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 NOTICE OF HEARING SESSION
(Second Day)

Dear Counsel:

Pursuant to the order of the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation filed today, you are hereby notified that a
hearing session has been scheduled to consider various matters pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1407.

DATE OF HEARING SESSION:          Thursday, May 28, 2009

LOCATION OF HEARING SESSION:     Gene Snyder U.S. Courthouse       
                                                                     Courtroom 1 
                                                                     601 West Broadway 
                                                                     Louisville, Kentucky  40202

TIME OF HEARING SESSION:  In those matters designated for oral argument, counsel presenting oral argument
must be present at 8:00 a.m. in order for the Panel to allocate the amount of time for oral argument.  Oral argument
will commence at 9:30 a.m.

Please direct your attention to the enclosed Hearing Session Order and Schedule of Matters for Hearing Session
for a listing of the matters scheduled for consideration at this hearing session.  

• Section A of this Schedule lists the matters designated for oral argument.  
• Section B of this Schedule lists the matters that the Panel has determined to consider without oral 

argument, pursuant to Rule 16.1(c), R.P.J.P.M.L., 199 F.R.D. 425, 439 (2001).  
 
For those matters listed on Section A of the Schedule, the enclosed blue "Notice of Presentation or Waiver of Oral
Argument" must be returned to this office no later than May 11, 2009.  Note the procedures governing Panel oral
argument which are outlined on the enclosed "Procedures for Oral Argument before the Judicial Panel on
Multidistrict Litigation."  These procedures are strictly adhered to and your cooperation is appreciated.

Very truly,

Jeffery N. Lüthi
Clerk of the Panel

c:  Clerk, U.S. District Court for the Western District of Kentucky



UNITED STATES JUDICIAL PANEL
on

MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION

HEARING SESSION ORDER

The Panel issues the following orders in connection with its next hearing session,

IT IS ORDERED that on Thursday, May 28, 2009, the Panel will convene a hearing session in
Louisville, Kentucky, to consider the matters on the attached Schedule under 28 U.S.C. § 1407.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Panel may, on its own initiative, consider transfer of any or all of
the actions in those matters to any district or districts.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Panel will hear oral argument on the matters listed on Section A
of the attached Schedule, unless the parties waive oral argument or unless the Panel later decides to dispense
with oral argument pursuant to Panel Rule 16.1(c), R.P.J.P.M.L., 199 F.R.D. 425, 439 (2001).

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Panel will consider without oral argument the matters listed on
Section B of the attached Schedule pursuant to Panel Rule 16.1(c).  Id.  The Panel reserves the prerogative, on
any basis including submissions of parties pursuant to Panel Rule 16.1(b), to designate any of those matters for
oral argument.  Id.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk of the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation shall direct
notice of this hearing session to counsel for all parties involved in the matters on the attached Schedule.

                 PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION:

                    _________________________________                         
                      John G. Heyburn II
                               Chairman

                              J. Frederick Motz                  Robert L. Miller, Jr.     
                              Kathryn H. Vratil                     David R. Hansen

                                                      W. Royal Furgeson, Jr.        Frank C. Damrell, Jr.

estariel
Filed Stamp



SCHEDULE OF MATTERS FOR HEARING SESSION
Thursday, May 28, 2009 -- Louisville, Kentucky   

SECTION A 
MATTERS DESIGNATED FOR ORAL ARGUMENT

MDL No. 2049 -- IN RE: REGLAN/METOCLOPRAMIDE PRODUCTS LIABILITY         
                               LITIGATION

Motion of plaintiffs Bettye Fields; Patrick J. Proulx, et al.; Susan Swicegood; Gary
Joseph Stoddard, et al.; Mary Karen Moretti; Susan Schrock, et al.; William R. Fisher, et al.;
James Carden, et al.; James E. Willett, Jr., et al.; Wanda Ruth Cousins; Martha Pustejovsky; and
Ethel Kellogg for centralization of the following actions in the United States District Court for
the District of Nevada: 

Western District of Arkansas

Bettye Fields v. Wyeth, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:08-2079 

Central District of California

Patrick J. Proulx, et al. v. Wyeth, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:08-613 

Northern District of Georgia

Susan Swicegood v. Pliva, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-1671

District of Nevada

Mary Karen Moretti v. Wyeth, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:08-396 

Eastern District of North Carolina

Gary Joseph Stoddard, et al. v. Pliva USA, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 4:08-173 

Western District of Oklahoma

Susan Schrock, et al. v. Wyeth, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:08-453
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MDL No. 2049 (Continued)

District of South Carolina

William R. Fisher, et al. v. Mark F. Pelstring, M.D., et al., C.A. No. 4:09-252  

Eastern District of Tennessee

James Carden, et al. v. Wyeth, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:08-346 

Northern District of Texas

James E. Willett, Jr., et al. v. Teva Pharmaceuticals USA, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1579 

Wanda Ruth Cousins v. Wyeth Pharmaceutical, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:08-310 
Martha Pustejovsky v. Wyeth, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-103  

District of Vermont

Ethel Kellogg v. Wyeth, et al., C.A. No. 2:07-82 

MDL No. 2050 -- IN RE: BILL OF LADING TRANSMISSION AND PROCESSING            
                             SYSTEM PATENT LITIGATION

Motion of R+L Carriers, Inc., for centralization of the following actions in the United
States District Court for the Southern District of Ohio: 

District of Minnesota

Peoplenet Communications Corp. v. R+L Carriers, Inc., C.A. No. 0:09-144  

Southern District of Ohio

R+L Carriers, Inc. v. Interstate Distributor Co., C.A. No. 1:08-805  
R+L Carriers, Inc. v. Pegasus Transtech Corp., C.A. No. 1:09-177  
R+L Carriers, Inc. v. Profit Tools, Inc., C.A. No. 1:09-178  
R+L Carriers, Inc. v. Microdea, Inc., C.A. No. 1:09-179  
R+L Carriers, Inc. v. SMARTLogix, C.A. No. 1:09-180  
R+L Carriers, Inc. v. Enterprise Information Solutions, Inc., C.A. No. 1:09-190
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MDL No. 2050 (Continued)

District of Utah

Drivertech, LLC v. R+L Carriers, Inc., C.A. No. 2:08-862  

MDL No. 2051 -- IN RE: DENTURE CREAM PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION

Motion of plaintiffs Willie J. Peterson, et al., and Ronald Beaver, et al., for centralization
of the following actions in the United States District Court for the Southern District of Florida: 

Northern District of California

Jennifer Borissoff, et al. v. GlaxoSmithKline, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:08-3491 
Roland Mourning, Sr. v. SmithKline Beecham Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:08-4929 

District of Colorado

Rae Ann Schmaltz v. SmithKline Beecham Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:08-119  

Middle District of Florida

Willie J. Peterson, et al. v. GlaxoSmithKline Consumer Healthcare, LP, et al., 
     C.A. No. 2:08-831  

Northern District of Florida

Hershel Biffle, et al. v. SmithKline Beecham Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-67  

Southern District of Florida

Ronald Beaver, et al. v. SmithKline Beecham Corp., et al., C.A. No. 0:08-61743  

Middle District of Georgia

Shari Maulfair, et al. v. SmithKline Beecham Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:09-37
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MDL No. 2051 (Continued)

Eastern District of New York

Lee Russo, et al. v. SmithKline Beecham Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:08-4513  

Southern District of Ohio

Sherry Mosley, et al. v. The Procter & Gamble Manufacturing Co., et al., 
     C.A. No. 1:09-185  

Northern District of Oklahoma

Beverly Jones, et al. v. SmithKline Beecham Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:09-102  

Eastern District of Pennsylvania

Kimberly Annette Cook v. SmithKline Beecham Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:09-461 

Western District of Tennessee

Diane M. Bates, et al. v. The Procter & Gamble Manufacturing Co., et al., 
    C.A. No. 2:09-2144  

MDL No. 2052 -- IN RE: TREMONT GROUP HOLDINGS, INC., SECURITIES                   
                             LITIGATION

Motion of defendants Tremont Group Holdings, Inc.; Tremont Partners, Inc.; and Rye
Investment Management for centralization of the following actions in the United States District
Court for the Southern District of New York: 

Central District of California

White Trust Dated May 3, 2002, et al. v. Robert Schulman, et al., C.A. No. 2:09-759
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MDL No. 2052 (Continued) 

District of Massachusetts

The William Kretschmar Revocable Trust, et al. v. Rye Select Broad Market Fund, L.P., 
     et al., C.A. No. 1:09-10146  
Madelyn Haines, et al. v. Massachusetts Mutual Life Insurance Co., et al., 
     C.A. No. 1:09-10182  

Southern District of New York

Arthur E. Lange, et al. v. Massachusetts Mutual Life Insurance Co., et al., 
    C.A. No. 1:08-11117  
Yvette Finkelstein, etc. v. Oppenheimer Acquisition Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:08-11141     
Richard Peshkin, etc. v. Tremont Group Holdings, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:08-11183       
Arthur M. Brainson IRA R/O v. Rye Select Broad Market Fund, L.P., et al., 
    C.A. No. 1:08-11212  
Group Defined Pension Plan & Trust v. Tremont Market Neutral Fund, L.P., et al., 
    C.A. No. 1:08-11359  
Chateau Fiduciaire S.A., etc. v. Argus International Life Bermuda Ltd., et al., 
    C.A. No. 1:09-557 
Eileen S. Silvers v. Tremont Group Holdings, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-1111  
John F. Keane, Jr. v. Tremont Group Holdings, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-1396  
The Geoffrey Rabie Credit Shelter Trust, et al. v. Argus Group Holdings Ltd, et al., 
    C.A. No. 1:09-1466  
The Harriett Rutter Klein Revocable Trust v. Argus International Life Bermuda Ltd., 
    et al., C.A. No. 1:09-2253  
The Matthew L. Klein Irrevocable Family Trust  v. Argus International Life Bermuda       
     Limited, et al., C.A. No. 1:09-2254  

Western District of Washington

John Dennis v. Tremont Group Holdings, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:09-315
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MDL No. 2053 -- IN RE: HELICOPTER CRASH NEAR WEAVERVILLE,                           
                             CALIFORNIA, ON AUGUST 5, 2008 

Motion, as amended, of plaintiff Liberty Mutual Fire Insurance Company for
centralization of the following actions in the United States District Court for the District of
Oregon or, in the alternative, the United States District Court for the Eastern District of
California: 

Eastern District of California

Richard Charlson, et al. v. Carson Helicopters, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:08-2756 
Liberty Mutual Fire Insurance Co., etc. v. Sikorsky Aircraft Corp., et al., 
    C.A. No. 2:08-3002 

District of Connecticut

Liberty Mutual Fire Insurance Co., etc. v. Sikorsky Aircraft Corp., et al., 
    C.A. No. 3:09-191  

District of Oregon

Columbia Helicopters, Inc. v. Carson Helicopters, Inc., C.A. No. 6:08-6415  
Kathleen A. O’Donnell, etc. v. Columbia Helicopters, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:09-303 
Monica Marie Hammer, et al. v. Columbia Helicopters, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:09-304      
SanJuanita Cortez Gomez, etc. v. Carson Helicopters, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:09-326  
Verna Wilson, etc. v. Columbia Helicopter, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:09-327 

               
Eastern District of Pennsylvania

Carson Helicopters, Inc., et al. v. Houston Casualty Co., C.A. No. 2:08-5301



Schedule of Matters for Hearing Session, Section A                                                    p. 7
Thursday, May 28, 2009 -- Louisville, Kentucky

MDL No. 2054 -- IN RE: LANDAMERICA 1031 EXCHANGE SERVICES, INC.,                  
                             INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE § 1031 TAX DEFERRED                       
                             EXCHANGE LITIGATION

Motion of plaintiffs Gerald R. Terry, et al., for centralization of the following actions in
the United States District Court for the District of South Carolina or, in the alternative, the
United States District Court for the District of Nevada: 

Southern District of California

Angela M. Arthur, et al. v. SunTrust Banks, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:09-54  

District of South Carolina

Gerald R. Terry, et al. v. SunTrust Banks, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 8:09-415  

MDL No. 2055 -- IN RE: ZIMMER HOLDINGS, INC., SECURITIES, DERIVATIVE          
                             AND EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME SECURITY ACT (ERISA)  
                             LITIGATION

Motion of defendants Zimmer Holdings, Inc.; David C. Dvorak; Robert A. Hagemann;
Arthur J. Higgins; Cecil B. Pickett; Stuart M. Essig; Augustus A. White; Larry C. Glassock;
John L. McGoldrick; Dennis E. Cultice; Renee P. Rogers; James T. Crines; Sheryl R. Blanchard;
The Benefits Committee; and The Administrative Committee for centralization of the following
actions in the United States District Court for the Southern District of Indiana: 

Northern District of Indiana

Jonathan M. Dewald v. Zimmer Holdings, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:08-535  

Southern District of Indiana

Plumbers & Pipefitters Local Union 719 Pension Fund v. Zimmer Holdings, Inc., et al.,    
     C.A. No. 1:08-1041  
James Hays, etc. v. David C. Dvorak, et al., C.A. No. 1:08-1108
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MDL No. 2056 -- IN RE: ENTERPRISE RENT-A-CAR WAGE & HOUR EMPLOYMENT  
                            PRACTICES LITIGATION

Motion of plaintiff Michael Keith Averill for centralization of the following actions in the
United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois: 

Middle District of Florida

Elsa DePina v. Enterprise Leasing Co. of Orlando, et al., C.A. No. 6:09-359 

Southern District of Florida

Wayman F. Graham, II, et al. v. Enterprise Leasing Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-23372  

Northern District of Georgia

Tori Gaudelli, et al. v. Enterprise Rent-A-Car Co. of Tennessee, et al., C.A. No. 1:09-580  

Northern District of Illinois

Michael Keith Averill, Jr. v. Enterprise Rent-A-Car Co., C.A. No. 1:08-4191  
Jeffrey Galia, et al. v. Enterprise Rent-A-Car Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-1504  

Southern District of New York

Jasmine Broomfield v. Enterprise Rent-A-Car Co., et al., C.A. No. 7:09-2403  

Western District of Pennsylvania

Nickolas C. Hickton v. Enterprise Rent-A-Car Co., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-1687
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MDL No. 2057 -- IN RE: KAPLAN HIGHER EDUCATION CORP. QUI TAM                      
                             LITIGATION

Motion of plaintiff Jorge Torres for centralization of the following actions in the United
States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois: 

Southern District of Florida

 United States ex rel. Carlos Urquilla-Diaz, et al. v. Kaplan University, et al., 
      C.A. No. 1:09-20756 

      
Northern District of Illinois

United States ex rel. Jorge Torres v. Kaplan Higher Education Corp., C.A. No. 1:07-5643 
     

Western District of Pennsylvania

United States ex rel. Victoria G. Gatsiopoulos, et al. v. ICM School of Business &             
     Medical Careers, et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1452 

MDL No. 2058 -- IN RE: BANK OF AMERICA CORP. SECURITIES, DERIVATIVE,        
                             AND EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME SECURITY ACT (ERISA)  
                             LITIGATION

Motion of defendant Bank of America Corp. for centralization of the following actions in
the United States District Court for the Southern District of New York: 

Northern District of California

Jacques Cromier, et al. v. Bank of America Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:09-544 

District of Kansas

Michael R. Bahnmaier v. Bank of America Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:09-2099  

Southern District of New York

Steven J. Sklar v. Bank of America Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-580  
Finger Interests Number One Ltd. v. Bank of America Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-606



Schedule of Matters for Hearing Session, Section A                                                    p. 10
Thursday, May 28, 2009 -- Louisville, Kentucky

MDL No. 2058 (Continued)

Southern District of New York (Continued)

Fort Worth Employees’ Retirement Fund, et al. v. Bank of America Corp., et al., 
    C.A. No. 1:09-638  
Frank Palumbo, et al. v. Bank of America Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-740  
Louisiana Municipal Police Employees Retirement System, etc. v. Kenneth D. Lewis, 
     et al., C.A. No. 1:09-808  
Steven Waldman v. Kenneth D. Lewis, et al., C.A. No. 1:09-834  
Vernon C. Dailey v. Bank of America Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-851  
Rhonda Wilson v. Bank of America Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-880  
Charles Zitner v. Bank of America Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-881  
Mark Adams v. Bank of America Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-914  
Fred Stabbert, et al. v. Bank of America Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-928  
Lesley Wright v. Bank of America Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-1056  
Hollywood Police Officers' Retirement System, etc. v. Kenneth D. Lewis, et al., 
     C.A. No. 1:09-1174  
Margaret Stricker, et al. v. The Bank of America Corp. Corporate Benefits Committee, 
     et al., C.A. No. 1:09-1177 
Martin Siegel, etc. v. Kenneth D. Lewis, et al., C.A. No. 1:09-1331  
Edward Thomas Smith v. Kenneth D. Lewis, et al., C.A. No. 1:09-1333  
James F. Lehmann, etc. v. Kenneth D. Lewis, et al., C.A. No. 1:09-1434  
Gary Welikson v. Bank of America Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-1463  
Jennifer R. Young, et al. v. Kenneth D. Lewis, et al., C.A. No. 1:09-1561  
Robert Anderson, etc. v. Kenneth D. Lewis, et al., C.A. No. 1:09-1572  
Leo G. Gilliam, et al. v. Bank of America Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-1606  
West Palm Beach Firefighters' Pension Fund v. Bank of America Corp., et al., 
     C.A. No. 1:09-1612  
Ellen K. Fauerbach v. Bank of America Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-1941  
Naomi Raphael v. Bank of America Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-2350  
Alma Alvarez, et al. v. Bank of America Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-2389  
West Palm Beach Police Pension Fund, et al. v. Kenneth D. Lewis, et al., 
     C.A. No. 1:09-2581  
Westmoreland County Employee Retirement System, etc. v. Kenneth D. Lewis, et al.,       
      C.A. No. 1:09-2609  
Judy Calibuso v. Bank of America Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-2674
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MDL No. 2059 -- IN RE: ACTIVATED CARBON-BASED HUNTING CLOTHING              
                             MARKETING AND SALES PRACTICES LITIGATION

Motion of plaintiffs Dennis Pickering; Scott Dorris, et al.; Thomas Pemberton; Mike
Buetow, et al.; and Julian Beld for centralization of the following actions in the United States
District Court for the Eastern District of Wisconsin or, in the alternative, the United States
District Court for the District of Minnesota: 

Northern District of Florida

Dennis Pickering v. ALS Enterprises, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-87 

Northern District of Illinois

Scott Dorris, et al. v. ALS Enterprises, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:08-2118  

Southern District of Indiana

Thomas Pemberton v. ALS Enterprises, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-388  

District of Minnesota

Theodore Robert Carlson, et al. v. ALS Enterprises, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 0:07-3970  

Eastern District of Wisconsin

Julian Beld v. ALS Enterprises, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:09-153  

MDL No. 2060 -- IN RE: ANDROGEL ANTITRUST LITIGATION

Motion of plaintiffs Stephen L. LaFrance Pharmacy, Inc., et al., for centralization of the
following actions in the United States District Court for the District of New Jersey: 

Central District of California

Meijer, Inc., et al. v. Unimed Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:09-215  
Rochester Drug Co-Operative, Inc. v. Unimed Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 5:09-226  
Louisiana Wholesale Drug Co., Inc. v. Unimed Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 5:09-228
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MDL No. 2060 (Continued)

District of New Jersey

Stephen L. LaFrance Pharmacy, Inc., et al. v. Unimed Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 2:09-1507  

MDL No. 2061 -- IN RE: VICTORIA’S SECRET UNDERGARMENTS/INTIMATE             
                             APPAREL PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION

Motion of plaintiff Helen Anderson for centralization of the following actions in the
United States District Court for the Middle District of Louisiana: 

Southern District of Florida

Jerilyn G. Amaya v. Victoria’s Secret Stores, LLC, et al., C.A. No. 9:08-81367 
   

Middle District of Louisiana

Helen Anderson v. Victoria’s Secret Stores, LLC, et al., C.A. No. 3:09-127 
     

District of New Jersey

Linda Bryk v. Victoria’s Secret Stores, LLC, et al., C.A. No. 2:08-5838 
   

Eastern District of New York

Kimberly Moses v. Victoria’s Secret Stores, LLC, et al., C.A. No. 1:08-4688
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MDL No. 2062 -- IN RE: OPPENHEIMER CHAMPION INCOME FUND SECURITIES     
                             LITIGATION

Motion of plaintiff Ronald Janssen for centralization of the following actions in the
United States District Court for the District of Colorado: 

District of Colorado

Ronald J. Janssen v. OppenheimerFunds, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-386 
Helga Peters v. OppenheimerFunds, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-525 

Southern District of New York

Josh Estner v. OppenheimerFunds, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-1327  
Alexander Hartley v. OppenheimerFunds, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-1982  
Benjamin Hanks v. OppenheimerFunds, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-2006  

MDL No. 2063 -- IN RE: OPPENHEIMER ROCHESTER FUNDS GROUP SECURITIES   
                             LITIGATION

Motion of defendants OppenheimerFunds, Inc.; OppenheimerFunds Distributor, Inc.;
Oppenheimer California Municipal Fund; Rochester Fund Municipals; Oppenheimer Rochester
National Municipals; Scott S. Cottier; Ronald H. Fielding; Daniel G. Loughran; John V.
Murphy; Richard Stein; Mark S. Vandehey; Troy E. Willis; and Brian W. Wixted for
centralization of the following actions in the United States District Court for the Southern
District of New York: 

Northern District of California

Robert Rivera v. Oppenheimer California Municipal Fund, et al., C.A. No. 3:09-567  
Frank Tackmann v. OppenheimerFunds, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:09-1184  
Stephen Lowe v. Oppenheimer California Municipal Fund, et al., C.A. No. 3:09-1243  
Kenneth Milhem v. Oppenheimer California Municipal Fund, et al., C.A. No. 3:09-1414  

District of Colorado

Brendan L. Bock v. Oppenheimer Rochester National Municipals Fund, et al., 
    C.A. No. 1:09-550  
Bernadette Begley v. Rochester Fund Municipals, et al., C.A. No. 1:09-703  
Ellen Stokar v. Oppenheimer Rochester National Municipals Fund, et al.,
   C.A. No. 1:09-706
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MDL No. 2063 (Continued)

Eastern District of New York

Lisl Bernstein, et al. v. Rochester Fund Municipals, et al., C.A. No. 1:09-807  
Bert Vladimir v. Rochester Fund Municipals, et al., C.A. No. 1:09-866  
Maureen E. Mershon v. Rochester Fund Municipals, et al., C.A. No. 1:09-1296  
Robert Weiner v. Rochester Fund Municipals, et al., C.A. No. 1:09-1305  

Southern District of New York

Bill Laufer, et al. v. Rochester National Municipals Fund, et al., C.A. No. 1:09-2433  

MDL No. 2064 -- IN RE: S.C. JOHNSON & SON, INC., GREENLIST LABEL                       
                             MARKETING & SALES PRACTICES LITIGATION

Motion of defendant S.C. Johnson & Son, Inc., for centralization of the following actions
in the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Wisconsin: 

Northern District of California

Wayne Koh v. S.C. Johnson & Son, Inc., C.A. No. 5:09-927

Eastern District of Wisconsin

Howard Petlack v. S.C. Johnson & Son, Inc., C.A. No. 2:08-820
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MDL No. 2065 -- IN RE: INDYMAC MORTGAGE PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES     
                             SECURITIES LITIGATION

Motion of defendants Goldman, Sachs & Co.; Credit Suisse Securities (USA), LLC;
Greenwich Capital Markets, Inc.; Deutsche Bank Securities, Inc.; Merrill Lynch & Co., Inc.;
Morgan Stanley & Co., Inc.; HSBC Securities (USA), Inc.; J.P. Morgan Securities, Inc.; Banc of
America Securities, LLC; UBS Securities, LLC; and Citigroup Global Markets, Inc., for
centralization of the following actions in the United States District Court for the Southern
District of New York or, in the alternative, the United States District Court for the Central
District of California: 

Central District of California

IBEW Local 103 v. IndyMac MBS, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:09-1520 

Southern District of New York

Vasili Tsereteli v. Residential Asset Securitization Trust 2006-A8, et al., 
    C.A. No. 1:08-10637 

MDL No. 2066 -- IN RE: ORAL SODIUM PHOSPHATE SOLUTION-BASED                      
                             PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION

Motion of defendant C.B. Fleet Company, Inc., for centralization of the following actions
in the United States District Court for the Northern District of Ohio: 

District of Arizona

Joyce M. White, et al. v. C.B. Fleet Holding Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-1682  
Robert L. Lindsay, et al. v. C.B. Fleet Holding Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-1688  
William A. White, et al. v. C.B. Fleet Holding Co., Inc., C.A. No. 2:09-447  
Peggy A. Kenny, et al. v. C.B. Fleet Holding Co., Inc., C.A. No. 2:09-449  
Linda Chapman, et al. v. C.B. Fleet Holding Co., Inc., C.A. No. 2:09-450  
Nancy L. Tok, et al. v. C.B. Fleet Holding Co., Inc., C.A. No. 2:09-462  
Kenneth Gump v. C.B. Fleet Holding Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-8092  
Elizabeth Wrisk v. C.B. Fleet Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-8096  
Joseph A. Van Brocklin, et al. v. C.B. Fleet Holding Co., Inc., C.A. No. 3:09-8036  
Barbara M. Williams v. C.B. Fleet Co., Inc., C.A. No. 4:09-125  
Linda S. Anderson, et al. v. C.B. Fleet Co., Inc., C.A. No. 4:09-127  
Patricia A. Barr, et al. v. C.B. Fleet Co., Inc., C.A. No. 4:09-128  
Marion Zimmer, et al. v. C.B. Fleet Co., Inc., C.A. No. 4:09-129
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MDL No. 2066 (Continued)  

Central District of California

Marion Litzer, et al. v. C.B. Fleet Co., Inc., C.A. No. 2:09-1356  
Don Cecil, et al. v. C.B. Fleet Co., Inc., C.A. No. 5:09-657  
Carol Biehl, et al. v. C.B. Fleet Co., Inc., C.A. No. 8:09-260  

District of Colorado

Beverly Lois Cummins v. C.B. Fleet Holding Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:08-2810  
Julie L. Vogel, et al. v. C.B. Fleet Holding Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-31  
Patricia Rothenbucher, et al. v. C.B. Fleet Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-804  

Middle District of Florida

Kathleen Stiles, et al. v. C.B. Fleet Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:09-283  
Sara Hancock, et al. v. C.B. Fleet Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 6:09-320  
Eugene M. Burnside v. C.B. Fleet Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 8:09-519  

Northern District of Florida

Lillian E. Lewis, et al. v. C.B. Fleet Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:09-49  

Southern District of Florida

Carol Herchak v. C.B. Fleet Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 9:09-80485  

Middle District of Georgia

Mary L. Smith, et al. v. C.B. Fleet Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:09-24  

Northern District of Georgia

Michael L. Bell, et al. v. C.B. Fleet Holding Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-84  
Jean D. Allen, et al. v. C.B. Fleet Holding Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:08-1900  
Geraldine Sawyer v. C.B. Fleet Co., Inc., C.A. No. 1:08-2512  
Wendell W. Hickox v. C.B. Fleet Holding Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:08-3747
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Eastern District of Michigan

Aurel Moga, et al. v. C.B. Fleet Co., Inc., C.A. No. 2:08-14884  

District of Minnesota

June M. Osborne, et al. v. C.B. Fleet Holding Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 0:07-3687  
Roger A. Haley v. C.B. Fleet Co., Inc., C.A. No. 0:07-4011  

District of New Jersey

Mary Baltish, et al. v. C.B. Fleet Holding Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-685  

Western District of North Carolina

William R. Smith, et al. v. C.B. Fleet Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-10  

Northern District of Ohio

Elaine C. Shaffer, et al. v. C.B. Fleet Co., Inc., C.A. No. 1:08-1848  

Southern District of Ohio

Gayle L. Constable, et al. v. C.B. Fleet Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:08-712  

District of Oregon

Susan Day v. C.B. Fleet Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 6:08-1171  

Northern District of Texas

Ira Jason Lucks, et al. v. C.B. Fleet Co., Inc., C.A. No. 3:09-136
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SECTION B 
MATTERS DESIGNATED FOR CONSIDERATION WITHOUT ORAL ARGUMENT

MDL No. 1798 -- IN RE: LONG-DISTANCE TELEPHONE SERVICE FEDERAL               
                             EXCISE TAX REFUND LITIGATION

Opposition of plaintiff Adam Swisher to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the District of District of Columbia:

Middle District of Pennsylvania

Adam Swisher v. United States of America, C.A. No. 1:09-47  

MDL No. 1845 -- IN RE: CONAGRA PEANUT BUTTER PRODUCTS LIABILITY             
                             LITIGATION

Oppositions of plaintiffs Melba Hoffpauir; Pamela Cole; and Avery Ayers, et al., to
transfer of their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Northern
District of Georgia:

Eastern District of Texas

Melba Hoffpauir v. ConAgra Foods, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-187 
Pamela Cole v. HEB Grocery Co., LP, et al., C.A. No. 1:09-189 

Southern District of Texas

Avery Ayers, et al. v. ConAgra Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 4:08-3723
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MDL No. 1871 -- IN RE: AVANDIA MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES AND                    
                             PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION

Oppositions of plaintiffs Manuel Hernandez, et al., and Anthony A. Gillins, et al., to
transfer of their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Eastern
District of Pennsylvania:

Central District of California

Manuel Hernandez, et al. v. GlaxoSmithKline, et al., C.A. No. 2:09-1177 
Anthony A. Gillins, et al. v. SmithKline Beecham Corp., et al., C.A. No. 5:09-164 

MDL No. 1905 -- IN RE: MEDTRONIC, INC., SPRINT FIDELIS LEADS PRODUCTS       
                             LIABILITY LITIGATION

Oppositions of plaintiff Richard W. Bacon and defendant Mount Sinai Medical Center of
Florida, Inc., to transfer of their respective following actions to the United States District Court
for the District of Minnesota:

Southern District of Florida

George Schiller v. Medtronic, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-20164 

Southern District of Texas

Richard W. Bacon v. Medtronic, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 4:09-368  

MDL No. 1909 -- IN RE: GADOLINIUM CONTRAST DYES PRODUCTS LIABILITY       
                             LITIGATION

Opposition of plaintiff Patty Willey to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Northern District of Ohio:

Western District of Texas

Patty Willey v. General Electric Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:09-17
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MDL No. 1928 -- IN RE: TRASYLOL PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION

Opposition of plaintiff Randal Hoffman to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Southern District of Florida:

Central District of California

Randal Hoffman v. Bayer Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:09-989 

MDL No. 1933 -- IN RE: MERRILL LYNCH & CO., INC., SECURITIES, DERIVATIVE   
                             & "ERISA" LITIGATION

Motion of defendants Merrill Lynch & Co., Inc.; Merrill Lynch Mortgage Investors, Inc.;
Merrill Lynch, Pierce, Fenner & Smith, Inc.; Merrill Lynch Mortgage Lending, Inc.; Merrill
Lynch Credit Corp.; Matthew Whalen; Brian T. Sullivan; Michael M. McGovern; Donald C.
Han; and Paul Park to transfer the following action to the United States District Court for the
Southern District of New York: 

Central District of California

Connecticut Carpenters Pension Fund, et al. v. Merrill Lynch & Co., Inc., et al., 
     C.A. No. 2:09-1076 

MDL No. 1953 -- IN RE: HEPARIN PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION

Opposition of plaintiffs The Charter Oak Fire Insurance Co., et al., to transfer of the
following action to the United States District Court for the Northern District of Ohio:

District of Maryland

The Charter Oak Fire Insurance Co., et al. v. American Capital, Ltd., et al., 
     C.A. No. 8:09-100
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MDL No. 1983 -- IN RE: INDIANAPOLIS LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY I.R.S. § 412(I)  
                              PLANS LIFE INSURANCE MARKETING LITIGATION

Motion of defendants Indianapolis Life Insurance Company and Bankers Life Insurance
Company of New York to transfer the following action to the United States District Court for the
Northern District of Texas: 

Southern District of New York

Michael Goldstein, et al. v. Warren Rosen, et al., C.A. No. 1:09-7 

MDL No. 1988 -- IN RE: COUNTRYWIDE FINANCIAL CORP. MORTGAGE                    
                              MARKETING AND SALES PRACTICES LITIGATION

Opposition of defendants Countrywide Financial Corp.; Countrywide Home Loans, Inc.; 
Countrywide Bank, FSB; and Treasury Bank, N.A., to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Southern District of California:

Central District of California

Steven S. Bigverdi, et al. v. Countrywide Bank FSB, et al., C.A. No. 2:07-3454 

MDL No. 2009 -- IN RE: REGIONS MORGAN KEEGAN SECURITIES, DERIVATIVE     
                             AND EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME SECURITY ACT (ERISA)  
                             LITIGATION

Opposition of plaintiff Ernest Kramer to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Western District of Tennessee:

Northern District of Alabama

Ernest Kramer v. Regions Bank, et al., C.A. No. 2:08-2409
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MDL No. 2015 -- IN RE: WACHOVIA CORP. "PICK-A-PAYMENT" MORTGAGE           
                             MARKETING AND SALES PRACTICES LITIGATION

Opposition of plaintiff Laura Johnson to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Northern District of California:

District of New Jersey

Laura Johnson v. Wachovia Mortgage Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:08-4147



PROCEDURES FOR ORAL ARGUMENT BEFORE THE
UNITED STATES JUDICIAL PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION

All oral argument is governed by the provisions of Rule 16.1 of the Rules of Procedure of the
Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation (effective April 2, 2001).  Rule 16.1(g) allows a
maximum of twenty minutes for oral argument in each matter.  In most cases, however, less time
is necessary for the expression of all views and the Panel reserves the prerogative of reducing the
time requested by counsel.  Accordingly, counsel should be careful not to overstate the time
requested for oral argument.

The Panel insists that counsel limit all oral argument to the appropriate criteria.  See generally In
re “East of the Rockies” Concrete Pipe Antitrust Cases, 302 F. Supp. 244, 255-56 (J.P.M.L.
1969) (concurring opinion) (discussion concerning criteria for transfer).

Rule 16.1 is duplicated in its entirety hereafter for your convenience.



RULE 16.1: HEARING SESSIONS AND ORAL ARGUMENT

(a) Hearing sessions of the Panel for the presentation of oral argument and
consideration of matters taken under submission without oral argument shall be held as ordered
by the Panel.  The Panel shall convene whenever and wherever desirable or necessary in the
judgment of the Chairman.  The Chairman shall determine which matters shall be considered at
each hearing session and the Clerk of the Panel shall give notice to counsel for all parties
involved in the litigation to be so considered of the time, place and subject matter of such
hearing session.

(b) Each party filing a motion or a response to a motion or order of the Panel under
Rules 7.2, 7.3, 7.4 or 7.6 of these Rules may file simultaneously therewith a separate statement
limited to one page setting forth reasons why oral argument should, or need not, be heard.  Such 
statements shall be captioned “Reasons Why Oral Argument Should [Need Not] Be Heard,” and
shall be filed and served in conformity with Rules 5.12 and 5.2 of these Rules.

(c) No transfer or remand determination regarding any action pending in the district
court shall be made by the Panel when any party timely opposes such transfer or remand unless a
hearing session has been held for the presentation of oral argument except that the Panel may
dispense with oral argument if it determines that:  

      (i)     the dispositive issue(s) have been authoritatively decided; or
     (ii)     the facts and legal arguments are adequately presented in the briefs and record,   
                and the decisional process would not be significantly aided by oral argument. 

Unless otherwise ordered by the Panel, all other matters before the Panel, such as a motion for
reconsideration, shall be considered and determined upon the basis of the papers filed.

(d) In those matters in which oral argument is not scheduled by the Panel, counsel
shall be promptly advised.  If oral argument is scheduled in a matter the Clerk of the Panel may
require counsel for all parties who wish to make or to waive oral argument to file and serve
notice to that effect within a stated time in conformity with Rules 5.12 and 5.2 of these Rules. 
Failure to do so shall be deemed a waiver of oral argument by that party. If oral argument is
scheduled but not attended by a party, the matter shall not be rescheduled and that party’s
position shall be treated as submitted for decision by the Panel on the basis of the papers filed. 

(e) Except for leave of the Panel on a showing of good cause, only those parties to
actions scheduled for oral argument who have filed a motion or written response to a motion or
order shall be permitted to appear before the Panel and present oral argument.

(f) Counsel for those supporting transfer or remand under Section 1407 and counsel
for those opposing such transfer or remand are to confer separately prior to the oral argument for
the purpose of organizing their arguments and selecting representatives to present all views
without duplication.

(g) Unless otherwise ordered by the Panel, a maximum of twenty minutes shall be
allotted for oral argument in each matter.  The time shall be divided equally among those with
varying viewpoints.  Counsel for the moving party or parties shall generally be heard first.
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(h) So far as practicable and consistent with the purposes of Section 1407, the
offering of oral testimony before the Panel shall be avoided.  Accordingly, oral testimony shall
not be received except upon notice, motion and order of the Panel expressly providing for it.

(i) After an action or group of actions has been set for a hearing session,
consideration of such action(s) may be continued only by order of the Panel on good cause
shown.
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