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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

In re: OXYCONTIN ANTITRUST LITIGATION 04 Md. 1603 (SHS)

This document relates to:

PURDUE PHARMA L.P., et al,, 5
Plaintiffs, . 11 Civ. 2037 (SHS)
~against- 12 Civ. 5083 (SHS)
TEVA PHARMACEUTICALS, USA, INC., :
Defendant.

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
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