine Aaron (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Missouri. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Missouri from approximately
2009 to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included
prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2009 to 2020
manufactured by Sandoz and Glenmark. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date,
Plaintiff purchased additional prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Strides, and
Teva. Thus, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides and Teva are “Defendants” for the
purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of
warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-
Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the
time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as
a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

183.  Plaintiff Lisa Deckard (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Missouri. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Missouri from approximately
2013 to 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included
prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2013 to 2019.

Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg
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generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants:
Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s,
Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless
otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

184. Plaintiff Lorie Kendall-Songer (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”) is a
citizen of Missouri. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2016
to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included OTC
150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2016 to 2020 (manufactured by Bl and
Sanofi). Thus, BI and Sanofi are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless
otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

Nebraska

185. Plaintiff Gaylord Stauffer (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Nebraska. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Nebraska from 1997 to 2010
and 2013 to 2019 while a citizen of Nebraska. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by
Plaintiff specifically included OTC 75 mg and 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from Nebraska

from 1997 to 2010 and 2013 to 2019 while a citizen of Nebraska (manufactured by GSK, Pfizer,

- 88 -



Case 9:20-md-02924-RLR Document 2835 Entered on FLSD Docket 02/22/2021 Page 126 of
4459

BI, and Sanofi). Thus, GSK, Pfizer, BI, and Sanofi are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s
claims. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations
and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human
ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered
concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

Nevada

186. Plaintiff Cesar Pinon (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Nevada. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Nevada from approximately 2009
to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included OTC 75
mg and 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2009 to 2015 manufactured by
BI. Thus, Bl is a “Defendant” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified.
As a result of Defendant’s breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and
omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human
ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered
concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendant’s wrongful conduct.

New Hampshire

187.  Plaintiff David Rice (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
New Hampshire. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in New Hampshire from
approximately 2005 to November 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by
Plaintiff specifically included prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from
approximately 2005 to 2019 manufactured by Strides. Further, based on the limited discovery
obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark,

Sandoz, and Teva. Thus, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are
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“Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of
Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff
purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore,
were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

New Jersey

188.  Plaintiff James Adamo (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a citizen
of New Jersey. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in New Jersey from
approximately 2008 to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included: (a) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules in or around
approximately 2008; and (b) OTC 75 mg and 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from
approximately 2008 to 2020 manufactured by Bl and Sanofi. Plaintiff also purchased OTC 75 mg
and 150 Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules, purchased from Walmart, from
approximately 2011 to 2018 but, based on the limited available sources of information and
discovery conducted to date, does not yet know the specific manufacturer(s) of the store-branded
ranitidine tablets and capsules. During the time period in question, Dr. Reddy’s Perrigo, Strides,
and Apotex manufactured OTC 75 mg and 150 mg Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and
capsules for Walmart, and, therefore, Dr. Reddy’s, Perrigo, Strides, and Apotex are named as
Defendants until adequate information is produced to identify the specific entity(ies) that
manufactured the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules purchased by Plaintiff. Further,
based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg generic
ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal,
Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Teva. Thus, BI, Sanofi, Amneal, Apotex, Dr. Reddy’s,

Glenmark, Perrigo, Sandoz, Strides, Teva, and Walmart are “Defendants” for the purposes of
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Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,
wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

189. Plaintiff Lynn White (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintift”), is a citizen of
New Jersey. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in New Jersey from
approximately 1987 to October 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included: (a) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules in and around
approximately 1997 and November 2019 (manufactured by Glenmark); (b) OTC 150 mg Zantac
tablets and capsules from approximately 2015 (manufactured by Bl); and (c) prescription 150 mg
and 300 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 1987 to 2019 (manufactured by GSK).
Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg
generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following defendants:
Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, and Strides. Thus, GSK, BI, Walgreens, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s,
Glenmark, Sandoz and Strides are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless
otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

190. Plaintiff Mary McMillan (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a citizen

of New Jersey. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in New Jersey from

-91 -



Case 9:20-md-02924-RLR Document 2835 Entered on FLSD Docket 02/22/2021 Page 129 of
4459

approximately 2012 to September 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by
Plaintiff specifically included: (a) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from
approximately 2012 to 2019; and (b) OTC 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from 2012 to 2019
manufactured by Bl and Sanofi. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff
purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or
more of the following defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva.
Thus, BI, Sanofi, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants”
for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’
breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased
Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were
worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

191. Plaintiff Mary Moronski (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a citizen
of New Jersey. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in New Jersey from
approximately 2011 to 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included: (a) prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately
2012 to 2019 manufactured by Amneal, Glenmark, and Dr. Reddy’s; and (b) OTC 150 mg Zantac
tablets and capsules from approximately 2011 to 2019 (manufactured by Bl and Sanofi). Further,
based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased additional prescription generic
ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Sandoz,
Strides, and Teva. Thus, BI, Sanofi, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva
are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of

Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff
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purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore,
were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

192. Plaintiff Sayed Eldomiaty (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), is a
citizen of New Jersey. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in New Jersey from
approximately 2009 to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included: (a) prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from
approximately 2012 to 2020 manufactured by Glenmark; and (b) OTC 150 mg Zantac tablets and
capsules from 2009 to 2012 manufactured by BI. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained
to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva.
Thus, BI, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of
Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,
wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

New Mexico

193.  Plaintiff Carrie Martinez (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of New Mexico. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in New Mexico from
approximately 2008 to 2016. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from
approximately 2008 to 2016 manufactured by Glenmark. Further, based on the limited discovery

obtained to date, Plaintiff also purchased OTC 75 mg and 150 Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets
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and capsules from Walmart, from approximately 2011 to 2016, but, based on the limited available
sources of information and discovery conducted to date, does not yet know the specific
manufacturer(s) of the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules. During the time period in
question, Dr. Reddy’s Perrigo, and Strides manufactured OTC 75 mg and 150 mg Walmart-
branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for Walmart, and, therefore, Dr. Reddy’s, Perrigo, and
Strides are named as Defendants until adequate information is produced to identify the specific
entity(ies) that manufactured the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules purchased by
Plaintiff. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription
150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following
Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s,
Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, Walmart, Teva, and Perrigo are “Defendants” for the purposes of
Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,
wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

194.  Plaintiff Ernesto Sanchez (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintift”), is a citizen
of New Mexico. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in New Mexico from
approximately 2012 to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included: (a) prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from
approximately 2012 to 2020 manufactured by Glenmark; and (b) OTC 150 mg Zantac tablets and
capsules from approximately 2012 to 2020 manufactured by Bl and Sanofi. Plaintiff also

purchased OTC CVS-branded, Walgreens-branded, and Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and
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capsules from CVS, Walgreens, and Walmart, respectively, in the same time frame as above, but,
based on the limited available sources of information and discovery conducted to date, does not
yet know the specific manufacturer(s) of the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules. During
the time period in question, Dr. Reddy’s, Strides, and Perrigo manufactured OTC CVS-branded
ranitidine tablets and capsules for CVS; Dr. Reddy’s Perrigo, Strides, and Apotex manufactured
OTC Walgreens-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for Walgreens; and Dr. Reddy’s Perrigo,
Strides and Apotex manufactured OTC Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for
Walmart, therefore, Dr. Reddy’s Perrigo, Strides, and Apotex are named as Defendants until
adequate information is produced to identify the specific entity(ies) that manufactured the store-
branded ranitidine tablets and capsules purchased by Plaintiff. Further, based on the limited
discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and
capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, Strides,
and Teva. Thus, BI, Sanofi, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, Teva, CVS, Walgreens,
Walmart, Perrigo, and Apotex are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless
otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

195. Plaintiff George Tapia (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a citizen
of New Mexico. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in New Mexico from
approximately 2012 to February 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff

specifically included: (a) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from
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approximately 2013 to 2020 manufactured by Strides; and (b) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules
from approximately 2013 to 2020 manufactured by Bl and Sanofi. Plaintiff also purchased OTC
Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules from Walmart from approximately 2012 to 2014
but, based on the limited available sources of information and discovery conducted to date, does
not yet know the specific manufacturer(s) of the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules.
During the time period in question, Dr. Reddy’s Perrigo, and Strides manufactured OTC Walmart-
branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for Walmart, and, therefore, Dr. Reddy’s, Perrigo, and
Strides are named as Defendants until adequate information is produced to identify the specific
entity(ies) that manufactured the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules purchased by
Plaintiff. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased additional
prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the
following defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Teva. Thus, BI, Sanofi,
Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Perrigo, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, Walmart, and Teva are “Defendants”
for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’
breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased
Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were
worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

196. Plaintiff Inez Mazon (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
New Mexico. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in New Mexico from
approximately July 2018 to November 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by
Plaintiff specifically included prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from

approximately 2018 to 2019 manufactured by Strides. Further, based on the limited discovery
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obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, and Sandoz.
Thus, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Strides are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s
claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful
acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products
that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus,
Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’
wrongful conduct.

197.  Plaintiff Josefina Griego (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of New Mexico. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in New Mexico from
approximately 2018 to November 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by
Plaintiff specifically included prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from
approximately 2018 to 2019. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff
purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or
more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, and Strides. Thus, Amneal, Dr.
Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Strides are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims,
unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

198.  Plaintiff Phyllis Gallegos (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen

of New Mexico. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2018 to
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February 2020 in New Mexico. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from
approximately 2018 to 2020. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff
purchased prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or
more of the following Defendants: Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Strides. Thus, Dr.
Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Strides are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims,
unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

New York

199. Plaintiff Aida Carlo (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
New York. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in New York from approximately
April 2019 to July 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically
included prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by Strides.
Thus, Strides is a “Defendant” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified.
As a result of Defendant’s breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and
omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human
ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered
concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendant’s wrongful conduct.

200. Plaintiff Benny Fazio (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintift”), is a citizen of
New York. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in New York from approximately

May 2000 to November 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
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specifically included: (a) prescription 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately
2000 to 2004 manufactured by GSK; (b) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and
capsules from approximately 2004 to November 2019 manufactured by Sandoz and Strides; and
(c) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from 2000 to November 2019 manufactured by Pfizer, Bl,
and Sanofi. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased
prescription 150 mg ranitidine manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants:
Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, and Teva. Thus, GSK, Pfizer, BI, Sanofi, Sandoz, Strides,
Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims,
unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

201. Plaintiff Francis Neary (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of New York. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in New York from
approximately 2014 through February 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by
Plaintiff specifically included OTC Zantac tablets and capsules manufactured by Bl and Sanofi.
Thus, BI and Sanofi are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise
specified. As aresult of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations
and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human
ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered

concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.
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202.  Plaintiff Glorimar Rodriguez (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a
citizen of New York. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in New York from
approximately 2009 until October 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by
Plaintiff specifically included the following: (a) 150 mg prescription ranitidine tablets and capsules
from approximately 2009 to 2019; and (b) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately
2009 to 2019 manufactured by Bl and Sanofi. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to
date, Plaintiff purchased prescription generic ranitidine in tablets and manufactured by one or more
of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus,
BI, Sanofi, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for the
purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of
warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-
Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the
time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as
a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

203. Plaintiff Joseph Mcpheter (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a
citizen of New York. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in New York from
approximately November 2011 to September 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products
purchased by Plaintiff specifically included: (a) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from
approximately November 2011 to June 2015 manufactured by BI; and (b) prescription 150 mg and
300 mg ranitidine tablets and capsules from June 2015 to September 2019. Further, based on the
limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg and 300 ranitidine
tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr.

Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus, BI, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark,
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Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise
specified. As aresult of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations
and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human
ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered
concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.
204.  Plaintiff Mary Lou Wagner (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a
citizen of New York. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in New York from
approximately 2009 to 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included prescription 300 mg ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by Amneal.
Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 300 mg
generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants:
Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark,
Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise
specified. As aresult of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations
and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human
ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered
concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.
205.  Plaintiff Mary McCullen (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of New York. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in New York from
approximately 1998 to February 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included (a) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 1998 to 2019
(manufactured by Pfizer, Bl, and Sanofi); and (b) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets

and capsules manufactured by Amneal. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date,
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Plaintiff also purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine manufactured by one or more of
the following Defendants: Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus, Pfizer, BI,
Sanofi, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for the
purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of
warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-
Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the
time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as
a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

206. Plaintiff Migdalia Kinney (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a
citizen of New York. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately
2012 to 2019 in New York. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included: (a) OTC 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2012
through 2015 and 2016 to 2019 manufactured by Bl and Sanofi; and (b) prescription 150 mg
generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2015 to 2016 manufactured by Sandoz
and Amneal. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased
prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the
following Defendants: Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Strides, and Teva. Thus, BI, Sanofi, Sandoz,
Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s
claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful
acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products
that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus,
Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’

wrongful conduct.
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207. Plaintiff Nereida Cordero (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintift”) is a citizen
of New York. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2015 to
2018. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included
prescription 150 mg ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by Strides. Further, based on
the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff also purchased prescription 150 mg ranitidine
tablets manufactured by one of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark,
Sandoz, and Teva. Thus, Strides, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Teva are
“Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of
Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff
purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore,
were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

208. Plaintiff Phyllis Spuler (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of New York. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in New York from
approximately March 2018 to July 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by
Plaintiff specifically included prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
manufactured by Dr. Reddy’s and Strides. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to
date, Plaintiff also purchased prescription 150 mg generic tablets and capsules manufactured by
one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Glenmark, and Sandoz. Thus, Dr. Reddy’s,
Strides, Amneal, Glenmark, and Sandoz are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims,
unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were

unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
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has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

209. Plaintiff Richard Froehlich (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a
citizen of New York. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in New York from
approximately 2016 to 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included OTC 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules manufactured by Bl and Sanofi.
Plaintiff also purchased 150 mg CVS-branded, Rite Aid-branded, and Walmart-branded ranitidine
tablets and capsules from CVS, Rite-Aid, and Walmart, respectively, from approximately 2016 to
2019 but, based on the limited available sources of information and discovery conducted to date,
does not yet know the specific manufacturer(s) of the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules.
During the time period in question, Dr. Reddy’s, Strides, and Perrigo manufactured 150 mg CVS-
branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for CVS; Apotex, Strides, and Perrigo manufactured 150
mg Rite Aid-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for Rite Aid; and Dr. Reddy’s, Apotex,
Strides, and Perrigo manufactured 150 mg Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for
Walmart, and, therefore, Dr. Reddy’s, Apotex, Strides, and Perrigo are named as Defendants until
adequate information is produced to identify the specific entity(ies) that manufactured the store-
branded ranitidine tablets and capsules purchased by Plaintiff. Thus, CVS, Rite Aid, Walmart, B,
Sanofi, Dr. Reddy’s, Apotex, Strides, and Perrigo are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s
claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful
acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products
that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus,
Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’

wrongful conduct.
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210. Plaintiff Silomie Clarke (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintift”), is a citizen
of New York. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in New York in approximately
2007, 2015, and from approximately 2018 to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased
by Plaintiff specifically included: (a) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
in 2007 and 2015, and 300 mg prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules in approximately
2018 to 2020, manufactured by Glenmark; and (b) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules on a periodic
basis from approximately 2018 to 2020 manufactured by Sanofi. Further, based on the limited
discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff also purchased prescription 150 mg and 300 mg generic tablets
and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s,
Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus, Sanofi, Amneal, Glenmark, Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, Strides, and
Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result
of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions,
Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and,
therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in
the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

211. Plaintiff Steven Murdock (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of New York. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in New York from
approximately February 2019 to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules. Plaintiff
purchased 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by Glenmark. Further,
based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff also purchased prescription 150 mg
generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants:

Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Strides. Thus, Glenmark, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s,

- 105 -



Case 9:20-md-02924-RLR Document 2835 Entered on FLSD Docket 02/22/2021 Page 143 of
4459

Glenmark, Sandoz, and Strides are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless
otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

212.  Plaintiff Yesenia Melillo (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a citizen
of New York. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in New York from
approximately November 2018 to May 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by
Plaintiff specifically included OTC 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules manufactured by Sanofi.
Thus, Sanofi is a “Defendant” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified.
As a result of Defendant’s breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and
omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human
ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered
concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

North Carolina

213. Plaintiff Acia D’amore (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of North Carolina. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in North Carolina from
approximately July 2018 to November 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by
Plaintiff specifically included prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from
approximately 2018 to 2019. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff
purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or
more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Strides. Thus,

Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Strides are “Defendants” for the purposes of
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Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,
wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

214. Plaintiff Dennis Robbins (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a citizen
of North Carolina. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in North Carolina from
approximately 1985 to October 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included (a) prescription 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 1985
to 1997 (manufactured by GSK); (b) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 1995
to 2019 (manufactured by GSK, Pfizer, Bl, and Sanofi); and (c) prescription 150 mg generic
ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 1997 to 2019 (manufactured by Amneal).
Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff also purchased 150 mg
prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following
Defendants: Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus, GSK, Pfizer, BI, Sanofi,
Amneal, BI, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes
of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As aresult of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,
wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

215.  Plaintiff Julie Turner (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a citizen of

North Carolina. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in North Carolina from
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approximately 2013 to January 2018. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included: (a) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from
approximately 2013 to 2018 manufactured by Teva and Amneal; and (b) prescription 150 mg
Zantac tablets in or around this time manufactured by GSK. Further, based on the limited
discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff also purchased prescription generic ranitidine tablets and
capsules manufactured by one or more of the following defendants: Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark,
Sandoz, and Strides. Thus, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, GSK, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are
“Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of
Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff
purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore,
were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

216. Plaintiff Patricia Frazier (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a citizen
of North Carolina. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in North Carolina from
approximately 2008 to May 2015. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included: (a) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from
approximately 2008 to 2015; and (b) OTC 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately
2008 to 2015 manufactured by BI. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date,
Plaintiff purchased prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or
more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Teva. Thus, Bl,
Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of
Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,

wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
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Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

217. Plaintiff Sharon Parks (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a citizen of
North Carolina. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in North Carolina from
approximately 2016 to September 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by
Plaintiff specifically included; (a) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from
approximately 2016 to 2019 (manufactured by Amneal); and (b) OTC 150 mg Zantac tablets and
capsules from approximately 2016 to 2019 (manufactured by Bl and Sanofi). Further, based on
the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine
tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following defendants: Dr. Reddy’s,
Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus, BI, Sanofi, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz,
Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise
specified. As aresult of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations
and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human
ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered
concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

218.  Plaintiff Teresa Lee (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
North Carolina. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in North Carolina from
approximately 2016 to 2020 in North Carolina. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by
Plaintiff specifically included prescription 150 mg and 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and
capsules from approximately 2016 to 2020 manufactured by Strides; and OTC 150 mg Zantac

tablets and capsules in or around approximately 2016 manufactured by BIl. Further, based on the
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limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg and 300 mg generic
ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal,
Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Teva. Thus, BI, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz,
Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise
specified. As aresult of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations
and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human
ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered
concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.
Ohio

219.  Plaintiff Chris Troyan (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Ohio. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Ohio from approximately 2002 to
2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included OTC
Zantac tablets and capsules manufactured by Pfizer, BI, and Sanofi. Plaintiff also purchased OTC
75 mg and 150 mg CVS-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules from CVS from approximately
2011 to 2020 but, based on the limited available sources of information and discovery conducted
to date, does not yet know the specific manufacturer(s) of the store-branded ranitidine tablets and
capsules. During the time period in question, Dr. Reddy’s, Strides, and Perrigo manufactured OTC
CVS-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for CVS; and therefore, Dr. Reddy’s, Perrigo, and
Strides are named as Defendants until adequate information is produced to identify the specific
entity(ies) that manufactured the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules purchased by
Plaintiff. Thus, CVS, Pfizer, BI, Sanofi, Dr. Reddy’s, Perrigo, and Strides are “Defendants™ for
the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches
of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased

Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were
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worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

220. Plaintiff Michael Galloway (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a
citizen of Ohio. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Florida from approximately
1997 through 1999 while a resident of Florida, and in Ohio from approximately 1999 through
October 2019 while a resident of Ohio. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included: (a) prescription 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately
1997 through 1999 in Florida while a citizen of Florida (manufactured by GSK); (b) prescription
150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 1997 through 1999 in Florida
while a citizen of Florida; (¢) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 1997 through
1999 in Florida while a citizen of Florida (manufactured by GSK and Pfizer); (d) prescription 150
mg Zantac tablets and capsules beginning in approximately 1999 in Ohio while a citizen of Ohio
(manufactured by GSK); (e) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from
approximately 1999 through October 2019 in Ohio while a citizen of Ohio (manufactured by
Teva); and (f) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 1999 through October 2019
in Ohio while a citizen of Ohio (manufactured by Pfizer, Bl, and Sanofi). Further, based on the
limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine
tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr.
Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus, GSK, Pfizer, Sandoz, and Teva are
“Defendants” with respect to purchases made in Florida while a citizen of Florida unless otherwise
specified; and GSK, Pfizer, BI, Sanofi, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and
Teva are “Defendants” with respect to purchases made in Ohio while a citizen of Ohio unless

otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
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misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

221. Plaintiff Patricia Hess (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a citizen of
Ohio. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Ohio from approximately 2010 to
January 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included
the following: (a) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by Dr.
Reddy’s, Strides, and Sandoz; and (b) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules manufactured by BI.
Plaintiff also purchased OTC CVS-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules from CVS from
approximately 2010 to January 2019 but, based on the limited available sources of information
and discovery conducted to date, does not yet know the specific manufacturer(s) of the store-
branded ranitidine tablets and capsules. During the time period in question, Dr. Reddy’s, Strides,
and Perrigo manufactured OTC CVS-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for CVS, and,
therefore, Dr. Reddy’s, Strides, and Perrigo are named as Defendants until adequate information
is produced to identify the specific entity(ies) that manufactured the store-branded ranitidine
tablets and capsules purchased by Plaintiff. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to
date, Plaintiff purchased additional prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Glenmark, and Teva. Thus,
CVS, BI, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, Teva, and Perrigo are “Defendants”
for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’
breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased

Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were
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worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of

economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

Oklahoma

222. Plaintiff Billy Naab (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Oklahoma. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Oklahoma from approximately
2000 to 2014 and 2017 while residing in Oklahoma, in approximately 2015 while a citizen of
Washington, and in approximately 2016 while a citizen of Idaho. The Ranitidine-Containing
Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included: (a) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from
approximately 2000 to 2014 and 2017 in Oklahoma while a citizen of Oklahoma (manufactured
by Pfizer, BI, and Sanofi); (b) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules in 2017
in Oklahoma while a citizen of Oklahoma; (c) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules in 2015 in
Washington while a citizen of Washington, manufactured by BI; (d) prescription 150 mg generic
ranitidine tablets and capsules in 2015 in Washington while a citizen of Washington; (e) OTC
Zantac tablets and capsules in 2016 in Idaho while a citizen of Idaho, manufactured by BI; and (f)
prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules in 2016 in Idaho while a citizen of
Idaho. Based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg
generic ranitidine manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Sandoz, Strides, and
Teva. Thus, Pfizer, BI, Sanofi, Sandoz, Strides and Teva are “Defendants” with respect to
purchases made in Oklahoma while a citizen of Oklahoma, unless otherwise specified; BI, Sandoz,
and Teva are “Defendants” with respect to purchases made in Washington while a citizen of
Washington, unless otherwise specified; and BI, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” with
respect to purchases made in Idaho while a citizen of Idaho, unless otherwise specified. As a result
of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions,

Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and,

-113 -



Case 9:20-md-02924-RLR Document 2835 Entered on FLSD Docket 02/22/2021 Page 151 of
4459

therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in
the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

223. Plaintiff Demarco Grayson (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a
citizen of Oklahoma. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Oklahoma from
approximately 2011 to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included: (a) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules in the same
approximate time frame (manufactured by Amneal); and (b) OTC 150 mg Zantac tablets and
capsules in the same approximate time frame as well (manufactured by Bl and Sanofi). Based on
the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine
tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following defendants: Dr. Reddy’s,
Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus, BI, Sanofi, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz,
Strides and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise
specified. As aresult of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations
and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human
ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered
concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

Oregon

224.  Plaintiff Kristi Ledbetter (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a citizen
of Oregon. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Oregon from approximately
2011 to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included:
(a) OTC Zantac 150 mg tablets and capsules from approximately 2011 to 2016 manufactured by
BI; and (b) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by Glenmark
and Amneal from approximately 2011 to 2020. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained

to date, Plaintiff also purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
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manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, Strides, and
Teva. Thus, BI, Glenmark, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are
“Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of
Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff
purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore,
were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

Pennsylvania

225.  Plaintiff Carol Loggins (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Pennsylvania. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Pennsylvania from
approximately 2013 to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included prescription 15 mg/ml generic ranitidine syrup from approximately 2013 to
2020. Based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 15 mg/ml
generic ranitidine syrup manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal and
Teva. Thus, Amneal and Teva are “Defendants™ for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless
otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and
misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were
unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff
has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful
conduct.

226. Plaintiff Elmer Cook (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Pennsylvania.  Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Pennsylvania from
approximately March 2019 to February 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by

Plaintiff specifically included prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
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manufactured by Amneal from 2019 to 2020. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to
date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured
by one or more of the following Defendants: Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Strides. Thus,
Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Strides are “Defendants” for the purposes of
Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,
wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

227. Plaintiff Felicia Ball (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a citizen of
Pennsylvania.  Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Pennsylvania from
approximately 2000 to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included: (a) prescription Zantac manufactured by GSK; and (b) prescription 150 mg
and 300 generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately manufactured by Strides and
Amneal. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription
150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following
Defendants: Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Teva; and prescription 300 mg generic tablets
and capsules by one or more of the following Defendants: Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, and Teva.
Thus, GSK, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Strides, Sandoz, and Teva are “Defendants” for the
purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of
warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-

Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the

-116 -



Case 9:20-md-02924-RLR Document 2835 Entered on FLSD Docket 02/22/2021 Page 154 of
4459

time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as
a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

228. Plaintiff Nicholas Hazlett (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintift”) is a citizen
of Pennsylvania.  Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Maryland from
approximately 2005 to 2007 while a resident of Maryland and in Pennsylvania from approximately
2007 to 2020 while a resident of Pennsylvania. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by
Plaintiff specifically included: (a) prescription 15 mg/ml Zantac syrup from approximately 2005
to 2007 in Maryland while a resident of Maryland (manufactured by GSK); (b) prescription 15
mg/ml generic ranitidine syrup from approximately 2005 to 2007 in Maryland while a resident of
Maryland; (c) prescription Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2005 to 2007 in
Maryland a resident of Maryland (manufactured by GSK); (d) prescription 150 mg and 300 mg
generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2005 to 2017 in Maryland while a
resident of Maryland; (e) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2005 to 2007 in
Maryland while a resident of Maryland (manufactured by Pfizer and BI); (f) prescription 15 mg/ml
Zantac syrup beginning in approximately 2007 in Pennsylvania while a resident of Pennsylvania
(manufactured by GSK); (g) prescription 15 mg/ml generic ranitidine syrup from approximately
2007 to 2013 in Pennsylvania while a resident of Pennsylvania; (h) prescription Zantac tablets and
capsules beginning in approximately 2007 in Pennsylvania while a resident of Pennsylvania
(manufactured by GSK); (i) prescription 150 mg and 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and
capsules from approximately 2007 to 2013 in Pennsylvania while a resident of Pennsylvania; and
(J) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2007 to 2020 in Pennsylvania while a
resident of Pennsylvania (manufactured by Bl and Sanofi). Based on the limited discovery

obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased 15 mg/ml prescription generic ranitidine syrup manufactured
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by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal and Teva; and prescription 150 mg and 300
mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following
Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus, GSK, Pfizer, BI,
Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” with respect to
purchased made in Maryland while a citizen of Maryland unless otherwise specified, and GSK,
Pfizer, BI, Sanofi, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants”
with respect to purchased made in Pennsylvania while a citizen of Pennsylvania, unless otherwise
specified. As aresult of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations
and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human
ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered
concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

Puerto Rico

229. Plaintiff Gloria Colon (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a citizen of
Puerto Rico. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Puerto Rico from
approximately 1989 to May 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included: (a) prescription Zantac tablets and capsules manufactured by GSK; (b) OTC
Zantac tablets and capsules manufactured by GSK, Pfizer, Bl, and Sanofi; and (c) prescription 150
mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to
date, Plaintiff also purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark,
Sandoz, Strides and Teva. Plaintiff also purchased OTC Walgreens-branded ranitidine tablets and
capsules from Walgreens from approximately 2011 through May 2019 but, based on the limited
available sources of information and discovery conducted to date, does not yet know the specific

manufacturer(s) of the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules. During the time period in
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question, Dr. Reddy’s, Apotex, Strides, and Perrigo manufactured OTC 150 mg Walgreens-
branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for Walgreens, and, therefore, Dr. Reddy’s, Apotex,
Strides, and Perrigo are named as Defendants until adequate information is produced to identify
the specific entity(ies) that manufactured the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules
purchased by Plaintiff. Thus, Walgreens, GSK, Pfizer, Bl, Sanofi, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s,
Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, Teva, Apotex, and Perrigo are “Defendants” for the purposes of
Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,
wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

South Carolina

230. Plaintiff Annie Johnson (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of South Carolina. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in South Carolina from
approximately 2013 to December 2018. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by
Plaintiff specifically included prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
manufactured by Strides. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff
purchased additional prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by
one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Teva.
Thus, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for the
purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of
warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-

Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the
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time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as
a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

231.  Plaintiff Jeffery Gunwall (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a citizen
of South Carolina. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in South Carolina from
approximately 1990 to June 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included: (a) prescription 300 mg Zantac tablets and capsules manufactured by GSK
beginning in approximately 1990; and (b) prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and
capsules manufactured by Strides and Glenmark from approximately 1997 to June 2019. Further,
based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased additional prescription 300 mg
generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants:
Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, and Teva. Thus, GSK, Strides, Glenmark, Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, and Teva
are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of
Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff
purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore,
were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

232. Plaintiff Michael Futrell (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a citizen
of South Carolina. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in South Carolina from
approximately 2015 to 2020 while a resident of South Carolina. The Ranitidine-Containing
Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included: (a) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine
tablets and capsules manufactured by Glenmark and Strides; and (b) OTC 150 mg Zantac tablets
and capsules manufactured by Bl and Sanofi. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to

date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured
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by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, and Teva. Thus, BI,
Sanofi, Glenmark, Strides, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, and Teva are “Defendants™ for the
purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of
warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-
Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the
time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as
a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

233.  Plaintiff Sharon Mclellan (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of South Carolina. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in South Carolina from
approximately 2005 to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by
Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Teva. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to
date, Plaintiff also purchased prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
manufactured by Strides. Thus, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Teva, and Strides are
“Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of
Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff
purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore,
were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

Tennessee

234. Plaintiff Billie Walker (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Tennessee. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Tennessee from approximately
2008 to December 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically

included prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules. Based on the limited
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discovery obtained to date, Plaintiffs purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and
capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s,
Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides,
and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims. As a result of Defendants’
breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased
Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were
worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

235. Plaintiff Dale Hunter (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a citizen of
Tennessee. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Tennessee from approximately
1995 to October 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically
included the following: (a) OTC 75 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2004 or
2005 to 2019 manufactured by Pfizer, BI, and Sanofi; and (b) prescription 150 mg Zantac tablets
and capsules in or around this time, manufactured by GSK. Thus, GSK, Pfizer, Bl, and Sanofi are
“Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of
Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff
purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore,
were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

236. Plaintiff Eva Broughton (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a citizen
of Tennessee.  Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Tennessee from
approximately 2002 to 2015. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff

specifically included the following: (a) OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2005
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to 2015 manufactured by Pfizer and BI; and (b) prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
from approximately 2002 to 2005. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date,
Plaintiff purchased prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or
more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Teva. Thus,
Pfizer, BI, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes
of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As aresult of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,
wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

237. Plaintiff Jeffrey Garrett (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Tennessee. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Tennessee from
approximately 2015 to 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included OTC 150 mg Walmart-branded tablets and capsules from approximately
2015 to 2019 manufactured by Perrigo. Plaintiff purchased additional OTC 150 mg Walmart-
branded ranitidine tablets and capsules from Walmart, from approximately 2015 to 2019, but based
on the limited available sources of information and discovery conducted to date, does not yet know
the specific manufacturer(s) of the Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules. During the
time period in question, Strides, Dr. Reddy’s, and Apotex also manufactured OTC 150 mg
Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for Walmart, and, therefore, Strides, Dr. Reddy’s
and Apotex are named as Defendants until adequate information is produced to identify the
specific entity(ies) that manufactured the store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules purchased

by Plaintiff. Thus, Walmart, Perrigo, Dr. Reddy’s, Strides, and Apotex are “Defendants” for the
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purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of
warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-
Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the
time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as
a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

238. Plaintiff Lisa Lyle (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a citizen of
Tennessee. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Tennessee from approximately
March 2006 to February 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included the following: (a) prescription Zantac tablets and capsules in approximately
2006 manufactured by GSK; and (b) prescription 15 mg generic ranitidine syrup from
approximately March 2006 to February 2020. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to
date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 15 mg generic ranitidine syrup manufactured by one or more
of the following defendants: Amneal and Teva. Thus, GSK, Amneal, and Teva are “Defendants”
for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’
breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased
Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were
worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

239.  Plaintiff Pam Turner (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Tennessee. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Tennessee from approximately
2017 to February 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically
included the following: prescription 300 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from

approximately 2017 to February 2020, manufactured by Glenmark and Amneal. Further, based
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on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 300 mg generic
ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Dr.
Reddy’s, Sandoz, and Strides. Thus, Glenmark, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz, and Strides are
“Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of
Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff
purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore,
were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

240. Plaintiff Rebecca Howard (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), is a
citizen of Tennessee. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Tennessee from
approximately 2010 to 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included the following: (a) prescription generic ranitidine 150 mg tablets and capsules
from approximately 2010 through 2019; and (b) OTC Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and
capsules in or around 2010. Plaintiff purchased OTC Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and
capsules from Walmart in or around 2010, but based on the limited available sources of
information and discovery conducted to date, does not yet know the specific manufacturer(s) of
the Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules. During the time period in question, Dr.
Reddy’s manufactured OTC Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for Walmart, and,
therefore, Dr. Reddy’s is named as a Defendant until adequate information is produced to identify
the specific entity(ies) that manufactured the Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules
purchased by Plaintiff. Additionally, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff
purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or

more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva.
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Thus, Walmart, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for
the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches
of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased
Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were
worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

241. Plaintiff Angela Taylor (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a citizen
of Georgia. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2006 to 2012
while a citizen of Tennessee, and approximately 2012 to 2020 while a citizen of Georgia. The
Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included the following: (a)
prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2006 to 2012 in
Tennessee while a citizen of Tennessee; and (b) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and
capsules from approximately 2012 to 2020 in Georgia while a citizen of Georgia (manufactured
by Dr. Reddy’s). Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased
prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the
following Defendants: Amneal, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus, Dr. Reddy’s,
Amneal, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Teva are “Defendants” with respect to purchases made in
Tennessee while a citizen of Tennessee, unless otherwise specified; and Dr. Reddy’s, Amneal,
Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” with respect to purchases made in Georgia
while a citizen of Georgia, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of
warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-

Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the
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time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as
a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

242. Plaintiff Kenneth Hix (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Tennessee. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2015 to 2016
while a citizen of Tennessee, and from approximately 2000 to 2015 while a citizen of Michigan.
The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included the following: (a)
prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2000 to 2015 in
Michigan while a citizen of Michigan; (b) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and
capsules from approximately 2015 to 2016 in Tennessee while a citizen of Tennessee; (¢) OTC 75
mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2000 to 2015 in Michigan while a citizen of
Michigan (manufactured by Pfizer and BI); and (d) OTC 75 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from
approximately 2015 to 2016 in Tennessee while a citizen of Tennessee, manufactured by BI.
Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg
generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants:
Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Teva. Thus, Pfizer, BI, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s,
Glenmark, Sandoz, and Teva are “Defendants” with respect to purchases made in Michigan while
a citizen of Michigan, unless otherwise specified; and BI, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark,
Sandoz, and Teva are “Defendants” with respect to purchases made in Tennessee while a citizen
of Tennessee, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,
wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result

of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.
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243. Rodriguez Hampton Sr., both in his personal capacity and as a guardian for
Rodriquze Hampton Jr. (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of Minnesota.
Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 2008 to 2019 while a
citizen of Tennessee, and from approximately 2019 to 2020 while a citizen of Minnesota. The
Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included the following: (a)
prescription Zantac syrup in or around 2008 to 2015 in Tennessee while a citizen of Tennessee
(manufactured by GSK); (b) prescription generic ranitidine syrup from approximately 2015 to
2019 Tennessee while a citizen of Tennessee (manufactured by Amneal); and (c) prescription
generic ranitidine syrup from approximately 2019 to 2020 in Minnesota while a citizen of
Minnesota (manufactured by Amneal). Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date,
Plaintiff purchased prescription generic ranitidine syrup manufactured by one or more of the
following Defendants: Teva. Thus, GSK, Amneal, and Teva are “Defendants” with respect to
purchases made in Tennessee while a citizen of Tennessee, unless otherwise specified; and Amneal
and Teva are “Defendants” with respect to purchases made in Minnesota while a citizen of
Minnesota, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,
wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

Texas

244. Plaintiff Agapito It Aleman (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a
citizen of Texas. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Texas from approximately
from 2015 to 2017. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically

included the following OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2015 to 2017
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manufactured by BI and Sanofi. Thus, BI and Sanofi are “Defendants” for the purposes of
Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,
wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

245.  Plaintiff Christopher Johnson (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a
citizen of Texas. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Texas from approximately
2015 to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included:
prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2015 to 2020
manufactured by Strides. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff
purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or
more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Teva. Thus,
Strides, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of
Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,
wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

246. Plaintiff Gina Martinez (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), is a citizen
of Texas. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Texas from approximately 2012
to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included the

following: (a) prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately
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2012 to 2020 manufactured by Glenmark and Strides; and (b) OTC 150 mg Zantac tablets and
capsules from approximately 2014 to 2020, manufactured by Bl and Sanofi. Further, based on the
limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine
tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Dr.
Reddy’s, Sandoz, and Teva. Thus, BI, Sanofi, Glenmark, Strides, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Sandoz,
and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As
a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and
omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human
ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered
concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.
247.  Plaintiff Gregory Alan Wayland (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a
citizen of Texas. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Texas from approximately
1993 to 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included
the following: prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately
1997 to 2019, OTC 75 mg and 150 mg CVS-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules in or around
2009 to approximately 2019 manufactured by Perrigo, and prescription Zantac 150 mg tablets and
capsules from approximately 1993 to 1996 manufactured by GSK. Plaintiff purchased additional
OTC 75 mg and 150 mg CVS-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules from CVS, in or around
2009 to approximately 2019, but based on the limited available sources of information and
discovery conducted to date, does not yet know the specific manufacturer(s) of the CVS-branded
ranitidine tablets and capsules. During the time period in question, Dr. Reddy’s and Strides also
manufactured OTC 75 mg and 150 mg CVS-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules for CVS, and,

therefore, Dr. Reddy’s and Strides are named as Defendants until adequate information is produced
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to identify the specific entity(ies) that manufactured the additional CVS-branded ranitidine tablets
and capsules purchased by Plaintiff. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date,
Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by
one or more of the following defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and
Teva. Thus, Perrigo, GSK, CVS, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are
“Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of
Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff
purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore,
were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of
economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

248. Plaintiff Lilian Del Valle (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Texas. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Texas from approximately 2016
to November 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically
included the following: OTC 150 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2016 to 2019
manufactured by BI and Sanofi. Thus, BI and Sanofi are “Defendants” for the purposes of
Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,
wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

249.  Plaintiff Maria Eames (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Texas. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Texas from approximately March

2012 to December 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically
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included the following: prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from
approximately 2012 to 2019 manufactured by Dr. Reddy’s and Glenmark and OTC 75 mg Zantac
tablets and capsules in or about 2012 manufactured by BI. Further, based on the limited discovery
obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva.
Thus, BI, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Amneal, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are “Defendants” for the
purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of
warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-
Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the
time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as
a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

250. Plaintiff Marilyn Abraham (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a
citizen of Texas. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Texas from approximately
July 2017 to November 2019. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff
specifically included the following: prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
from approximately 2017 to 2019 manufactured by Dr. Reddy’s and Glenmark, OTC 150 mg
Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2017 to 2019, and OTC 150
mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2017 to 2019 manufactured by Sanofi.
Plaintiff purchased OTC 150 mg Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules from Walmart,
from approximately 2017 to 2019 but, based on the limited available sources of information and
discovery conducted to date, does not yet know the specific manufacturer(s) of the Walmart-
branded ranitidine tablets and capsules. During the time period in question, Perrigo, Dr. Reddy’s,

Strides, and Apotex manufactured OTC 150 mg Walmart-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules
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for Walmart, and, therefore, Perrigo, Dr. Reddy’s, Strides, and Apotex are named as Defendants
until adequate information is produced to identify the specific entity(ies) that manufactured the
store-branded ranitidine tablets and capsules purchased by Plaintiff. Further, based on the limited
discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and
capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: Amneal, Sandoz, and Strides.
Thus, Sanofi, GSK, Glenmark, Dr. Reddy’s, Walmart, Perrigo, Apotex, Amneal, Sandoz, and
Strides are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a
result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions,
Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and,
therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in
the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

251. Plaintiff Sylvia Yoshida (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Texas. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Texas from approximately 2006
to 2017. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included the
following: prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2006 to 2017,
and OTC Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 2006 to 2017 manufactured by Pfizer,
Bl, and Sanofi. Further, based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff purchased
prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following
Defendants: Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva. Thus, Pfizer, BI, Sanofi,
Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and, Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of
Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,
wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing

Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
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purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

252.  Plaintiff Tina Howard (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen of
Texas. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Texas from approximately July
2010 to 2015. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included
the following: prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately
2010 to 2015. Based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff prescription 150 mg
generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants:
Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, and Teva. Thus, Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark,
Sandoz, and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise
specified. As aresult of Defendants’ breaches of warranties, wrongful acts, and misrepresentations
and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products that were unsafe for human
ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered
concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

253.  Plaintiff Tonya Overstreet (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Texas. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products in Texas from approximately 2010
to 2020. The Ranitidine-Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included the
following: prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 2010
to 2020 manufactured by Amneal. Based on the limited discovery obtained to date, Plaintiff
purchased prescription 150 mg generic ranitidine tablets and capsules manufactured by one or
more of the following Defendants: Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides and Teva. Thus,
Amneal, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides and Teva are “Defendants” for the purposes of

Plaintiff’s claims, unless otherwise specified. As a result of Defendants’ breaches of warranties,
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wrongful acts, and misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing
Products that were unsafe for human ingestion and, therefore, were worthless at the time of
purchase. Thus, Plaintiff has suffered concrete injury in the form of economic damages as a result
of Defendants’ wrongful conduct.

254. Plaintiff Tammy Smith (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”) is a citizen
of Alaska. Plaintiff purchased Ranitidine-Containing Products from approximately 1991 to 1993
while a citizen of Colorado, from approximately 1994 to 1995 while a citizen of Arizona, from
approximately 1995 to 1996 while a citizen of Texas, from approximately 1996 to 1997 while a
citizen of Louisiana, from approximately 1993 to 1994 and 1997-1998 while a citizen of Missouri,
and from approximately 1998 to 1999 and 2002 to 2019 while a citizen of Alaska. The Ranitidine-
Containing Products purchased by Plaintiff specifically included the following: (a) prescription
Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 1991 to 1993 while a citizen of Colorado
(manufactured by GSK); (b) prescription Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 1993 to
1994 while a citizen of Missouri (manufactured by GSK); (c) prescription Zantac tablets and
capsules from approximately 1994 to 1995 while a citizen of Arizona (manufactured by GSK); (d)
prescription Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 1990 to 1991 and 1995 to 1996 while
a citizen of Texas (manufactured by GSK); (e) prescription Zantac tablets and capsules from
approximately 1996 to 1997 while a citizen of Louisiana (manufactured by GSK); (f) prescription
Zantac tablets and capsules in approximately 1999 while a citizen of Alaska (manufactured by
GSK); (g) prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules from approximately 1997 to 1998
while a citizen of Missouri; (h) prescription generic ranitidine tablet and capsules from
approximately 1998 to 1999 and 2002 to 2019 while a citizen of Alaska (manufactured by

Amneal); (i) OTC 75 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 1995 to 1996 while a
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citizen of Texas (manufactured by GSK and Pfizer); (j) OTC 75 mg Zantac tablets and capsules
from approximately 1996 to 1997 while a citizen of Louisiana (manufactured by GSK and Pfizer);
and (k) OTC 75 mg Zantac tablets and capsules from approximately 1997 to 1998 while a citizen
of Missouri (manufactured by GSK and Pfizer). Further, based on the limited discovery obtained
to date, Plaintiff purchased additional prescription generic ranitidine tablets and capsules
manufactured by one or more of the following Defendants: BI, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz,
Strides, and Teva. Thus, GSK is a “Defendant” with respect to purchases made in Colorado while
a citizen of Colorado, unless otherwise specified; GSK is a “Defendant” with respect to purchases
made in Arizona while a citizen of Arizona, unless otherwise specified; GSK and Pfizer are
“Defendants” with respect to purchases made in Texas while a citizen of Texas, unless otherwise
specified; GSK and Pfizer are “Defendants” with respect to purchases made in Louisiana while a
citizen of Louisiana, unless otherwise specified; GSK, Pfizer, Bl, Sandoz, and Teva are
“Defendants” with respect to purchases made in Missouri while a citizen of Missouri, unless
otherwise specified; and GSK, Amneal, BI, Dr. Reddy’s, Glenmark, Sandoz, Strides, and Teva are
“Defendants” with respect to purchases made in Alaska while a citizen of Alaska, unless otherwise
specified. As aresult of Defendants’ 