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 NOTICE OF HEARING SESSION


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: January 25, 2007


LOCATION OF HEARING SESSION:        David W. Dyer Federal Building and 
                                                                       United States Courthouse


           Central Courtroom, 2nd Floor
           300 Northeast First Avenue
           Miami, Florida  33132                   


TIME OF HEARING SESSION:  In those matters designated for oral argument, counsel presenting oral argument
must be present at 8:30 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 January 8, 2007.  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 Southern District of Florida







JUDICIAL PANEL ON
MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION


FILED


DEC. 14, 2006


JEFFERY N. LÜTHI    
 CLERK OF THE PANEL


BEFORE THE JUDICIAL PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION


WM. TERRELL HODGES, CHAIRMAN, D. LOWELL JENSEN, J.
FREDERICK MOTZ, ROBERT L. MILLER, JR., KATHRYN H. VRATIL, 
DAVID R. HANSEN AND ANTHONY J. SCIRICA, JUDGES OF THE PANEL


 HEARING SESSION ORDER


IT IS ORDERED that on January 25, 2007, a hearing session will be held in Miami, Florida, to
consider the matters on the attached Schedule under 28 U.S.C. § 1407.


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that at said hearing session 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 at said hearing session the matters listed on Section A of the
attached Schedule shall be designated for oral argument.


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that at said hearing session the matters listed on Section B of the
attached Schedule shall be considered without oral argument, pursuant to Rule 16.1(c), R.P.J.P.M.L., 199
F.R.D. 425, 439 (2001).  The Panel reserves the prerogative, on any basis including submissions of
parties pursuant to Panel Rule 16.1(b), to issue a subsequent notice designating any of those matters for
oral argument.


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.


FOR THE PANEL:


                                                 
  Wm. Terrell Hodges


       Chairman







SCHEDULE OF MATTERS FOR HEARING SESSION
January 25, 2007 -- Miami, Florida   


SECTION A 
MATTERS DESIGNATED FOR ORAL ARGUMENT


MDL-1791 -- In re National Security Agency Telecommunications Records Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiffs Steve Gaw and Robert M. Clayton III; defendants Office of Consumer
Counsel; Anthony J. Palermino; Donald W. Downes; Jack R. Goldberg; John W. Betkoski III; Anne C.
George; American Civil Liberties Union of Connecticut; Kurt Adams; Sharon Reishus; Dennis Keschl;
Steve Gaw; Robert M. Clayton III; Zulima V. Farber; Kimberly S. Ricketts; Cathleen O’Donnell; James
Volz; David C. Coen; John D. Burke; and David O’Brien; and proposed defendant intervenors James D.
Cowie; James D. Woodworth; David L. Cowie; Kristen A. Tyson; Paul G. Tyson; Paul Sarvis; Lou
Solebello; Barbara Taylor; Christopher Branson; Gwethalyn M. Phillips; Sally Dobres; Harold Noel;
Margaret Siegle; Maureen Dea; Ethan Strimling; John H. Donovan; Thomas Mundhenk; and Lisa Hicks
to transfer of their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Northern
District of California:


District of Connecticut


United States of America v. Anthony J. Palermino, et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1405 


District of Maine


United States of America v. Kurt Adams, et al., C.A. No. 1:06-97 


Eastern District of Missouri


United States of America v. Steve Gaw, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-1132 


Western District of Missouri


Robert Clayton, et al. v. AT&T Communications of the Southwest, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 2:06-4177 


District of New Jersey


United States of America v. Zulima V. Farber, et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2683 


District of Vermont


United States of America v. James Volz, et al., C.A. No. 2:06-188
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MDL-1813 -- In re New Century Mortgage Corp. Prescreening Litigation


Motion of plaintiffs Perrie Bonner, et al., for centralization (and subsequent motion to withdraw
the initial motion) of the following actions in the United States District Court for the Northern District of
Indiana: 


Central District of California


Mary Forrest v. New Century Mortgage Corp., C.A. No. 2:06-3951  
Pamela Phillips v. New Century Financial Corp., et al., C.A. No. 8:05-692  


Northern District of Indiana


Perrie Bonner, et al. v. Home 123 Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:05-146  


MDL-1814 -- In re The Home Depot, Inc., Equipment Rental Contract Litigation


Motion of plaintiff Eric D. Cook for centralization of the following actions in the United States
District Court for the Southern District of Florida, or in the alternative, the United States District Court
for the Northern District of Illinois or the United States District Court for the Southern District of Ohio: 


Southern District of Florida


Gold Coast Racing, Inc., et al. v. The Home Depot U.S.A., Inc., C.A. No. 0:05-61931          
Northern District of Illinois


John Michael Rickher v. The Home Depot, Inc., C.A. No. 1:05-2152 


District of New Jersey


Mieczyslaw Pacholec v. The Home Depot U.S.A., Inc., C.A. No. 2:06-827 


Southern District of Ohio


Eric D. Cook v. The Home Depot, Inc., C.A. No. 2:06-571 


Western District of Texas


Brad Barnard v. The Home Depot U.S.A., Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-491
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MDL-1816 -- In re Katz Interactive Call Processing Patent Litigation


Motion of defendants Target Corp., Target Bank, and Target National Bank, for centralization of
certain of the following actions in the United States District Court for the Central District of California
and motion of defendant Global Crossing Telecommunications, Inc., for centralization of certain of the
following actions in the United States District Court for the District of Delaware, or in the alternative, the
United States District Court for the Central District of California: 
 


District of Delaware


Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, LP v. Reliant Energy Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 1:06-543  
Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, LP v. TD Banknorth, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 1:06-544  
Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, LP v. Ahold USA, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-545 
Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, LP v. Time Warner Cable, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 1:06-546  
Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, LP v. American International Group, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 1:06-547  


Eastern District of Texas


Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, LP v. American Airlines, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 2:06-334 
Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, LP v. Aetna, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-335
Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, LP v. Citibank, N.A., et al., C.A. No. 5:05-142
Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, LP v. Discover Financial Services, Inc., et al.,
    C.A. No. 5:06-182 
Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, LP v. Genesys Conferencing, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 5:06-187 
Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, LP v. American Electric Power Co., Inc., et al.,
    C.A. No. 5:06-188  
Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, LP v. Alltel Corp., et al., C.A. No. 9:06-177 
Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, LP v. Chevron Corp., et al., C.A. No. 9:06-178 


    Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, LP v. Cox Communications, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 9:06-191 
Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, LP v. DirecTV Group, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 9:06-192 
Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, LP v. Earthlink, Inc., C.A. No. 9:06-193
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MDL-1816 (Continued)


 Eastern District of Texas (Continued)


Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, LP v. Tracfone Wireless, Inc., C.A. No. 9:06-194
Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, LP v. Ford Motor Co., et al., C.A. No. 9:06-195   
Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, LP v. Cullen/Frost Bankers, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 9:06-196 
Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, LP v. General Electric Capital Corp., et al., 
    C.A. No. 9:06-197 
Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, LP v. General Motors Corp., et al., 
    C.A. No. 9:06-198 
Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, LP v. Humana, Inc., C.A. No. 9:06-199  


   Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, LP v. PNC Financial Services Group, Inc., et al.,        C.A.
No. 9:06-200
Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, LP v. Regions Financial Corp., et al., 
    C.A. No. 9:06-201 
Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, LP v. Safeco Insurance Co. of America, et al.,             
C.A. No. 9:06-202 
Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, LP v. U.S. Bancorp, et al., C.A. No. 9:06-203       


MDL-1817 -- In re CertainTeed Corp. Roofing Shingle Products Liability Litigation


Motion of plaintiff Catherine Barrett for centralization of the following actions in the United
States District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania: 


Southern District of Iowa


Dean Conrad v. CertainTeed Corp., C.A. No. 4:06-420  


Northern District of Illinois


Dawn Lynn Johnson v. CertainTeed Corp., C.A. No. 1:06-4864 


Western District of Kentucky


Tina Fitzner v. CertainTeed Corp., C.A. No. 3:06-488
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MDL-1817 (Continued)


Eastern District of Michigan


David Butz, et al. v. CertainTeed Corp., C.A. No. 2:06-14357 


District of Minnesota


Gerald Brenden, et al. v. CertainTeed Corp., C.A. No. 0:06-3579 


Eastern District of Pennsylvania 


Catherine Barrett v. CertainTeed Corp., C.A. No. 2:06-4117 
Roger Dunker, et al. v. CertainTeed Corp., C.A. No. 2:06-4243  


Western District of Wisconsin


Nancy Hollis, et al. v. CertainTeed Corp., C.A. No. 3:06-525 


MDL-1818 -- In re Citifinancial Services Incorporated Prescreened Offer Litigation


Motion of plaintiffs Chana Hecht and Frank N. Hernandez for centralization of the following
actions in the United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois: 


District of Connecticut


Chana Hecht v. CitiFinancial Services, Inc., C.A. No. 3:06-1632 


Northern District of Illinois


Frank N. Hernandez, Jr. v. CitiFinancial Services, Inc., C.A. No. 1:05-2263 


District of Massachusetts


Nellie A. Chudzikiewicz v. CitiFinancial Services, Inc., C.A. No. 4:06-40201
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MDL-1818 (Continued)


Eastern District of Missouri


John C. Barrett v. CitiFinancial Services, Inc., C.A. No. 4:06-887 


Eastern District of Wisconsin


Mary Forrest v. CitiFinancial, Inc., C.A. No. 2:06-294  


MDL-1819 -- In re Static Random Access Memory (SRAM) Antitrust Litigation


Motion of plaintiff Alexander Ma for centralization of the following actions in the United States
District Court for the Northern District of California: 


Central District of California


Daniel Price v. Cypress Semiconductor Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-6674 


Northern District of California


Dataplex, Inc. v. Alliance Semiconductor Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-6491 
Greg Proiette v. Cypress Semiconductor Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-6501 
Alexander Ma v. Alliance Semiconductor Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-6511 
Reclaim Center, Inc., et al. v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-6533   
Yoni Ribo v. Cypress Semiconductor Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-6535 


MDL-1820 -- In re Webloyalty.com, Inc., Marketing and Sales Practices Litigation


Motion of plaintiffs Joe W. Kuefler, Kim Crouse, and Monica Staaf for centralization of the
following actions in the United States District Court for the District of Massachusetts: 


Central District of California


Alcides Melo v. Webloyalty.com, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-6329
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MDL-1820 (Continued)


District of Massachusetts 


Joe W. Kuefler v. Webloyalty.com, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-11620   
Kim Crouse v. Webloyalty.com, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-11834  
Monica Staaf v. Webloyalty.com, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-11835  


MDL-1821 -- In re Lycoming Crankshaft Products Liability Litigation


Motion of defendants AVCO Corp. and Textron, Inc., for centralization of the following actions
in the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania: 


Eastern District of California


Richard A. Bristow v. Lycoming Engines, et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1947 


Eastern District of Pennsylvania 


Charles Powers v. Lycoming Engines, et al., C.A. No. 2:06-2993 
John Car v. Lycoming Engines, et al., C.A. No. 2:06-4228  


MDL-1822 -- In re Bluetooth Headset Products Liability Litigation


Motion of plaintiffs Michael Jones, et al., for centralization of the following actions in the United
States District Court for the Central District of California: 


Eastern District of Arkansas


Hayley Frye v. Motorola, Inc., C.A. No. 4:06-1533


Central District of California


Michael Jones, et al. v. Motorola, Inc., C.A. No. 2:06-5182 
Betsee Finlee v. GN Jabra North America, et al., C.A. No. 2:06-6280
Amy Karle v. Motorola, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-6706
Lori Raines v. Plantronics, Inc., C.A. No. 2:06-6708
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MDL-1822 (Continued)


Middle District of Florida


Steve Edwards v. Motorola, Inc., C.A. No. 8:06-1909  
Kyle Edwards v. Plantronics, Inc., C.A. No. 8:06-1910 
Gary Hamrick v. GN Jabra North America, et al., C.A. No. 8:06-1911 


Northern District of Illinois


Martin Alpert, et al. v. Motorola, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-5586 


Southern District of Mississippi


Jessica Smith v. Motorola, Inc., C.A. No. 2:06-242  


District of New Hampshire


Mark Davis v. GN Jabra North America, et al., C.A. No. 1:06-402 


Eastern District of Oklahoma


Jarred Swink v. Motorola, Inc., C.A. No. 6:06-456 


Western District of Tennessee


Mark Benfield v. Motorola, Inc., C.A. No. 2:06-2690 


MDL-1823 -- In re Movie Artwork Copyright Litigation


Motion of defendants A.V.E.L.A., Inc.; Art-Nostalgia.com, Inc.; X One X Movie Archive, Inc.;
Leo Valencia; and Beverly Hills Teddy Bear Company for centralization of the following actions in the
United States District Court for the Central District of California: 


Central District of California


Toho Co., Ltd. v. A.V.E.L.A., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1385 
Fleischer Studios, Inc. v. A.V.E.L.A. Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-6229
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MDL-1823 (Continued)


Eastern District of Missouri


Warner Bros. Entertainment, Inc., et al. v. Dave Grossman Creations, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 4:06-546 


Southern District of New York


King Features Syndicate, Inc., et al. v. A.V.E.L.A. Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-6464 


MDL-1824 -- In re Tri-State Water Rights Litigation


Motion of The Atlanta Regional Commission, The City of Atlanta, The Cobb County-Marietta
Water Authority, and The City of Gainesville, Georgia, for centralization of the following actions in the
United States District Court for the District of District of Columbia: 


Northern District of Alabama


State of Alabama, et al. v. U.S. Army Corp. of Engineers, et al., C.A. No. 1:90-1331        


District of District of Columbia


Southeastern Federal Power Customers, Inc. v. Louis Caldera, et al., C.A. No. 1:00-2975    
Northern District of Florida


State of Florida v. United States Fish & Wildlife Service, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-410         
Northern District of Georgia


State of Georgia v. The United States Army Corp. of Engineers, et al., 
   C.A. No. 1:06-1473 
State of Georgia v. United States Corp. of Engineers, et al., C.A. No. 2:01-26
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SECTION B 
MATTERS DESIGNATED FOR CONSIDERATION WITHOUT ORAL ARGUMENT


MDL-875 -- In re Asbestos Products Liability Litigation (No. VI)


Oppositions of plaintiffs Charles F. Zettner, et al.; Eswin Dean; Archie Lord; Joseph Newsome;
Cleophus Smith; and Joseph Alexander Anderson, Jr., et al., to transfer of their respective following
actions to the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania:


Northern District of California


Charles F. Zettner, et al. v. Buffalo Pumps, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-5905 


Northern District of Mississippi


Eswin Dean v. 3M Co., et al., C.A. No. 4:06-142  


Southern District of Mississippi 


Archie Lord v. Phillips 66 Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-660  
Joseph Newsome v. Phillips 66 Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-661  
Cleophus Smith v. Phillips 66 Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-662  


District of Utah


Joseph Alexander Anderson, Jr., et al. v. Ford Motor Co., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-741
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MDL-1203 -- In re Diet Drugs (Phentermine/Fenfluramine/Dexfenfluramine) Products Liability                
          Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiffs Mary Cordrey and Mary Anne Norris, et al., to transfer of their
respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania:


District of Massachusetts 


Mary Cordrey v. Indevus Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-11604 
Mary Anne Norris, et al. v. Indevus Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-11605 


MDL-1379 -- In re Literary Works in Electronic Databases Copyright Litigation


Motion of plaintiff Edward Roeder for remand, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1407(a), of the following
action to the United States District Court for the District of District of Columbia:


Southern District of New York


Edward Roeder v. Tribune Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:05-7311 (D. District of Columbia,       C.A.
No. 1:04-1818) 


MDL-1428 -- In re Ski Train Fire in Kaprun, Austria, on November 11, 2000


Opposition of defendant Wika Instrument Corp. to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Southern District of New York:


Middle District of Florida


Nanae Mitsumoto, et al. v. Robert Bosch Corp., et al., C.A. No. 8:06-1657
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MDL-1456 -- In re Pharmaceutical Industry Average Wholesale Price Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiffs to transfer of their respective following actions to the United States
District Court for the District of Massachusetts:


Northern District of Illinois


The People of the State of Illinois v. Abbot Laboratories, et al., C.A. No. 1:06-5528      


Eastern District of Kentucky


Commonwealth of Kentucky ex rel. v. Warrick Pharmaceuticals Corp., et al., 
     C.A. No. 3:06-69 


Northern District of New York 


County of Schenectady v. Abbott Laboratories, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-1239  
County of Oswego v. Abbott Laboratories, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:06-1240  


Western District of New York


The County of Erie v. Abbott Laboratories, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 6:06-6505 


Southern District of Ohio


State of Ohio v. Dey, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-676


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, etc. v. Tap Pharmaceutical Products, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 2:06-4514 


District of South Carolina 


State of South Carolina, et al. v. Dey, LP, C.A. No. 3:06-2914  
State of South Carolina, et al. v. Dey, LP, C.A. No. 3:06-2925  


Western District of Wisconsin


State of Wisconsin v. Amgen, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-582
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MDL-1507 -- In re Prempro Products Liability Litigation


Opposition of plaintiffs Myra Cook, et al., to transfer of the following action to the United States
District Court for the Eastern District of Arkansas:


Southern District of Illinois


Myra Cook, et al. v. Wyeth, et al., C.A. No. 3:06-781 


MDL-1596 -- In re Zyprexa Products Liability Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiffs Betty Weathers and Jim Hood, etc., to transfer of their respective
following actions to the United States District Court for the Eastern District of New York:


Middle District of Alabama


Betty Weathers v. Eli Lilly & Co., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-666 


Northern District of Mississippi


Jim Hood, etc. v. Eli Lilly & Co., C.A. No. 3:06-110 


MDL-1598 -- In re Ephedra Products Liability Litigation


Opposition of defendants Atrium, Inc., and Aspen Group, Inc., to transfer of the following action
to the United States District Court for the Southern District of New York:


District of Kansas


Stephen Spicer v. New Image International, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:04-2184
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MDL-1598 (Continued)


Motion of plaintiffs Jerome D. Kreutzer, et al., for remand, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1407(a), of
the following action to the United States District Court for the Southern District of California:


Southern District of New York


Jerome D. Kreutzer, et al. v. MII Liquidation, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-6654 
   (S.D. California, C.A. No. 3:06-885)


MDL-1604 -- In re Ocwen Federal Bank FSB Mortgage Servicing Litigation


Opposition of plaintiffs Charles Gray, et al., to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois:


Northern District of Texas


Charles Gray, et al. v. Donna Stockman, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-676 


MDL-1648 -- In re Rubber Chemicals Antitrust Litigation


Opposition of defendants Flexsys America L.P.; Flexsys N.V.; Akzo Nobel Chemicals
Internationals B.V.; and Nobel Chemicals, Inc., to transfer of the following action to the United States
District Court for the Northern District of California:


Northern District of Ohio


Korea Kumbo Petrochemical Co., Ltd. v. Flexsys America, LP, et al., C.A. No. 1:06-1791


MDL-1657 -- In re Vioxx Marketing, Sales Practices and Products Liability Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiffs and defendants Danny Jones, P.A.; Addi Sameh Abuel-Shar, M.D.; Saint
Francis Hospital, Inc.; Philip Hess, M.D.; Jihad Khattab, M.D.; and Jian Xing, M.D., to transfer of their
respective actions listed on Attachment A to the United States District Court for the Eastern District of
Louisiana
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MDL-1700 -- In re FedEx Ground Package System, Inc., Employment Practices Litigation 
                      (No. II)


Opposition of plaintiffs Richard Lucey, et al., to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Northern District of Indiana:


District of New Jersey


Richard Lucey, et al. v. FedEx Ground Package Systems, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-3738


MDL-1708 -- In re Guidant Corp. Implantable Defibrillators Products Liability Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiffs to transfer of their respective following actions to the United States
District Court for the District of Minnesota:


Southern District of Alabama


Arthur T. Sims, et al. v. Guidant Sales Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-644 


Eastern District of California


Sallie Everett v. Guidant Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-1116 
Piero Biondi, et al. v. Boston Scientific Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-1150 
Randal Notestine v. Guidant Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1945 
Ronald Cameron, et al. v. Guidant Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1960 
Clifford Hosler, et al. v. Guidant Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1972 


Northern District of California


Alfred Martinez, et al. v. Guidant Corp., et al., C.A. No. 5:06-5244 


Southern District of California


Fred W. Seeger v. Guidant Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1685 
Theodore Hardson v. Guidant Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1687
Bennie Shipley v. Guidant Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1688


Eastern District of Missouri


Donald Alexander v. Boston Scientific Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:06-1289
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Miami, Florida
         


MDL-1715 -- In re Ameriquest Mortgage Co. Mortgage Lending Practices Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiffs Barbara S. Austin, Mildred Golden, Lisa M. Garacia, and Mary A.
Maltese to transfer of their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the
Northern District of Illinois:


Northern District of Georgia


Barbara S. Austin v. Ameriquest Mortgage Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-1452 


Southern District of Georgia


Mildred Golden v. Ameriquest Mortgage Co., C.A. No. 4:06-36 


Middle District of Pennsylvania


Lisa M. Garacia v. Ameriquest Mortgage Co., C.A. No. 1:06-1595 
Mary A. Maltese v. Ameriquest Mortgage Co., C.A. No. 1:06-1596 


MDL-1718 -- In re Ford Motor Co. Speed Control Deactivation Switch Products Liability                          
          Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiffs Louisiana Farm Bureau Casualty Insurance Co., et al.; James R. Bixler;
and West American Insurance Co., et al., to transfer of their respective following actions to the United
States District Court for the Eastern District of Michigan:


Middle District of Louisiana


Louisiana Farm Bureau Casualty Insurance Co., et al. v. Ford Motor Co., 
    C.A. No. 3:06-576 


Eastern District of Missouri


James R. Bixler v. Ford Motor Co., C.A. No. 4:06-1030 


District of South Carolina


West American Insurance Co., et al. v. Ford Motor Co., C.A. No. 8:06-2435
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Miami, Florida
         


MDL-1721 -- In re Cessna 208 Series Aircraft Products Liability Litigation


Opposition of defendant Cessna Aircraft Company to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the District of Kansas:


Southern District of New York


Stephanie Ann Allan, et al. v. Cessna Aircraft Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-8197 


MDL-1726 -- In re Medtronic, Inc., Implantable Defibrillators Products Liability Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiff June Branson, etc., and defendant Medrtonic, Inc., to transfer of the
respective following actions to the United States District Court for the District of Minnesota:


Middle District of Florida


June Branson, etc. v. Medtronic, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:06-332 


Western District of Kentucky


Connie Farmer, et al. v. Medtronic, Inc., C.A. No. 3:06-152  


MDL-1785 -- In re Bausch & Lomb Inc. Contact Lens Solution Products Liability Litigation


Opposition of plaintiffs Michelle Sandford, et al., to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the District of South Carolina:


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


Michelle Sandford, et al. v. Bausch & Lomb, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-4208
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Miami, Florida
         


MDL-1789 -- In re Fosamax Products Liability Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiffs Edward A. Morris, et al., and Anne E. Clayton to transfer of their
respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Southern District of New York:


Central District of California


Edward A. Morris, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-5587 
Anne E. Clayton v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-6398
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MDL-1657 -- In re Vioxx Marketing, Sales Practices and Products Liability Litigation


Eastern District of California


Gladys Herring, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1826 
Ruth Beatty v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1845 
Mary Grove v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1941 
Donna Moret v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1954 
Maximo Rivera v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1957 
Linda Chamberlain v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1973 
Kap Sook Choi v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1977 
Witold Kolankowski v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1978 
Freeman Herring v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-2079 
Emma Miguel v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-2215 


Northern District of California


Jeffrey Kaufman, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-4921 
William C. Mullins v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-5534 


Southern District of California


Earl Alger v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1888 
Douglas Diaz v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1889 
Raylene Diaz v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1890 
Diane Dumas v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1891 
Judy Joseph v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1892 
Debra Robles v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1893 
Berit Nytzen v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1894 
Annette Williams v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1896 
Jayn Fields v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1897 
Brenda Eldridge v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1898 
William Eldridge v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1899 
David Fields v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1900 
Diane Cross v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1901 
Valada Embry v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1903
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Southern District of California (Continued)


Wanda Alger v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1904 
David Young, Sr. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1905 
George Dumas v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1906 
Carol Demasters v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1907 
Helen Eads v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1908 
Irma Young v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1909 
Evelyn Mazzone v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1951 
Jacqueline Battle v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1953 
Robert Battle v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1954
James Mazzone v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1955 
Norwood Blatchford v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1956 
Margaret Choate v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1957
Rosa Blatchford v. Merck & Co., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1958 
Horst Baranasch v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1959 
Carol J. Heck v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1960 
Esperanza Juarez v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1961 
Jesus Beato v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1962 
Alice Farmer v. Merck & Co, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1963 
Susanne Barabasch v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1964 
Nina Pope v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1966 
Carmen Ramirez v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1967 
Nancy Furman v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1968 
Jean Brooker v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1969 
Stephen Choate v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1970 
Glenna Settle v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1971 
Frederick Settle v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1972 
Richard Brooker v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1973 
Alicia Beato v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1981 
Joel Christenson v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1982 
Tina Diamond v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1983 
Loren Diamond v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1984 
Edward Gnau v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1985 
Srvilla Harris v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1986 
Victoria Kassab v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1987
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Southern District of California (Continued)


William Kay v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1988 
Hank Martinex v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1989 
Simena Woo v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1990 
Priscilla Wilson v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1991 
Bobby Wilson v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1992 
Leslie Weldy v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1993 
Mary Stromberg v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1994 
Leona St. Onge v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1995 
Eloisa Santillan v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1996 
Betty Michal v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1997 
Minh Tam Nguyen v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1998 
Lou Ella Holmes v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1999 
Betty Jo Kay v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2000 
Dearled Knotts v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2001 
Joanne Westover v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2003 
Stanley Westover v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2004 
Sharon Leezy v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2005 
Carl Danek v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2006 
Lorraine Suder v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2007 
Mariane Power v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2008 
Louis Roah v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2009 
Dorothy Scott v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2010 
James Leezy v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2011 
Angela Tourajigian v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2012 
Arnold Suder v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2013
Jean Roah v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2014 
Charles Murphy v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2015 
Carlos Baylon v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2016 
Debbie Clines v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2017 
Juan Leanos v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2018 
Michelle Bell v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2019 
Robert Brown v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2020 
Josephine Baylon v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2021
Kim Hernandez v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2032
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Southern District of California (Continued)


Judith Schuff v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2033 
Jeff Goldberg v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2034 
Larry Dawes v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2035 
Phyllis Cruz v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2036 
Jose Cruz v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2037 
David J. Hernandez v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2038 
Martha Brault v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2039 
Inez Goldenberg v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2040 
Evelyn Green v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2041
Anita Kincade v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2042 
Catherine Janes v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2043 
Alfred Brault v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2044 
Harold James v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2045 
Egon Ohlendorf v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2046 
Robert Gans v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2047 
Nancy Jackson-Dawes v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2048 
Frances Gans v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2049 
Denise Radovan-Alfonso v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2115 
Francisco Silva v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2116 
Maria Santiago v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2117 
James Rhodes v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2118 
Mark Williams v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2119 
Vickie Brendel v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2120 
Perseveranda Smith v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2121 
Fred Black, Sr. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2122 
Jean Cardinal-McQuery v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2123 
Bella Jacobs v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2124 
Larry Valenti v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2125 
Patricia Martinez v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2126 
Patricia May Hilliard v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2127 
Jan Schmidt v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2128 
Steven Hampton v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2129 
Jean McNeese v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2130 
Dale Lloyd v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2131







- 5 -


MDL-1657 Attachment A (Continued)
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Augustin Hernandez v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2132 
Kenneth Lowry v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2133 
Donna Hall v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2134 
Jacqueline Lowry v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2135 
Dolores Lloyd v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2136 
Brian Coit v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2137 
Juan Silva v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2138 
Frances Bushong v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2139 
Maria Osuna v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2152 
Thomas Perfetto v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2153
Randy Valentine v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2154 
Andres De Casas v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2155 
Anna Combite v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2156 
S. Anne Hamilton v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2157 
Aloysius Kremer v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2158
Winifred Morris v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2159 
Darnell Hudson v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2160 
Viola Kremer v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2161 
Marietta Orpilla v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2163 
Joyce Perfetto v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2164 
Amineh Younis v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2165 
Ahmad Younis v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2166 
Michelle McMahon v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2259 
Darren McMahon v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2260 


Middle District of Florida


Louise M. Griffin, etc. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 8:06-1806 


District of Hawaii


John R. McClelland, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-543
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Western District of Kentucky


Cynthia Chesser, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-521 


Northern District of Mississippi


Michael A. Collier v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-265 


Eastern District of Missouri


Stephen D. Murch v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 4:06-1157 
Forrest Lincoln, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 4:06-1372


District of Nevada


Albertine Avant, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1313 
Buddy Batiz, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1317 
Richard Booth, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1318 
Don Chapman, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1319 
Norma Coon, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1320 
Ralph Cox, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1323 


Northern District of New York


Dennis Richard Harrison v. Merck & Co., Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-932 


Southern District of New York


Elena Strujan v. Merck & Co., Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-7745 


Eastern District of North Carolina


Eugene Seals, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-115 


Northern District of Oklahoma


Wanda Ferrell, etc. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 4:06-561
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Western District of Oklahoma


Stella Claypool v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:06-1030 


Eastern District of Texas


Elton White, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-638 
James Williams v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 6:06-433


Northern District of Texas


Rose Fogiel v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1748 


Southern District of Texas


Dominga R. Castro v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-150 
Patricia Hernandez v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-151 
Olivia Robinson v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-152 
Gwendolyn Ann Herron, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-163
Blanca D. Jimenez v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-165 
Veronica Zamora v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-171 
Sandra Smith v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-172 
Ben Longoria v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-174 
Celia M. Sanchez v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-175  
Delia Cantu, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-404 
Lucia Gonzalez v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-424 
Minerva H. Rosas v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-427 
Alison Nettles, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 4:06-3191 
Edward M. Steele v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:06-147 
Noemi Guzman Mata v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-253 
Maria Dolores Herrera, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-255 
Estela Guerra, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-261 
Cristina Hernandez Mendoza v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-262 
Hortencia Rosalez v. Amerisource, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-269 
Maria Gonzalez de Ramirez v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-278 
Martha B. Torres v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-279
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Petra Ybarra v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-288 
Luis Cantu v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-289  
Emma Cuellar v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-295 
Maria C. Cardenas v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-296 
Gloria Mascorro v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-297 
Maria Gloria Ybarra v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-308 
Aida Vasquez v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-311 
Irma Solis v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-312 
Francisca Villarreal v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-315 
Elma Martinez v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-316 
Elvira Serna v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-317 


Western District of Texas


Ronnie D. Fox, etc. v. Merck & Co., Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-748 
Barbara J. Baxter v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-749 
Katherine Arney, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-771 
Eddie Roy Tealer v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-772 
Ramona Wright v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-779 
Jesus Avila v. Merck & Co., Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-786 
Ina M. Teller v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-804 
Jonna Murchison v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-805 
Brian G. Thompson v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-806 
Juanita Phillips v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-827 
James Townsley v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-849 
Richard Rodriguez, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:06-785







PROCEDURES FOR ORAL ARGUMENT BEFORE THE
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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Telephone:  [202] 502-2800
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October 12, 2007 


NOTICE OF HEARING SESSION


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: November 29, 2007


LOCATION OF HEARING SESSION: Edward J. Schwartz United States Courthouse
Ceremonial Courtroom #1, 4th Floor
940 Front Street
San Diego, California  92101


TIME OF HEARING SESSION:  In those matters designated for oral argument, counsel presenting oral
argument must be present at 8:30 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 November 9, 2007.  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


cc:  Clerk, U.S. District Court for the Southern District of California







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 November 29, 2007, the Panel will convene a hearing session in San Diego,
California, 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.


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Panel will consider without oral argument the matters listed on
Section B of the attached Schedule pursuant to Rule 16.1(c), R.P.J.P.M.L., 199 F.R.D. 425, 439 (2001).  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.


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


                              D. Lowell Jensen J. Frederick Motz
                              Robert L. Miller, Jr. Kathryn H. Vratil
                              David R. Hansen Anthony J. Scirica







SCHEDULE OF MATTERS FOR HEARING SESSION
November 29, 2007 -- San Diego, California


SECTION A 
MATTERS DESIGNATED FOR ORAL ARGUMENT


MDL No. 1885 -- IN RE: GOOD KARMA, LLC, ET AL., IRS SUMMONS LITIGATION


Motion of Petitioners Good Karma, LLC, et al.; Ironwood Trading, LLC, et al.; Nero
Trading, LLC, et al.; Sugarloaf Funding, LLC, et al.; Rook Trading, LLC, et al.; Bodensee Fund,
LLC, et al.; Superior Trading, LLC; Lyons Trading, LLC; and Galba Trading, LLC, for
centralization of the following actions in the United States District Court for the Northern
District of Illinois: 


Middle District of Florida


Ironwood Trading, LLC, et al. v. United States of America, Dept. of the Treasury-I.R.S.,   
  Misc. No. 8:07-59 


Northern District of Georgia


Nero Trading, LLC, et al. v. United States of America, Dept. of the Treasury-I.R.S, 
    C.A. No. 1:07-1816 


Northern District of Illinois


Good Karma, LLC, et al. v. United States of America, Dept. of the Treasury-I.R.S., 
    C.A. No. 1:07-2697 
Good Karma, LLC, et al. v. United States of America, Dept. of the Treasury-I.R.S., 
    C.A. No. 1:07-3930 


District of Massachusetts


Sugarloaf Funding, LLC, et al. v. United States of America, Dept. of the Treasury-I.R.S.,  
     C.A. No. 1:07-11211 


Western District of Michigan


Rook Trading, LLC, et al. v. United States of America, Dept. of the Treasury-I.R.S., 
    C.A. No. 1:07-651
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MDL No. 1885 (Continued)


District of New Jersey


Bodensee Fund, LLC, et al. v. United States of America, Dept. of the Treasury-I.R.S.,       
     C.A. No. 3:07-3209 


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


Bodensee Fund, LLC, et al. v. United States of America, Dept of the Treasury-I.R.S.,        
     Misc. No. 2:07-111 


Middle District of Pennsylvania


Superior Trading, LLC v. United States of America, Dept. of the Treasury-I.R.S., 
   Misc. No. 3:07-195 


Eastern District of Tennessee


Lyons Trading, LLC v. United States of America, Dept. of the Treasury-I.R.S., 
    Misc. No. 3:07-13 


Southern District of Texas


Galba Trading, LLC v. United States of America, Dept. of the Treasury-I.R.S., 
    Misc. No. 7:07-43 


MDL No. 1886 -- IN RE: REFINED PETROLEUM PRODUCTS ANTITRUST                      
                             LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiffs Fast Break Foods, LLC, and Green Oil Company for centralization
of the following actions in the United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois: 


District of District of Columbia


S-Mart Petroleum, Inc. v. Petroleos de Venezuela, S.A., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-1179
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MDL No. 1886 (Continued)


Northern District of Illinois


Fast Break Foods, LLC v. Saudi Arabian Oil Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-6594 
Green Oil Co. v. Saudi Arabian Oil Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-3617 


Northern District of Ohio


Countywide Petroleum Co. v. Petroleos de Venezuela, S.A., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-1632     
  


Southern District of Texas


Spectrum Stores, Inc., et al. v. Citgo Petroleum Corp., C.A. No. 4:06-3569  


MDL No. 1887 -- IN RE: ENGLE PROGENY TOBACCO PRODUCTS LIABILITY             
                             LITIGATION


Motion of defendants R.J. Reynolds Tobacco Company; Philip Morris USA Inc.;
Lorillard Tobacco Company; and Brown & Williamson Tobacco Corporation for centralization
of the following actions in the United States District Court for the Middle District of Florida: 


Middle District of Florida


Sharon White v. Philip Morris USA, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 6:06-1161 
Judith Piegza, et al. v. Philip Morris USA, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 6:06-1162 
Patricia Moore v. Philip Morris USA, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 6:06-1163 
Linda Jones v. Philip Morris USA, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 6:06-1164 
Ronald Spry, et al. v. Liggett Group, LLC, et al., C.A. No. 6:06-1228 
Gloria Bell v. R.J. Reynolds Tobacco Co., et al., C.A. No. 6:07-1152 
Joyce Williams, etc. v. R.J. Reynolds Tobacco Co., et al., C.A. No. 8:06-1696 
John A. Swindells v. R.J. Reynolds Tobacco Co., et al., C.A. No. 8:06-1731
James L. Dunn, et al. v. Philip Morris, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 8:07-770 


Northern District of Florida


Evelyn Swindell, etc. v. R.J. Reynolds Tobacco Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-86
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MDL No. 1887 (Continued) 


Southern District of Florida


Jocelyn Bonenfant, etc. v. R.J. Reynolds Tobacco Co., et al., C.A. No. 0:07-60301 
Jimmie Lee Brown, etc. v. R.J. Reynolds Tobacco Co., et al., C.A. No. 0:07-60432 
Barbara Morales, et al. v. R.J. Reynolds Tobacco Co., et al., C.A. No. 0:07-60944 
Jerome Cohen v. R.J. Reynolds Tobacco Co., et al., C.A. No. 0:07-60946 
Pasquale Caprio, et al. v. R.J. Reynolds Tobacco Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-20712 
Patricia Neisen-Stone v. R.J. Reynolds Tobacco Co., C.A. No. 1:07-20910 
Hanifah Harewood, etc. v. R.J. Reynolds Tobacco Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-21327   
Deanna S. Ellis, et al. v. R.J. Reynolds Tobacco Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-21503 
Roberto Santana v. Philip Morris USA, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-21721 
Gloria Tucker, etc. v. R.J. Reynolds Tobacco Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-21740 
Susan Smith, et al. v. R.J. Reynolds Tobacco Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-21785 
John Glading, Jr., et al. v. R.J. Reynolds Tobacco Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-21843
Daryl Miller, etc. v. R.J. Reynolds Tobacco Co., et al., C.A. No. 9:07-80312 


MDL No. 1888 -- IN RE: MARINE HOSE ANTITRUST LITIGATION (NO. II)


Motion of plaintiff Weeks Marine, Inc., for centralization of the following actions in the
United States District Court for the Southern District of New York: 


Southern District of Florida


Shipyard Supply, LLC v. Bridgestone Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-21282 
Expro Gulf Ltd. v. Bridgestone Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-21464 
Bayside Rubber & Products, Inc. v. Trelleborg Industrie S.A., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-21613 
Bayside Rubber & Products, Inc. v. Christian Caleca, et al., C.A. No. 1:07-21784 
   


Southern District of New York


Weeks Marine, Inc. v. Bridgestone Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-6811
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MDL No. 1889 -- IN RE: PEREGRINE SYSTEMS, INC., SECURITIES LITIGATION


Motion of defendant Arthur Andersen, LLP, and plaintiff David Hildes, etc., for
centralization of the following actions in the United States District Court for the Southern
District of California: 


Southern District of California 


Alan Marshall, et al. v. Peregrine Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-870 
Richard Bowe v. Peregrine Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-871  
Joel A. Gerber v. Peregrine Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-882  
Peter Ahrens v. Peregrine Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-885  
Blake Halberg v. Peregrine Systems Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-886  
Chris Martin v. Peregrine Systems, Inc, et al., C.A. No. 3:02-887  
Ira Gaines v. Peregrine Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-890  
Jeff Michon, et al. v. Peregrine Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-891  
Peter J. Krinsky v. Peregrine Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-902  
Jonathan D. Layes v. Peregrine Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-906  
Alan Berkowitz v. Peregrine Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-921  
Mendel Spiegel, et al. v. Peregrine Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-926  
Gabriel West v. Peregrine Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-951  
Randy Lee v. Peregrine Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-979  
Henry Frankel v. Peregrine Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-996  
Richard Schleicher v. Peregrine Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-1002  
Anthony Boarman v. Peregrine Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-1010  
Eric P. Daniels v. Peregrine Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-1011  
Donna Murray v. Peregrine Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-1022  
Stephen Anish v. Peregrine Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-1047  
Robert Renzi v. Peregrine Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-1060  
Craig McCarthy v. Peregrine Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-1061  
Stoneridge Investment Partners, LLC v. Peregrine Systems, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 3:02-1073  
Heywood Waga v. Peregrine Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-1095  
Michael J. Farrell v. Peregrine Systems, et al., C.A. No. 3:02-1120  
Mateo Camarillo, et al. v. Peregrine Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-1168  
Congregation Bais Avrohom v. Peregine Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-1174  
Katy Cox Johnson v. Peregrine Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-1176  
Alan Hylton v. Peregrine Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-1207  
Janet Kusmierski, et al. v. Peregrine Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-1208
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MDL No. 1889 (Continued)


Southern District of California (Continued)


Michele Voth, et al. v. Peregrine Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-1238  
Blair Alexander v. Matthew C. Gless, et al., C.A. No. 3:02-1242  
Felix Lecocq v. Peregrine Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:02-2550  
William V. Alesi v. Matthew C. Gless, et al., C.A. No. 3:03-57 


District of New Jersey


David Hildes, etc. v. Arthur Andersen, LLP, et al., C.A. No. 2:07-393


MDL No. 1891 -- IN RE: KOREAN AIR LINES CO., LTD., ANTITRUST LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff James Van Horn for centralization of certain of the following actions
in the United States District Court for the Western District of Washington; motion of plaintiffs
Hyun Park, et al., for centralization of certain of the following actions in the United States
District Court for the Central District of California; and motion of plaintiff Ben Lee for
centralization of the following actions in the United states District Court for the Northern
District of California: 


Central District of California


Hyun Park, et al. v. Korean Air Lines Co., Ltd., C.A. No. 2:07-5107 
Desa Philadelphia v. Korean Air Lines Co., Ltd., C.A. No. 2:07-5453 


Northern District of California


Hee Ho Chung, et al. v. Korean Air Lines Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-3985 
Hwa Ja Chung v. Korean Air Lines Co., Ltd., C.A. No. 3:07-4016 
Ben Lee v. Korean Air Lines Co., Ltd., C.A. No. 3:07-4085 
Yoon S. Chang v. Korean Air Lines Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-4244 
Kirby K. Kim v. Korean Air Lines Co., Ltd., C.A. No. 3:07-4245 
Scott McLean v. Korean Air Lines Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-4297 
Martin Kaufman v. Korean Air Lines Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-4349 
Kaz Fujita v. Korean Air Lines Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-4489
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MDL No. 1891 (Continued)


Northern District of California (Continued)


Amy Bricker v. Korean Air Lines Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-4508 
Michael Lee v. Korean Air Lines Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-4509 


District of Massachusetts


Song Kim v. Korean Air Lines Co., Ltd., C.A. No. 1:07-11427 


District of Nevada


Sook Yung Lee v. Korean Air Lines Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-1151 


Eastern District of New York


Yoong Kim v. Korean Air Lines Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-3526 


Western District of Washington


James Van Horn v. Korean Air Lines Co., Ltd., C.A. No. 2:07-1228 
Ki-Yong Nam v. Korean Air Lines Co., Ltd., C.A. No. 2:07-1264 
Young Teak Moon, et al. v. Korean Air Lines Co., Ltd., C.A. No. 2:07-1280 
Leeva Chung v. Korean Air Lines Co., Ltd., C.A. No. 2:07-1281 
Jong Su Kim v. Korean Air Lines, Co., Ltd., C.A. No. 2:07-1294 
Steven Kim, et al. v. Korean Air Lines Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-1313 
Chae Kim v. Korean Air Lines Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-1337 
Michael Choi v. Korean Air Lines Co., Ltd., C.A. No. 2:07-1342 
Jay Sohn v. Korean Air Lines Co., Ltd., C.A. No. 2:07-1351 
John Papazian v. Korean Air Lines Co., Ltd., C.A. No. 2:07-1357
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MDL No. 1892 -- IN RE: KFC CORP. FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT LITIGATION


Motion of defendant KFC Corp. for centralization of the following actions in the United
States District Court for the District of Minnesota: 


Middle District of Alabama


Victoria Poole, et al. v. KFC Corp., C.A. No. 2:07-502 


District of Arizona


Linda Alberico Pelland, et al. v. KFC Corp., C.A. No. 2:07-1110 


District of Connecticut


Armando Amador v. KFC Corp., C.A. No. 3:07-883 


District of Delaware


James Prestigiacomo, et al. v. KFC Corp., C.A. No. 1:07-353 


District of District of Columbia


Gloria Bell, et al. v. KFC Corp., C.A. No. 1:07-1016 


Middle District of Florida


Mark Bourlotos, et al. v. KFC Corp., C.A. No. 8:07-968 


Northern District of Georgia


Constance Wilson, et al. v. KFC Corp., C.A. No. 1:07-1538 


Northern District of Illinois


Talia Pippion, et al. v. KFC Corp., C.A. No. 1:07-3957 


Southern District of Indiana


Vickie Aldridge, et al. v. KFC Corp., C.A. No. 4:07-77
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MDL No. 1892 (Continued) 


Western District of Kentucky


Karen Black, et al. v. KFC Corp., C.A. No. 3:07-312 


Middle District of Louisiana


Tanya Ford, et al. v. KFC Corp., C.A. No. 3:07-390 


District of Maryland


Gloria Dozier, et al. v. KFC Corp., C.A. No. 8:07-1517 


District of Massachusetts


Francisco Anacleto, et al. v. KFC Corp., C.A. No. 1:07-11066 


Eastern District of Michigan


Minnie Ballard, et al. v. KFC Corp., C.A. No. 2:07-12538 


District of Minnesota 


Christian Parler, et al. v. KFC Corp., C.A. No. 0:05-2198  
Ray Ackerman, et al. v. KFC Corp., C.A. No. 0:07-2656   


Western District of Missouri


Jason Johnson v. KFC Corp., C.A. No. 4:07-416 


District of New Jersey


Robert Gruber, et al. v. KFC Corp., C.A. No. 1:07-2775 


District of Nevada


Arturo Neyra, et al. v. KFC Corp., C.A. No. 2:07-795
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MDL No. 1892 (Continued) 


Southern District of New York


David Thames, et al. v. KFC Corp., C.A. No. 1:07-6836 


Western District of North Carolina


Nikkia Barkley, et al. v. KFC Corp., C.A. No. 3:07-226 


Southern District of Ohio


Thomas Wellman, et al. v. KFC Corp., C.A. No. 1:07-439 


Western District of Oklahoma


Grahm Baccus, et al. v. KFC Corp., C.A. No. 5:07-648 


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


Troy Williams, et al. v. KFC Corp., C.A. No. 2:07-2920 


Eastern District of Tennessee


Kimberlee Bosworth v. KFC Corp., C.A. No. 1:07-131 


Western District of Texas


Claudio Hernandez, et al. v. KFC Corp., C.A. No. 3:07-201 


Eastern District of Virginia


Sebrina Dandrige, et al. v. KFC Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-332 


Northern District of West Virginia


Hope Jones, et al. v. KFC Corp., C.A. No. 3:07-74
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MDL No. 1893 -- IN RE: RC2 CORP. TOY LEAD PAINT PRODUCTS LIABILITY            
                              LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Abel Martinez for centralization of certain of the following actions in
the United States District Court for the Central District of California and motion of defendants
RC2 Corp. and Learning Curve Brands, Inc., for centralization of certain of the following actions
in the United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois: 


Eastern District of Arkansas


James Weldon Stratton, et al. v. RC2 Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-640 


Central District of California


Abel Martinez v. RC2 Corp., C.A. No. 2:07-5401


Northern District of Illinois


Channing Hesse v. Learning Curve Brands, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-3514 
Jennifer Foshee Deke, etc. v. RC2 Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-3609 
Kimm Walton v. RC2 Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-3614 
John O'Leary, et al. v. Learning Curve Brands, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-3682 
Paul Djurisic, etc. v. Apax Partners, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-3707 
Theresa Reddell, et al. v. Learning Curve Brands, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-3747 
Nicholas Rohde, et al. v. Learning Curve Brands, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-4187 
Ryan R. Kreiner, et al. v. RC2 Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-4547 
Cherise Wilson, et al. v. Learning Curve Brands, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-4642 


Southern District of Indiana


Chad J. Sweeney, et al. v. RC2 Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-772 


District of New Jersey


David Murdock, etc. v. RC2 Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-3376 


Eastern District of New York


C. Kelly v. RC2 Corp., C.A. No. 1:07-2525
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MDL No. 1894 -- IN RE: U.S. FOODSERVICE, INC., PRICING LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiffs Waterbury Hospital, et al., for centralization of the following actions
in the United States District Court for the District of Connecticut: 


Northern District of California


Catholic Healthcare West v. Koninklijke Ahold N.V., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-4242 
   


District of Connecticut


Waterbury Hospital, et al. v. U.S. Foodservice, Inc., C.A. No. 3:06-1657 


Southern District of Illinois


Thomas & King, Inc. v. Koninklijke Ahold N.V., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-608 


MDL No. 1895 -- IN RE: LTL SHIPPING SERVICES ANTITRUST LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiffs Berle Manufacturing Co., et al., for centralization of certain of the
following actions in the United States District Court for the District of South Carolina; motion of
plaintiffs Farm Water Technological Services, Inc., et al., for centralization of certain of the
following actions in the United States District Court for the Southern District of California;
motion of plaintiff Isaac Industries, Inc., for centralization of certain of the following actions in
the United States District Court for the District of District of Columbia; and motion of plaintiffs
Tex-Tech Industries, Inc., and Barjan, LLC, for centralization of certain of the following actions
in the United States District Court for the District of Maine: 


Southern District of California


Farm Water Technological Services, Inc., et al. v. Arkansas Best Corp., et al., 
    C.A. No. 3:07-1389 
Niagara Frontier Distribution, Inc. v. Arkansas Best Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-1728  
C&L Trading of Miami, Inc. v. Arkansas Best Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-1764 
Dad's Products Co., Inc. v. Arkansas Best Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-1765 
Rocket Motorcycles, Inc. v. Arkansas Best Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-1780
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MDL No. 1895 (Continued)


District of Connecticut


Global Wire, Inc., et al. v. Arkansas Best Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-1192 


District of District of Columbia


Isaac Industries, Inc. v. AAA Cooper Transportation, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-1638      


Middle District of Florida


Inkjetsinc.com of Florida, Inc. v. Arkansas Best Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-518 
  


District of Maine


Tex-Tech Industries, Inc. v. Arkansas Best Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-157 
Barjan, LLC v. Arkansas Best Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-163 


District of New Jersey


Lawrence F. Thompson, etc. v. Arkansas Best Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-4271 
     


Northern District of Ohio


Computer Management International v. Arkansas Best Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-2640   
     


District of South Carolina


Berle Manufacturing Co., et al. v. Southern Motor Carriers Rate Conference, Inc., et al.,   
    C.A. No. 2:07-2923
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MDL No. 1896 -- IN RE: GENERAL MOTORS CORP. SPEEDOMETER PRODUCTS       
                             LIABILITY LITIGATION


Motion of defendant General Motors Corp. for centralization of the following actions in
the United States District Court for the Western District of Washington: 


Northern District of California


Roy Falk, et al. v. General Motors Corp., C.A. No. 3:07-1731 


District of Oregon


Robert W. Christensen, et al. v. General Motors Corp., C.A. No. 3:07-512 


Western District of Washington


Kevin Zwicker, et al. v. General Motors Corp., C.A. No. 2:07-291 


MDL No. 1897 -- IN RE: MATTEL, INC., TOY LEAD PAINT PRODUCTS LIABILITY     
                             LITIGATION


Motion of defendants Mattel, Inc., and Fisher-Price, Inc., for centralization of certain of
the following actions in the United States District Court for the Central District of California and
motion of plaintiffs Heather Davis Puerzer, et al.; Steve Sarjent, et al.; and Nisha Shah for
centralization of the following actions in the United States District Court for the Central District
of California: 


Central District of California


Ann L. Mayhew, etc. v. Mattel, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-5126 
Nicole B. White, et al. v. Mattel, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-5366 
Adam Luttenberger, etc. v. Mattel, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-5539 
Heather Davis Puerzer, et al. v. Mattel, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-5661 
Nisha Shah v. Fisher-Price, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-5960  


Southern District of Indiana


Steve Sarjent, et al. v. Fisher-Price, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-1060
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MDL No. 1897 (Continued)


Southern District of New York


Farrah Shoukry v. Fisher-Price, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-7182 
Seth Goldman v. Fisher-Price, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-7764 


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


Nydia Monroe, etc. v. Mattel, Inc., C.A. No. 2:07-3410 
Jacob Chow, et al. v. Mattel, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-3741 


District of South Carolina


Daniel S. Hughey, et al. v. Fisher-Price, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-2930 


MDL No. 1898 -- IN RE: AMERICAN HOME MORTGAGE SECURITIES LITIGATION


Motion of defendant Citigroup Global Markets, Inc., for centralization of the following
actions in the United States District Court for the Eastern District of New York: 


Southern District of Florida


Justin Tuttleman, et al. v. John A. Johnston, et al., C.A. No. 9:07-80793 


Eastern District of New York


Elliot Greenberg v. American Home Mortgage Investment Corp., et al., 
    C.A. No. 2:07-3152 
Joshua F. Hafron v. American Home Mortgage Investment Corp., et al., 
    C.A. No. 2:07-3184 
Claude A. Reese v. American Home Mortgage Investment Corp., et al., 
    C.A. No. 2:07-3186
James Ramos v. American Home Mortgage Investment Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-3191 
Gail Fialkov v. American Home Mortgage Investment Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-3193    


  Richard Nieland v. American Home Mortgage Investment Corp., et al.,  
    C.A. No. 2:07-3194
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MDL No. 1898 (Continued) 


Eastern District of New York (Continued)


Yuk Ying Lui v. American Home Mortgage Investment Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-3198
Randy Stark v. American Home Mortgage Investment Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-3227  
George B. Blake v. American Home Mortgage Investment Corp., et al., 
     C.A. No. 2:07-3237 
William J. Raniolo, et al. v. Michael Strauss, et al., C.A. No. 2:07-3243 
Richard P. Abraham v. American Home Mortgage Investment Corp., et al., 
    C.A. No. 2:07-3248 
Mark Hollingsworth v. Michael Strauss, et al., C.A. No. 2:07-3259 
Kenneth Bruce v. Michael Strauss, et al., C.A. No. 2:07-3306 
David R. Scheall v. Michael Strauss, C.A. No. 2:07-3315  
Larry Massung v. American Home Mortgage Investment Corp., et al., 
   C.A. No. 2:07-3350 
KT Investments, LLC v. Michael Strauss, et al., C.A. No. 2:07-3388 
Arthur S.K. Fong v. Michael Strauss, et al., C.A. No. 2:07-3540 
Dana Marlin v. Citigroup Global Markets, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-3580 


MDL No. 1899 -- IN RE: SOUTHEASTERN MILK ANTITRUST LITIGATION


Motion of defendants Dean Foods Company; National Dairy Holdings, LP; Dairy
Farmers of America, Inc.; Dairy Marketing Services, LLC; Southern Marketing Agency, Inc.;
James Baird; Gary Hanman; and Gerald Bos for centralization of the following actions in the
United States District Court for the Middle District of Tennessee: 


Eastern District of Tennessee 


Fidel Breto, etc. v. Dean Foods Co., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-188  
Scott Dairy Farm, Inc., et al. v. Dean Foods Co., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-208  


Middle District of Tennessee 


Sweetwater Valley Farm, Inc., et al. v. Dean Foods Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-51  
James D. Baisley, et al. v. Dean Foods Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-52
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MDL No. 1900 -- IN RE: CIRCUIT CITY STORES, INC., RESTOCKING FEE SALES
                             PRACTICES LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Roxana Wilson for centralization of the following actions in the
United States District Court for the Middle District of Florida or, in the alternative, the United
States District Court for the Southern District of New York or the United States District Court
for the Central District of California: 


Central District of California


Roxana Wilson v. Circuit City Stores, Inc., C.A. No. 2:07-5229


Middle District of Florida


Kenneth Donnelly, et al. v. Circuit City Stores, Inc., C.A. No. 5:06-387 


Southern District of New York


A.D.A. Alicea v. Circuit City Stores, Inc., C.A. No. 1:07-6123 


MDL No. 1901 -- IN RE: BEST BUY CO., INC., RESTOCKING FEE SALES
                             PRACTICES LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Dana Stein for centralization of the following actions in the United
States District Court for the Southern District of Florida or, in the alternative, the United States
District Court for the Northern District of Illinois:  


Southern District of Florida


Jeffrey Hy v. Best Buy Co., Inc., C.A. No. 0:07-60351 


Northern District of Illinois


Dana Stein v. Best Buy Co., Inc., C.A. No. 1:07-1881
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MDL No. 1902 -- IN RE: REFCO INC. SECURITIES LITIGATION


Motion of defendants Credit Suisse Securities (USA) LLC, Banc of America Securities
LLC, Deutsche Bank Securities Inc., Grant Thornton LLP, Mayer Brown LLP, Mayer Brown
International LLP, and PricewaterhouseCoopers LLP for centralization of the following actions
in the United States District Court for the Southern District of New York: 


Northern District of Illinois  


Marc S. Kirschner, etc. v. Grant Thornton LLP, et al., C.A. No. 1:07-5306  


Southern District of New York


Joseph Mazur, et al. v. Refco Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:05-8626 
American Financial International Group-Asia, LLC, et al. v. Refco Inc., et al., 
      C.A. No. 1:05-8988  
Christopher Carmona, etc. v. Henry M. Paulson, Jr., et al., C.A. No. 1:05-9327  
Thomas H. Lee Equity Fund V, L.P., et al. v. Phillip R. Bennett, et al., 
    C.A. No. 1:05-9608  
In re Refco Capital Markets, Ltd. Brokerage Customer Securities Litigation, 
    C.A. No. 1:06-643  
Thomas H. Lee Equity Fund V, L.P., et al. v. Mayer Brown LLP, et al., 
    C.A. No. 1:07-6767  


 Marc S. Kirschner, etc. v. Thomas H. Lee Partners, L.P., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-7074  
Axis Reinsurance Co. v. Phillip R. Bennett, et al., C.A. No. 1:07-7924  
Marc S. Kirschner, etc. v. Phillip R. Bennett, et al., C.A. No. 1:07-8165
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SECTION B 
MATTERS DESIGNATED FOR CONSIDERATION WITHOUT ORAL ARGUMENT


MDL No. 875 -- IN RE: ASBESTOS PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION (NO. VI)


Oppositions of plaintiffs Robert F. Lyman, et al.; James Weese; Nolan Fontenot; Clyde
L. Tyer; Bonnie Leray; Troy Leray; Gina Knight; J ames Samuel Warfield, et al.; Moses
Sherman, et al.; John Alexander; Mary Alford, et al.; and Lida M. Muench, etc.; and defendants
Peter R. Territo; American Motorists Insurance Co.; Commercial Union Insurance Co.; Travelers
Indemnity Co.; John Chantrey; James O’Donnell; George Kelmell; Steven Kennedy; J.D.
Roberts; Robert L. Schmitt Co., Inc.; Sullair Corp.; and Aearco Co. to transfer of their respective
following actions to the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania:


Northern District of California


Robert F. Lyman, et al. v. Union Carbide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-4240 


Southern District of Illinois


James Weese v. Union Carbide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-581 


Eastern District of Louisiana


Nolan Fontenot v. Chevron USA, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-2764 
Clyde L. Tyer v. Union Carbide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-2777
Betty E. Lerille, et al. v. Monsanto Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-3621 


Western District of Louisiana


Glenn Albarado, et al. v. Eagle, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-1200 


District of Maryland


James Samuel Warfield, et al. v. Northrop Grumman Ship Systems, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 1:07-1870
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MDL No. 875 (Continued)


Southern District of New York


Moses Sherman, et al. v. A.J. Pegno Construction Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-6433       
John Alexander v. Amchem Products, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-6441 


District of South Carolina 


Mary Alford, et al. v. Owens-Illinois, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-2569   
Lida M. Muench, etc. v. Owens-Illinois, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-2664  


Eastern District of Virginia 


Oris Bowers v. American Air Liquide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-3222  
Irias Burnham v. American Air Liquide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-3223  
Cornell Carrington v. American Air Liquide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-3224  
David Faulk v. American Air Liquide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-3225  
Euless Henry Hall v. American Air Liquide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-3226  
Jeffrey Harrison v. American Air Liquide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-3227  
Jesse Hicks v. American Air Liquide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-3228  
Percy Hobbs v. American Air Liquide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-3229  
Eduardo Holland v. American Air Liquide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-3230  
John F. Kirby v. American Air Liquide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-3231  
Charles Longnecker v. American Air Liquide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-3232  
Garry Majette v. American Air Liquide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-3233  
William M. Mundy v. American Air Liquide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-3234  
Bonnie Neal, etc. v. American Air Liquide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-3235  
Jimmy Pate v. American Air Liquide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-3236  
John Pitt v. American Air Liquide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-3237  
Arthur Scott v. American Air Liquide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-3238  
Edward Stacknik v. American Air Liquide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-3239  
Daniel Dean Terry v. American Air Liquide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-3240  
James A. Thigpen v. American Air Liquide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-3241  
Julius Walker v. American Air Liquide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-3242  
Leroy Waters v. American Air Liquide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-3243  
Larry Wilkerson v. American Air Liquide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-3244  
James Winkler v. American Air Liquide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-3245  
Michael Woodson v. American Air Liquide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-3246
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MDL No. 875 (Continued)


Oppositions of defendants AstenJohnson, Inc.; Bondex International, Inc.; General
Electric Co.; Gulf Coast Marine Supply Co., Inc.; Industrial Holdings Corp.; Komp Equipment
Co., Inc.; Marine Specialty Co., Inc.; Standard Motor Products, Inc.; Turner Supply Co.; Zurn
Industries, Inc.; Amsted Industries, Inc.; Garlock Sealing Technologies LLC; York International
Corp.; Gulf Belting & Gasket Co., Inc.; and American Standard, Inc., to remand, under 28
U.S.C. § 1407(a), of their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the
Southern District of Mississippi:


Eastern District of Pennsylvania  


Gene Beazley, et al. v. A.W. Chesterton Co., et al. (S.D. Mississippi, C.A. No. 1:05-38) 
William Moulder, et al. v. Monsanto Co., et al. (S.D. Mississippi, C.A. No. 1:05-39)  
Willie Hamberlin, et al. v. Owens-Illinois, Inc., et al. (S.D. Mississippi, 
     C.A. No. 1:05-41)  


MDL No. 1334 -- IN RE: MANAGED CARE LITIGATION


Motions of plaintiff Emerson M. F. Jou, M.D., and defendants Aetna Inc.; Aetna Health
Inc. PA, Corp.; Aetna Health Management, LLC; Aetna Life Insurance Co.; Aetna Health & Life
Insurance Co.; Aetna Health Inc.; and Aetna Insurance Co. of Connecticut to transfer their
respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Southern District of
Florida: 


District of Hawaii


Emerson M. F. Jou, M.D. v. Hartford Financial Services Group, Inc., C.A. No. 1:07-392   
  


District of New Jersey


Michele Cooper v. Aetna Health Inc. PA, Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-3541
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MDL No. 1348 -- IN RE: REZULIN PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs James R. Dugan, II, et al., to transfer of the following action to
the United States District Court for the Southern District of New York:


Eastern District of Louisiana


James R. Dugan, II, et al. v. Greg Murphy, et al., C.A. No. 2:07-4073 


MDL No. 1373 -- IN RE: BRIDGESTONE/FIRESTONE, INC., TIRES PRODUCTS             
                             LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of defendants Bridgestone Firestone North American Tire, LLC, and Ford
Motor Company to remand, under 28 U.S.C. § 1407(a), of the following actions to their
respective transferor courts:


Southern District of Indiana


Lourdes Lizbeth Mendivil Galaviz, et al. v. Bridgestone Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:04-5810
    (N.D. Texas, C.A. No. 3:04-429)  
Antonio Guevara Mendoza, et al. v. Bridgestone/Firestone, Inc., et al., 
     C.A. No. 1:04-5797 (W.D. Texas, C.A. No. 2:03-100)  
Rosa Vidrio Calvo, et al. v. Bridgestone/Firestone, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:04-5798 
    (W.D. Texas, C.A. No. 2:03-108)  
Marisol Gomez Lopez, et al. v. Bridgestone/Firestone, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:04-5799       
    (W.D. Texas, C.A. No. 2:03-109)  
Roberto Acencio Valle, et al. v. Bridgestone/Firestone, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:04-5800
    (W.D. Texas, C.A. No. 2:03-110)  
Esteban Quijano Bonfil, et al. v. Bridgestone/Firestone, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:04-5801
    (W.D. Texas, C.A. No. 2:04-15)  
Oliver Flores Bareno, et al. v. Bridgestone/Firestone, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:04-5802


    (W.D. Texas, C.A. No. 2:04-16)
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MDL No. 1390 -- IN RE: LIFE INSURANCE CO. OF GEORGIA INDUSTRIAL LIFE        
                              INSURANCE LITIGATION


 Opposition of defendants to remand, under 28 U.S.C. § 1407(a), of the following action
to the United States District Court for the Southern District of Mississippi:


Eastern District of Louisiana


Billie A. Auld, et al. v. Life Insurance Co. of Georgia, et al., C.A. No. 2:04-2262 
    (S.D. Mississippi, C.A. No. 5:04-55) 


MDL No. 1439 -- IN RE: FARMERS INSURANCE EXCHANGE CLAIMS                            
                             REPRESENTATIVES' OVERTIME PAY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Audrey Wilson, et al., to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the District of Oregon:


Central District of California


Audrey Wilson, et al. v. Farmers Insurance Exchange, C.A. No. 2:07-4819


MDL No. 1598 -- IN RE: EPHEDRA PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Gerri Lynn Fihe, et al., to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Southern District of New York:


Eastern District of New York


Gerri Lynn Fihe, et al. v. RS Oldco, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-2833
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MDL No. 1604 -- IN RE: OCWEN FEDERAL BANK FSB MORTGAGE SERVICING        
                              LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Wendy Adelson to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois:


Eastern District of Michigan


Wendy Adelson v. Ocwen Financial Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-13142 


MDL No. 1663 -- IN RE: INSURANCE BROKERAGE ANTITRUST LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs Lincoln Adventures, LLC, et al., and Supreme Auto Transport,
LLC, to transfer of their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the
District of New Jersey:


Southern District of Florida


Lincoln Adventures, LLC, et al. v. Certain Underwriters at Lloyd's London, et al., 
   C.A. No. 0:07-60991 


Southern District of New York


Supreme Auto Transport, LLC v. Certain Underwriters at Lloyd's of London, et al., 
    C.A. No. 1:07-6703


MDL No. 1715 -- IN RE: AMERIQUEST MORTGAGE CO. MORTGAGE LENDING        
                              PRACTICES LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs Duane O'Connor, et al., and Rosemary A. Gilroy to transfer of
their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Northern District of
Illinois:


District of Minnesota


Duane O'Connor, et al. v. Ameriquest Mortgage Co., et al., C.A. No. 0:07-3669
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MDL No. 1715 (Continued)


District of New Hampshire


Rosemary A. Gilroy v. Ameriquest Mortgage Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-74 


Motion of plaintiffs Wilbert Cooley, et al., to transfer the following action to the United
States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois: 


Southern District of Alabama


Wilbert Cooley, et al. v. Ameriquest Mortgage, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-215 


MDL No. 1718 -- IN RE: FORD MOTOR CO. SPEED CONTROL DEACTIVATION          
                             SWITCH PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Nationwide Property & Casualty Insurance Co., etc., to transfer of
the following action to the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Michigan:


Northern District of Texas


Nationwide Property & Casualty Insurance Co., etc. v. Ford Motor Co., 
    C.A. No. 4:07-489 


MDL No. 1735 -- IN RE: WAL-MART WAGE AND HOUR EMPLOYMENT                        
                             PRACTICES LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiff Robert J. King and defendants Wal-Mart Stores, Inc., and the
Wal-Mart Retirement Plans Committee to transfer of the following action to the United States
District Court for the District of Nevada:


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


Robert J. King v. Wal-Mart Stores, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-1486
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MDL No. 1769 -- IN RE: SEROQUEL PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Ironworkers Local Union No. 68 & Participating Employers
Health & Welfare Funds, et al.; AstraZeneca Pharmaceuticals, LP, et al.; and Teamsters Joint
Council Local No. 53 Retiree Health & Welfare Fund to transfer of their respective following
actions to the United States District Court for the Middle District of Florida:


District of New Jersey 


Ironworkers Local Union No. 68 & Participating Employers Health & Welfare Funds, et   
   al. v. AstraZeneca Pharmaceuticals, LP, et al., C.A. No. 3:07-2313  
International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers Local 98 v. AstraZeneca                           
    Pharmaceuticals, LP, et al., C.A. No. 3:07-2639  


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


Teamsters Joint Council Local No. 53 Retiree Health & Welfare Fund v. AstraZeneca       
    Pharmaceuticals, LP, C.A. No. 2:07-2752 


MDL No. 1784 -- IN RE: MCDONALD'S FRENCH FRIES LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs R. Todd Merriott, et al., to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois:


Western District of Missouri


R. Todd Merriott, et al. v. McDonald's Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-616 


MDL No. 1785 -- IN RE: BAUSCH & LOMB INC. CONTACT LENS SOLUTION                
                             PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Donna LeBelle to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the District of South Carolina:


Eastern District of California


Donna LeBelle v. Bausch & Lomb, Inc., C.A. No. 2:07-1416
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MDL No. 1789 -- IN RE: FOSAMAX PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Carrie Smith, et al., to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Southern District of New York:


Central District of California


Carrie Smith, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-4655 


MDL No. 1803 -- IN RE: BANC OF AMERICA INVESTMENT SERVICES, INC.,               
                             OVERTIME PAY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Eric Handis, et al., to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Central District of California:


Southern District of Florida


Eric Handis, et al. v. Banc of America Investment Services, Inc., C.A. No. 9:07-80592      


MDL No. 1816 -- IN RE: KATZ INTERACTIVE CALL PROCESSING PATENT                 
                             LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Comcast Cable Holdings, LLC, to transfer of the following action
to the United States District Court for the Central District of California:


District of Delaware


Comcast Cable Holdings, LLC v. Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, L.P., 
     C.A. No. 1:07-447
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MDL No. 1836 -- IN RE: MIRAPEX PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Philip L. Dowler, et al., to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the District of Minnesota:


Southern District of Ohio


Philip L. Dowler, et al. v. Medicine Shoppe, et al., C.A. No. 2:07-848 


MDL No. 1842 -- IN RE: KUGEL MESH HERNIA PATCH PRODUCTS LIABILITY          
                             LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs Melissa O. Rivers and Jon Snyder, et al., and defendant Legacy
Health System to transfer of their respective following actions to the United States District Court
for the District of Rhode Island:


District of Connecticut


Melissa O. Rivers v. C.R. Bard, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-1245 


District of Oregon


Jon Snyder, et al. v. Davol, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-1081 


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


Oppositions of plaintiffs Lillian Katz; A.J. Ferrara, et al.; Stefanie Brodsky; Mary F.
Brown, etc.; and Taikshia Jenkins to transfer of their respective following actions to the United
States District Court for the Northern District of Georgia:


District of Massachusetts


Lillian Katz v. ConAgra Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 1:07-11509 


District of New Mexico


A.J. Ferrara, et al. v. ConAgra Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 1:07-570
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MDL No. 1845 (Continued)


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


Stefanie Brodsky v. ConAgra, Inc., C.A. No. 2:07-882 


Southern District of Texas


Mary F. Brown, etc. v. ConAgra Foods, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-438 
Taikshia Jenkins v. ConAgra Foods, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-2244 


MDL No. 1850 -- IN RE: PET FOOD PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs Yvonne Ortiz and Valerie Sylvester, et al., to transfer of their
respective following actions to the United States District Court for the District of New Jersey:


District of Hawaii


Yvonne Ortiz v. Menu Foods, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-323
Valerie Sylvester, et al. v. Menu Foods, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-409 


MDL No. 1867 -- IN RE: GENERAL MOTORS ONSTAR CONTRACT LITIGATION


Opposition of defendant American Honda Motor Co., Inc., to transfer of the  following
action to the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Michigan:


Central District of California


Charlotte M. Fischer v. American Honda Motor Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-4303







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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February 14, 2007 


 NOTICE OF HEARING SESSION


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: March 29, 2007


LOCATION OF HEARING SESSION:         John H. Wood, Jr. United States Courthouse
                                                                        Courtroom  No. 1, First Floor


            655 East Durango Boulevard
            San Antonio, Texas  78206                   


TIME OF HEARING SESSION:  In those matters designated for oral argument, counsel presenting oral argument
must be present at 8:30 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 March 12, 2007.  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 Texas  







JUDICIAL PANEL ON
MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION


FILED


FEB. 14, 2007


JEFFERY N. LÜTHI    
 CLERK OF THE PANEL


BEFORE THE JUDICIAL PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION


WM. TERRELL HODGES, CHAIRMAN, D. LOWELL JENSEN, J.
FREDERICK MOTZ, ROBERT L. MILLER, JR., KATHRYN H. VRATIL, 
DAVID R. HANSEN AND ANTHONY J. SCIRICA, JUDGES OF THE
PANEL


 HEARING SESSION ORDER


IT IS ORDERED that on March 29, 2007, a hearing session will be held in San Antonio,
Texas, to consider the matters on the attached Schedule under 28 U.S.C. § 1407.


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that at said hearing session 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 at said hearing session the matters listed on Section A
of the attached Schedule shall be designated for oral argument.


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that at said hearing session the matters listed on Section B
of the attached Schedule shall be considered without oral argument, pursuant to Rule 16.1(c),
R.P.J.P.M.L., 199 F.R.D. 425, 439 (2001).  The Panel reserves the prerogative, on any basis
including submissions of parties pursuant to Panel Rule 16.1(b), to issue a subsequent notice
designating any of those matters for oral argument.


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.


FOR THE PANEL:


                                               
        Wm. Terrell Hodges


    Chairman







SCHEDULE OF MATTERS FOR HEARING SESSION
March 29, 2007 -- San Antonio, Texas   


SECTION A 
MATTERS DESIGNATED FOR ORAL ARGUMENT


MDL-1800 -- In re Michael L. Buesgens Litigation


Motion of plaintiff Michael L. Buesgens for centralization of the following actions in the
United States District Court for the District of District of Columbia: 


District of District of Columbia


Michael L. Buesgens v. Charles E. Brown, et al., C.A. No. 1:06-1964 


Western District of Texas


Michael L. Buesgens v. United States of America, et al., C.A. No. 1:06-967 
Michael L. Buesgens v. Donald Ray Tawney, Bky. Advy. No. 1:06-1248  


MDL-1825 -- In re Midland National Life Insurance Co. Sales Practices Litigation


Motion of plaintiff Mary H. Bendzak for centralization of the following actions in the
United States District Court for the Southern District of Iowa: 


Central District of California


John G. Migliaccio, et al. v. Midland National Life Insurance Co., et al., 
   C.A. No. 2:06-1007  


District of Hawaii


Leatrice C. Yokoyama, et al. v. Midland National Life Insurance Co., C.A. No. 1:05-303    


Southern District of Iowa


Mary H. Bendzak v. Midland National Life Insurance Co., C.A. No. 4:05-649
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MDL-1826 -- In re Graphics Processing Units Antitrust Litigation


Motion of plaintiffs Henry Truong, Trong Nguyen, Judd Eliasoph, and Stephanie Truong  
for centralization of the following actions in the United States District Court for the Northern
District of California: 


Central District of California


Bryan Schindelheim v. Advanced Micro Devices, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-7803 
   


Northern District of California


Henry Truong v. Nvidia Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-7417 
Trong Nguyen v. Nvidia Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-7418 
Judd Eliasoph v. Nvidia Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-7449 
Stephanie Truong v. Nvidia Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-7451 
Rhonda Aldrich v. Nvidia Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-7494 
Justus Austin v. Nvidia Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-7526 


MDL-1827 -- In re TFT-LCD (Flat Panel) Antitrust Litigation


Motion of plaintiffs Judd Eliasoph, Jo Nash, Will Henderson, Jamie Maites, Henry
Truong, Arthur Sorokin, Amy Forlan, and Stephanie Truong for centralization of certain of the
following actions in the United States District Court for the Northern District of California and
motion of plaintiff Roberta Harrell for centralization of the following actions in the United States
District Court for the District of  New Jersey: 


Northern District of California


Judd Eliasoph v. LG Philips LCD Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-7588 
Jo Nash v. LG Philips LCD Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-7601
Will Henderson v. LG Philips LCD Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-7609 
Jamie Maites v. LG Philips LCD Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-7638
Henry Truong v. LG Philips LCD Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-7639 
Crago Corp. v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-7644 
Robert Kerson v. LG Philips LCD Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-7678 
Karen Brock v. LG Philips LCD Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-7679 
Ari Hakim v. LG Philips LCD Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-7699 
Arthur Sorokin v. LG Philips LCD Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 4:06-7600
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MDL-1827 (Continued)


Northern District of California (Continued)


Amy Forlan v. LG Philips LCD Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 4:06-7602 
Stephanie Truong v. LG Philips LCD Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 4:06-7640 
Frederick Rozo v. LG Philips LCD Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 4:06-7693 


District of New Jersey


Nathan Muchnick, Inc. v. Sharp Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-6107 
Roberta Harrell v. LG Philips LCD Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-6190 
Richard A. Markham v. LG Philips LCD Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-6191 


Eastern District of New York


Chris Ferencsik v. LG Philips LCD Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-6714 


Southern District of New York


Gladys Baker v. LG Philips LCD Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-14335
Jack Elbaz v. LG Philips LCD Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-14423 


Western District of Tennessee


Audio Video Artistry v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-2848 


MDL-1828 -- In re Imagitas, Inc., Drivers' Privacy Protection Act Litigation


Motion of defendant Imagitas, Inc., for centralization of the following actions in the
United States District Court for the Northern District of Ohio: 


Middle District of Florida


Marvin N. Rine, et al. v. Imagitas, Inc., C.A. No. 3:06-690
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MDL-1828 (Continued)


District of Massachusetts 


John J. Kendron, et al. v. Imagitas, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-11893
Neil Mathias v. Imagitas, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-12061  


District of Minnesota


David R. Kracum, et al. v. Imagitas, Inc., C.A. No. 0:06-3817 


Western District of Missouri


Harvey W. Ressler, et al. v. Imagitas, Inc., C.A. No. 4:06-775 


Southern District of New York


Raymond A. Joao v. Imagitas, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-13367 


Northern District of Ohio 


Neil Mathias, et al. v. Imagitas, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-2118  
Jeannine Bogard, et al. v. Imagitas, Inc., C.A. No. 5:06-2868  


MDL-1830 -- In re Air Crash at Lexington, Kentucky, on August 27, 2006


Motion of plaintiffs Kevin Fahey, et al., and Kevin Lee Winters, et al., for centralization
of the following actions in the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Kentucky: 


Southern District of Florida


Karen L. Lykins, etc. v. Comair, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 0:06-61787 


District of Kansas


Kevin Fahey, et al. v. Comair, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-2002 
Kevin Lee Winters, et al. v. Comair, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-2003
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MDL-1830 (Continued)


Eastern District of Kentucky 


Opal Blockson, etc. v. Comair, Inc., C.A. No. 2:06-175  
Richard Harris, etc. v. Comair, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:06-292  
Dorrit T. Landmark, et al. v. Comair, Inc., C.A. No. 5:06-305  
Joshua Isaac Adams, etc. v. Comair, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:06-313  
W. Richard Young, et al. v. Comair, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:06-315  
In Re Air Crash at Lexington, Kentucky, August 27, 2006, C.A. No. 5:06-316 
Kathleen Moscoe, etc. v. Comair, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:06-318  
Jamie Hebert, etc. v. Comair, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:06-327  
Castella Washington, etc. v. Comair, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:06-333  
First Citizens Bank of Elizabethtown, Kentucky, etc. v. Comair, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 5:06-337  
First Citizens Bank of Elizabethtown, Kentucky, etc. v. Comair, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 5:06-339  
Charles Curry, et al. v. Comair, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:06-340  
Michael Simard, etc. v. Comair, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:06-342  
Comair, Inc. v. United States of America, et al., C.A. No. 5:06-346  
William Glen Demrow, et al. v. Comair, Inc., C.A. No. 5:06-371  
James T. Washington, etc. v. Comair, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:06-385  
John W. Bizzack, etc. v. Comair, Inc., C.A. No. 5:06-392  
Kenneth A. Hunt, etc. v. Comair, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:06-400  
Katherine Trimble v. Comair, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:06-411  
William W. Thomason, Jr., et al. v. Comair, Inc., C.A. No. 5:06-412  
Kyra Frederick, etc. v. Comair, Inc., C.A. No. 5:06-413  
Valerie A. Towles, etc. v. Comair, Inc., C.A. No. 5:06-429  


MDL-1831 -- In re Orthopaedic Implant Device Antitrust


Motion of defendants Zimmer Holdings, Inc.; Zimmer, Inc.; Zimmer Dental, Inc.; DePuy
Orthopaedics; Johnson & Johnson; Smith & Nephew, Inc.; Smith & Nephew, plc; Stryker Corp.;
and Biomet, Inc., for centralization of the following actions in the United States District Court for
the Southern District of Indiana: 


Northern District of Indiana


Paul J. Chaiken DDS, P.C. v. Biomet, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-462
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MDL-1831 (Continued)


Southern District of Indiana


South Central Surgical Center, LLC v. Zimmer Holdings, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-1068   
 


Western District of Tennessee 


Suzanne Kirschner v. Biomet, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-2469  
John Williams v. Biomet, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-2481  


MDL-1832 -- In re Pilgrim's Pride Fair Labor Standards Act Litigation


Motion of defendant Pilgrim’s Pride Corp. for centralization of the following actions in
the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas: 


Northern District of Alabama


Salvador Aguilar, et al. v. Pilgrim's Pride Corp., C.A. No. 5:06-1673 
Irene Benford, et al. v. Pilgrim's Pride Corp., C.A. No. 5:06-2337 


Western District of Arkansas


Stephania Aaron, et al. v. Pilgrim's Pride Corp., C.A. No. 1:06-1082


Eastern District of Tennessee


Rose Mary Porter v. Pilgrim's Pride Corp., C.A. No. 1:06-259 


Eastern District of Texas


Barry Antee, et al. v. Pilgrim's Pride Corp., C.A. No. 5:06-89
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MDL-1833 -- In re Funeral Casket Antitrust Litigation (No. II)


Motion of defendants Hillenbrand Industries, Inc., and Batesville Casket Company, Inc.,
for centralization of the following actions in the United States District Court for the Southern
District of Texas: 


Western District of Oklahoma


Candace D. Robinson, etc. v. Hillenbrand Industries, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:06-1190          
 


Southern District of Texas 


Funeral Consumers Alliance, Inc., et al. v. Service Corp. International, et al., 
    C.A. No. 4:05-3394  
Pioneer Valley Casket Co., Inc., et al. v. Service Corp. International, et al., 
    C.A. No. 4:05-3399 


MDL-1834 -- In re Helicopter Crash Near Zachary, Louisiana, on December 9, 2004


Motion of plaintiff Charles E. Duke for centralization of the following actions in the
United States District Court for the Western District of North Carolina, or in the alternative, the
United States District Court for the Southern District of Indiana: 


Southern District of Indiana


Charles E. Duke v. Rolls-Royce Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-1738 


Western District of North Carolina


Charles E. Duke, et al. v. Rolls-Royce Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:05-538 
Aerial Solutions, Inc. v. Allison Engine Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-7







Schedule of Matters for Hearing Session, Section B                                                    p. 8
San Antonio, Texas  


SECTION B 
MATTERS DESIGNATED FOR CONSIDERATION WITHOUT ORAL ARGUMENT


MDL-875 -- In re Asbestos Products Liability Litigation (No. VI)


Oppositions of plaintiffs to transfer of their respective following actions to the United
States District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania:


District of Delaware


Lillian Harwood, et al. v. Bondex International Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-673
   


Middle District of Louisiana


Cletus Brewer v. Noble Drilling Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-458 


District of Maryland


Joyce Liming, etc. v. ACandS, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-3280 


Southern District of Mississippi


Brandon Kaye Polk v. Phillips 66 Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-383 
Daniel Livingston v. Phillips 66 Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-384  
Ralph T. McPhail v. Phillips 66 Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-1146  
Willie Lee Daniels v. Phillips 66 Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-1199 
Harvey E. Broom v. Phillips 66 Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-1200  
Rolland Dearman v. Phillips 66 Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-1201  
Clinton L. Brady v. Phillips 66 Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-1202 
Deloice Bullock v. Phillips 66 Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-1203  
Eliel K. Mounteer, Sr. v. Phillips 66 Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-1204  
Terry Wallace v. Phillips 66 Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-1205  
Ray C. Rawls v. Phillips 66 Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-1206  
Lonnie Newsom v. Phillips 66 Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-1207  
George Dixon v. Phillips 66 Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-1208  
Ted L. Piner v. Phillips 66 Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-1209  
Henry A. Herring v. Phillips 66 Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-1210  
Joseph Crawford v. Phillips 66 Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-1211
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MDL-875 (Continued)


Southern District of Mississippi (Continued)


Dan Mack Daughdrill v. Phillips 66 Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-1212 
Tony N. Thomas v. Phillips 66 Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-1213  
Patrick Curd v. Phillips 66 Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-1214  
Louie T. Elmer v. Phillips 66 Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-1215  


Eastern District of Wisconsin


Janet Schueler, etc. v. American Optical Corp., C.A. No. 2:06-1076 


Opposition of defendant Daniel International Corp. to remand, under 28 U.S.C. § 1407(a),
of the following action to the United States District Court for the Western District of North
Carolina:


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


H. Dean Allison, et al. v. Daniel Construction Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-68941            
            (W.D. North Carolina, C.A. No. 1:00-32)  


MDL-1334 -- In re Managed Care Litigation


Opposition of plaintiffs Michael A. Genord, M.D., et al., to transfer of the following
action to the United States District Court for the Southern District of Florida:


Eastern District of Michigan


Michael A. Genord, M.D., et al. v. Blue Cross & Blue Shield of Michigan, 
    C.A. No. 2:03-72950
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MDL-1507 -- In re Prempro Products Liability Litigation


Opposition of plaintiff Lucy Trevino to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Eastern District of Arkansas:


Western District of Texas


Minerva Hernandez, et al. v. Wyeth Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:06-1025      


MDL-1535 -- In re Welding Fume Products Liability Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiffs Irwin L. Ginsberg, et al.; James C. Hollywood, et al.; and
Anthony Alfonso, Sr., et al., to transfer of their respective following actions to the United States
District Court for the Northern District of Ohio:


Eastern District of Pennsylvania 


Irwin L. Ginsberg, et al. v. A.O. Smith Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-4669   
James C. Hollywood, et al. v. A.O. Smith Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-4670  
Anthony Alfonso, Sr., et al. v. A.O. Smith Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-4671  


MDL-1566 – In re Western States Wholesale Natural Gas Antitrust Litigation


Opposition of plaintiff Missouri Public Service Commission to transfer of the following
action to the United States District Court for the District of Nevada:


Western District of Missouri


Missouri Public Service Commission v. ONEOK, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 4:06-885 


MDL-1596 – In re Zyprexa Products Liability Litigation


Opposition of plaintiff Patricia Madrid, etc., to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Eastern District of New York:


District of New Mexico


Patricia Madrid, etc. v. Eli Lilly & Co., C.A. No. 6:06-1148
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MDL-1657 -- In re Vioxx Marketing, Sales Practices and Products Liability Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiffs to transfer of their respective following actions to the United
States District Court for the Eastern District of Louisiana:


Eastern District of California


Sheryl Churchman v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-2479 
Irene Lear v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-2830 
Allan J. English v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-2833 


Northern District of California


Dolores Lee Tazmon v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-7455 


Southern District of California


Hermogenes Del Rosario v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2535 
Maria Graham, etc. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2536 
Sandra Boardman, etc. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2537 
Lloyd Bell, etc. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2538 
Joseph Cornwall, etc. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2539 
Nancy Murphy v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-13 


District of Colorado


James Franklin, etc. v. Merck & Co., Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-2164 


Southern District of Florida


Kenneth Bowe, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-14284 
Jacob Avidon, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-14285 
Veronica Clark-Atchinson v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-14287 
Robin A. Curry v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-14288 
Lystine Fairweather, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-14289 
Mary Lee Hudson v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-14290 
Walter Smith, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-14291 
Warren Young, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-14292 
Andrew Trax, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-14293 
Helen Spano, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-14294
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MDL-1657 (Continued)


Southern District of Florida (Continued)


John Gumas v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-14295 
Darrell Duncan v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-14296 
James Ferguson v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-14297 
Carol Morgan v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-14298 
Patricia C. Putman, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-14299 
Donald L. Simons v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-14300 
Donna Robinson v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-14301 
Gail Simmons v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 9:06-80994 
Anita Finnegan v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 9:06-80996 
Joseph Iuvara, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 9:06-80997 
Thomas Erling v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 9:06-80998 


Southern District of Illinois


Sharon Calaway v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-870 
Sandra Kay Lindsey v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-883 
Steven Strader v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-896 
Patricia A. Taylor v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-948 


District of Nevada


Charles Fitzgerald, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1324 
Calvin Maestro, M.D., et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1325 
George Morris, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1326 
Estate of Mary Hoffman Williams, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1327   
George Mayfield, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1328 
Barbara Wyman, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1329 
Byron Elmore, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-557 


Southern District of New York


Ali Ghanem v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-11419
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MDL-1657 (Continued)


District of South Carolina


Joyce R. Sanders, etc. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 4:06-3225 


Southern District of Texas


Juan Lizardi v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-176 
Maria G. Gonzalez v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-181 
San Juanita Mares Lejia, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-184 
Rosario Lechuga v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-478 
Divine Garcia v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-489 
Hortencia Garza, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-494 
Pedro Hernandez v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-499 
John Blazier v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-721 
Evert Crump v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-723 
Richard Smith v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-724 
Vada Tolbert v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 4:06-3689 
Lynna J. Anderson, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 6:06-114 
Lilian Murphree v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-303 
Juan R. Gonzalez v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-319 
Adolfo De Leon v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-320 
Victor Saenz v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-321 
Francisca Villarreal, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-322 
Jose Zuniga v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-329 
Rodolfo Regalado v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-331 
Ludivina Pena v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-333 
Anita Salinas v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-334 
Alonzo Rivas v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-336 
Dora Hernandez v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-337 
Julio Sierra v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-338 
Javier Trevino v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-340 
Marcelina Tijerina v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-341







Schedule of Matters for Hearing Session, Section B                                                    p. 14
San Antonio, Texas  


MDL-1657 (Continued)


Southern District of Texas (Continued)


Maria De Leon v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-344 
Abdon Gonzalez v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-345 
Maria Quintanilla v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-346 
Adriana Negrete v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-347 
Nora De Los Rios, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:06-357 


Western District of Texas


Emil Kenneth Braune v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-848 
Marilyn Trent v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-858 
Charles Ray Garrett, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-859 
Shirley Ison, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-865 
Esther McConoghy v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-870
Ruby Shaw v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-871 
Nathaniel Knight v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-901 
Selma Gonzalez, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:06-985 


Motion of defendants Blizzard, McCarthy & Nabers, LLP; Tommy Jacks; Laura Ruth
Jacks; and Mark Guerrero for centralization of the following action in the United States District
Court for Eastern District of Louisiana:


Southern District of New York


Goldhaber Research Associates, LLC v. Tommy Jacks, et al., C.A. No. 1:06-13628
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MDL-1657 -- In re Vioxx Marketing, Sales Practices and Products Liability Litigation
MDL-1699 -- In re Bextra and Celebrex Marketing, Sales Practices and Products Liability             
                       Litigation


Opposition of plaintiffs Laurence Schmidt, Patty Foreman, David Garner, and Lena Scher 
to transfer of their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Eastern
District of Louisiana in MDL-1657 and to the United States District Court for the Northern
District of California in MDL-1699:  


Southern District of Illinois


Laurence Schmidt v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-878 
Patty Foreman v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-897 
David Garner v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-898 
Lena Scher v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-906 


MDL-1700 -- In re FedEx Ground Package System, Inc., Employment Practices Litigation 
                      (No. II)


Oppositions of plaintiffs Terrance E. Ellison; Theodore Holloway, Jr.; and Laron Jones to
transfer of their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Northern
District of Indiana:


District of Maryland


Terrance E. Ellison v. FedEx Ground Package System, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-2491
Theodore Holloway, Jr. v. FedEx Ground Package System, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-2500 
Laron Jones v. FedEx Ground Package System, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-2708 


MDL-1706 -- In re Doral Financial Corp. Securities Litigation


Opposition of plaintiff Robert I. Fox, etc., to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Southern District of New York:


District of Puerto Rico


Robert I. Fox, etc. v. Salomon Levis, et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2096
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MDL-1708 -- In re Guidant Corp. Implantable Defibrillators Products Liability Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiffs Irene Kocol, etc., and Jimmy Hammond, et al., and defendants
Health Management Associates, Inc.; Neo, Inc.; David Lovelace, D.O.; Russell Martz, D.O.; and
Deepak Jaiswal, D.O., to transfer of their respective following actions to the United States
District Court for the District of Minnesota:


Northern District of California


Irene Kocol, etc. v. Guidant Corp., et al., C.A. No. 5:06-6537


Eastern District of Oklahoma


Jimmy Hammond, et al. v. Health Management Associates, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 6:06-527  


MDL-1718 -- In re Ford Motor Co. Speed Control Deactivation Switch Products Liability              
                        Litigation


Opposition of plaintiffs Nationwide Insurance Co. of Florida, et al., to transfer of the
following action to the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Michigan:


Middle District of Florida


Nationwide Insurance Co. of Florida, et al. v. Ford Motor Co., Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 3:06-982  


MDL-1789 -- In re Fosamax Products Liability Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiffs Nancy Ferraro, et al.; Jennifer Bogard, et al.; and Edna Goya to
transfer of their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Southern
District of New York:


Central District of California


Nancy Ferraro, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-7733
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MDL-1789 (Continued)


Northern District of California


Jennifer Bogard, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-6917 


Southern District of California


Edna Goya v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2574 


MDL-1798 -- In re Long-Distance Telephone Service Federal Excise Tax Refund Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiffs Anthony Belloni, et al., and MDL-1798 plaintiffs Virginia Sloan,
et al., to transfer of the following action to the United States District Court for the District of
District of Columbia:


Southern District of New York


Anthony Belloni, et al. v. Verizon Communications, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-11459     


MDL-1811 -- In re LLRice 601 Contamination Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiffs Randy Schafer, et al.; Ephron H. Lewis, et al.; and The Simpson
Co. to transfer of their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the
Eastern District of Missouri:


Eastern District of Arkansas


Randy Schafer, et al. v. Riceland Foods, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 4:06-1407 


Western District of Louisiana


Ephron H. Lewis, et al. v. Bayer CropScience, LP, et al., C.A. No. 6:06-2334 


Southern District of Texas


The Simpson Co. v. Bayer CropScience, LP, et al., C.A. No. 3:06-791
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MDL-1829 -- In re Vision Service Plan Tax Litigation


Motion of plaintiffs Vision Service Plan Insurance Company; Vision Service Plan, Inc.;  
Eastern Vision Service Plan, Inc.; and Vision Service Plan and defendant United States of
America for centralization of the following actions in the United States District Court for the
Southern District of Ohio: 


District of Connecticut 


Vision Service Plan Insurance Co. v. United States of America, C.A. No. 3:06-959  
Vision Service Plan Insurance Co. v. Unites States of America, C.A. No. 3:06-960  


District of Nevada


Vision Service Plan, Inc. v. United States of America, C.A. No. 3:06-349 


Northern District of New York


Eastern Vision Service Plan, Inc. v. United States of America, C.A. No. 1:06-776 
   


Southern District of Ohio


Vision Service Plan v. United States of America, C.A. No. 2:06-501







PROCEDURES FOR ORAL ARGUMENT BEFORE THE
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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April 12, 2007 


 NOTICE OF HEARING SESSION


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: May 31, 2007


LOCATION OF HEARING SESSION: Lloyd D. George United States Courthouse
Courtroom 7C, 7th Floor
333 Las Vegas Boulevard South
Las Vegas, Nevada  89101


TIME OF HEARING SESSION:  In those matters designated for oral argument, counsel presenting oral
argument must be present at 8:30 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 14, 2007.  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 District of Nevada







JUDICIAL PANEL ON
MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION


FILED


APRIL 12, 2007


JEFFERY N. LÜTHI    
 CLERK OF THE PANEL


BEFORE THE JUDICIAL PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION


WM. TERRELL HODGES, CHAIRMAN, D. LOWELL JENSEN, J.
FREDERICK MOTZ, ROBERT L. MILLER, JR., KATHRYN H. VRATIL, 
DAVID R. HANSEN AND ANTHONY J. SCIRICA, JUDGES OF THE
PANEL


 HEARING SESSION ORDER


IT IS ORDERED that on May 31, 2007, a hearing session will be held in Las Vegas,
Nevada, to consider the matters on the attached Schedule under 28 U.S.C. § 1407.


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that at said hearing session 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 at said hearing session the matters listed on Section A
of the attached Schedule shall be designated for oral argument.


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that at said hearing session the matters listed on Section B
of the attached Schedule shall be considered without oral argument, pursuant to Rule 16.1(c),
R.P.J.P.M.L., 199 F.R.D. 425, 439 (2001).  The Panel reserves the prerogative, on any basis
including submissions of parties pursuant to Panel Rule 16.1(b), to issue a subsequent notice
designating any of those matters for oral argument.


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.


FOR THE PANEL:


                                               
        Wm. Terrell Hodges


      Chairman







SCHEDULE OF MATTERS FOR HEARING SESSION
May 31, 2007 -- Las Vegas, Nevada    


SECTION A 
MATTERS DESIGNATED FOR ORAL ARGUMENT


MDL-1835 -- In re Brian L. Roberts Litigation


Motion of plaintiff Brian L. Roberts for centralization of the following actions in the
United States District Court for the Southern District of New York: 


Southern District of New York


Brian L. Roberts v. Sony Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-6337 


District of Utah


Brian L. Roberts v. Sony, et al., C.A. No. 2:04-673 


MDL-1836 -- In re Mirapex Products Liability Litigation


Motion of defendants Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., and Pfizer 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 District of Connecticut
or other suitable United States district court: 


Northern District of California


Therese Bottiglieri v. Pfizer Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-3248 


District of Maryland


William David Livingston, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al.,       
   C.A. No. 1:06-1887 


District of Minnesota


Gary Selinsky, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 0:06-873 
Robert M. Zwayer, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 0:06-874
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MDL-1836 (Continued)


District of Minnesota (Continued)


Michael A. Dubaich, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 0:06-875 
Donald J. Nelsen v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 0:06-876 
Larry Webb, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 0:06-898 
Timothy Harms v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 0:06-899
Timothy L. Estep v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al.,  
   C.A. No. 0:06-900 
Mary Conway v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 0:06-901   
Dennis M. Scharpen, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 0:06-1206 
Gary E. Charbonneau, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 0:06-1215 
Todd R. Cain v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 0:06-1582  
Manuel A. Quintela, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 0:06-1675 
Thaddeus R. Fayard v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 0:06-2144 
Hylton H. Dodd v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 0:06-2145 
Michael W. Averitt, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 0:06-2194 
William F. Courtney, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 0:06-2546 
Richard I. Bloom, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 0:06-2577 
Joyce A. Anderson v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 0:06-2578 
Kathleen R. Frye, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 0:06-2662 
Cynthia Harris, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 0:06-3009
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MDL-1836 (Continued)


District of Minnesota (Continued)


Daniel M. Hayward, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 0:06-3180 
Daniel F. Neal v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 0:06-3182


   Peggy J. Bronson v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 0:06-3254 
Theresa R. Seaman, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 0:06-3255 
Madeline J. Vingers v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 0:06-3284
Irene M. Conejo v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 0:06-3519 
Melody S. Erickson v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 0:06-3526 
Alan Kite, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 0:06-3527 
George P. Wagner v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 0:06-3537 
Gordon J. Haughey, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 0:06-3539 
Stella C. Rush, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
  C.A. No. 0:06-3544 
Carl M. Milam, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 0:06-3778 
Floyd Wayne Kanuch v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 0:06-3839 
Rick James Berger v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 0:06-4358 
Mark Mayer v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 0:06-4366 
Resa King, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 0:06-4502 
George Konrad v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 0:06-4699 
Steven Purser, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 0:06-4783
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MDL-1836 (Continued)


District of Minnesota (Continued)


Barbara Goldman, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 0:06-4784 
James Holmes, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 0:06-4785 
Florene D. Saracco v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 0:06-4827 
Greg Stutz v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 0:06-4828       
Thomas M. Celorie v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 0:06-4868 
Maryann J. Deleo, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 0:06-4869 
William Chamberlain, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 0:06-4870  
Ronald P. Markel, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 0:06-4871 
Hilarie Pearce v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 0:06-4944
Linda Michels, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 0:06-4945 
David Emery, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 0:06-4946 
Richard Scott Brown v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 0:06-4947 
William Gage, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 0:06-4948
Carolyn Paulette Shows, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al.,          
  C.A. No. 0:06-4949
Michele C. Glancy, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 0:06-5123 
Tza Ping Aliya Lee, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
   C.A. No. 0:07-39







Schedule of Matters for Hearing Session, Section A                                                   p. 5
Las Vegas, Nevada


MDL-1836 (Continued)


Western District of Missouri


Wayne Jackson, et al. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 4:06-969 


Western District of Washington


Matthew Andresen, et al. v. Pfizer Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1413 


MDL-1837 -- In re BMW Subframe Marketing and Sales Practices Litigation


Motion of plaintiff Scott Halperin for centralization of the following actions in the United
States District Court for the District of New Jersey: 


Central District of California


Eric Bacca, et al. v. BMW of North America, LLC, C.A. No. 2:06-6753 


Middle District of Florida


Frances Perrone v. BMW of North America, LLC, C.A. No. 8:06-2045 


Southern District of Mississippi


Jaime Moore v. BMW of North America, LLC, C.A. No. 4:06-139 


District of New Jersey


Lyndsay Alpert, et al. v. BMW of North America, LLC, C.A. No. 2:06-5198
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MDL-1838 -- In re TJX Companies, Inc., Customer Data Security Breach Litigation


Motion of plaintiffs Julie Buckley, et al., for centralization of the following actions in the
United States District Court for the District of Massachusetts: 


Northern District of Alabama


Jo Wood, et al. v. TJX, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-147 


District of Massachusetts


Paula G. Mace v. TJX Companies, Inc., C.A. No. 1:07-10162 
Amerifirst Bank v. TJX Companies, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-10169 
Julie Buckley, et al. v. TJX Companies, Inc., C.A. No. 1:07-10209 
Thomas J. Gaydos v. TJX Companies, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-10217 


District of Puerto Rico


Patricia Miranda, et al. v. TJX, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-1075 


MDL-1839 -- In re Pro Tem Partners, Inc., and Semico Research Corp. Contract Litigation


Motion of Pro Tem Partners, Inc., for centralization of the following actions in the United
States District Court for the District of Massachusetts: 


District of Arizona


Semico Research Corp. v. Jan-Charles Fine, et al., C.A. No. 2:06-2475 


District of Massachusetts


Pro Tem Partners, Inc. v. Semico Research Corp., C.A. No. 1:05-11822
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MDL-1840 -- In re Motor Fuel Temperature Sales Practices Litigation


Motion of defendants Exxon Mobil Corp.; Hess Corp.; and Motiva Enterprises LLC for
centralization of the following actions in the United States District Court for the District of New
Jersey: 


Northern District of California


Mark Rushing, et al. v. Alon USA, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-7621 


District of Kansas


Zachary Wilson, et al. v. Ampride, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-2582 
American Fiber & Cabling LLC., et al. v. BP Corp. North America, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 2:07-2053 


Western District of Kentucky


Keen Exploration, LLC, et al. v. Amoco Oil Co., et al., C.A. No. 5:07-14


Western District of Missouri


Victor VanDyne v. Murphy Oil USA, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-4302 
Ditzfeld Transfer, Inc. v. Pilot Travel Centers, LLC., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-4025 
James Vanderbilt v. BP Corp. North America, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 4:06-1052 
Brent Donaldson, et al. v. BP Corp. North America, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-93 
    


District of New Jersey


Richard Galauski, et al. v. Amerada Hess Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-6005 


Western District of Oklahoma 


Craig Massey, et al. v. BP Corp. North America, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:07-102  
Cynthia J. Cary, et al. v. BP Corp. North America, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:07-155  


Western District of Tennessee


Diane Foster, et al. v. BP North America Petroleum, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-2059
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MDL-1841 -- In re Wells Fargo Loan Processor Overtime Pay Litigation


Motion of defendant Wells Fargo Home Mortgage for centralization of the following
actions in the United States District Court for the District of Kansas: 


Northern District of California


Mary Basore, et al. v. Wells Fargo Home Mortgage, et al., C.A. No. 3:07-461 


District of Kansas


Trudy Bowne, et al. v. Wells Fargo Home Mortgage, C.A. No. 2:06-2020 


MDL-1842 -- In re Kugel Mesh Hernia Patch Products Liabitity Litigation


Motion of plaintiffs Sonia Montiel, et al., for centralization of certain of the following
actions in the United States District Court for the District of Rhode Island and motion of plaintiffs
Lilyan Kathleen Hall, et al., for centralization of the following actions in the United States
District Court for the Northern District of Alabama: 


Northern District of Alabama


Lilyan Kathleen Hall, et al. v. Davol, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-480 


Eastern District of Arkansas


Carolene Jean Carter v. Davol, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 4:06-1012 


Western District of Arkansas


Mary Jane Campbell v. Davol, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:06-5154 


Eastern District of California


Daniel Poston, et al. v. Davol, Inc., C.A. No. 2:07-32 


Northern District of Florida


Jane R. Wilson v. Davol, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-541
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MDL-1842 (Continued)


Central District of Illinois


James Daniel Mathien v. Davol, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-2031 


Eastern District of Missouri


Timothy J. Edgar v. Davol, Inc., C.A. No. 4:06-1471 


District of New Jersey


Jenine Von Essen v. C.R. Bard, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-4786 


Eastern District of New York


Thomas D. Hyland, et al. v. Davol, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-1054 


Southern District of New York


Sophia Katechis, et al. v. Davol, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-2098 


Northern District of Ohio


Richard H. Sayler, et al. v. Davol, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-765 


District of Rhode Island


Sonia Montiel, et al. v. Davol, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-64 


Middle District of Tennessee


George Andrew Luffman v. C.R. Bard, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-243
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MDL-1843 -- In re Schering Marketing and Sales Practices Litigation


Motion of plaintiff United American Insurance Company for centralization of the
following actions in the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania: 


District of New Jersey


International Brotherhood of Teamsters Local No. 331 Health & Welfare Trust Fund v.      
  Schering-Plough Corp., C.A. No. 2:06-5774 


Eastern District of Pennsylvania 


Blue Cross & Blue Shield of Alabama v. Schering-Plough Corp., et al., 
   C.A. No. 2:07-568  
United American Insurance Co. v. Schering-Plough Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-702  


MDL-1844 -- In re Air Crash Near Peixoto de Azeveda, Brazil, on September 29, 2006


Motion of plaintiff Zita Swensson de Mattos for centralization of the following actions in
a single United States district court: 


Central District of California


Maria Jose Miranda Bermudes Abreu, et al. v. ExcelAire Service, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 2:07-1296 


Middle District of Florida


Suely de Castro Alves Miranda, etc. v. Joseph Lepore, et al., C.A. No. 6:07-283 
 


Eastern District of Missouri


Bianca Pi Hancock, etc. v. ExcelAire Services, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-372 


Eastern District of New York 


Patricia Abrahim Barbosa Garcia, et al. v. ExcelAire Service, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 1:06-5964  
Mario De Abreu Lleras, et al. v. ExcelAire Service, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-6083 
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MDL-1844 (Continued)


Southern District of New York


Zita Swensson de Mattos, etc. v. ExcelAire Services, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-948     


MDL-1845 -- In re ConAgra Peanut Butter Products Liability Litigation


Motion of plaintiffs Grady Ware, et al., for centralization of certain of the following
actions in the United States District Court for the Northern District of Georgia; motion of
plaintiffs Thomas B. Price, Annie Blackwell, and Jamie S. Jeffords for centralization of certain of
the following actions in the United States District Court for the District of South Carolina; and
motion of plaintiff Pamela Gateley, etc., for centralization of certain of the following actions in a
single United States district court: 


Middle District of Florida


Marion Caldarera v. ConAgra Foods, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 8:07-384 


 Southern District of Florida


Charles Stafford v. ConAgra Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 9:07-80178 


Middle District of Georgia 


Karen Klepsig, et al. v. ConAgra Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 1:07-37  
Geoffrey Midler v. ConAgra Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 1:07-42  


Northern District of Georgia


Anne Cease, et al. v. ConAgra Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 1:07-425  
John Harper v. ConAgra Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 1:07-538 
Grady Ware, et al. v. ConAgra Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 4:07-40 


Northern District of Mississippi


Pamela Gateley, etc. v. ConAgra Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 2:07-35
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MDL-1845 (Continued)


Western District of Missouri


Brian Cox, et al. v. ConAgra Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 5:07-6027 


Western District of New York


Mark Avalone, et al. v. ConAgra Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 6:07-6084 


Eastern District of Oklahoma


Irene Clandord v. ConAgra Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 6:07-56 


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


Lucille A. Knight v. ConAgra Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 2:07-818 


Middle District of Pennsylvania


Kathleen Nieves, et al. v. ConAgra Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 3:07-327 


District of South Carolina 


Annie Blackwell v. ConAgra Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 0:07-529  
Thomas B. Price v. ConAgra Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 3:07-536  
Jerry Shawn Medford v. ConAgra Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 3:07-611  
Jamie S. Jeffords v. ConAgra Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 4:07-530  
Jennifer Ann Hoey, et al. v. ConAgra Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 7:07-544  


Eastern District of Tennessee


Cynthia Woodlee, et al. v. ConAgra Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 4:07-15 


Western District of Washington


James Winston Daniels, II, et al. v. ConAgra, Inc., C.A. No. 2:07-259
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MDL-1846 -- In re Trade Partners, Inc., Investors Litigation


Motion of defendants Macatawa Bank Corp. and Macatawa Bank for centralization of the
following actions in the United States District Court for the Western District of Michigan or, in
the alternative, the United States District Court for the Western District of Oklahoma: 


Central District of California


James Lee, et al. v. Macatawa Bank Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-8009 


Western District of Michigan


Forrest W. Jenkins, et al. v. Macatawa Bank Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:03-321 


Western District of Oklahoma  


Steven M. Adamson, et al. v. Macatawa Bank Corp., et al., C.A. No. 5:06-1267  
Eddie Elkins, et al. v. Macatawa Bank Corp., C.A. No. 5:07-109 


Northern District of Texas


Frank V. Bailey, et al. v. Macatawa Bank Corp., C.A. No. 3:06-2193 


MDL-1847 -- In re Tayssoun Transportation, Inc., and Dallas & Mavis Specialized Carrier Co.,     
                      LLC, Contract Litigation


Motion of plaintiff Tayssoun Transportation, Inc., for centralization of the following
actions in the United States District Court for the Southern District of Texas: 


Northern District of Texas


Dallas & Mavis Specialized Carrier Co., LLC v. Pacific Motor Transport Co., et al., 
    C.A. No. 3:06-1922 


    
Southern District of Texas


Tayssoun Transportation, Inc. v. Dallas & Mavis Specialized Carrier Co., LLC, 
   C.A. No. 4:06-3463
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MDL-1848 -- In re Rembrandt Technologies, LP, Patent Litigation


Motion of defendant CoxCom, Inc., for centralization of the following actions in the
United States District Court for the District of Delaware: 


District of Delaware 


Rembrandt Technologies, LP v. Cablevision Systems Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-635  
Coxcom, Inc. v. Rembrandt Technologies, LP, C.A. No. 1:06-721  
Rembrandt Technologies, LP v. CBS Corp., C.A. No. 1:06-727  
Rembrandt Technologies, LP v. NBC Universal, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-729  
Rembrandt Technologies, LP v. ABC, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-730  
Rembrandt Technologies, LP v. Fox Entertainment Group, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-731  


Southern District of New York


Rembrandt Technologies, LP v. Adelphia Communications Corp., et al., 
    Bky. Advy. No. 1:06-1739  
Rembrandt Technologies, LP v. Adelphia Communications Corp., C.A. No. 1:07-214      


Eastern District of Texas 


Rembrandt Technologies, LP v. Comcast Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:05-443  
Rembrandt Technologies, LP v. Sharp Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-47  
Rembrandt Technologies, LP v. Charter Communications, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-223  
Rembrandt Technologies, LP v. Time Warner Cable, Inc., C.A. No. 2:06-224  
Rembrandt Technologies, LP v. Time Warner Cable, Inc., C.A. No. 2:06-369  
Rembrandt Technologies, LP v. Comcast Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-506  
Rembrandt Technologies, LP v. Charter Communications, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-507  


MDL-1849 -- In re C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., Overtime Pay Litigation


Motion of plaintiffs for centralization of the following actions in the United States District
Court for the Northern District of Illinois or, in the alternative, the United States District Court for
the District of Minnesota: 


Northern District of Alabama


Donna Eddy, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 2:06-4926
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MDL-1849 (Continued)


Central District of California


Mimi Vuong v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 2:07-1428 
Nancy Austin, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 8:07-301 


Eastern District of California


Gladys Garcia, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:07-157 


Northern District of California


Kimberly Elam, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 4:07-475 


Northern District of Georgia


Terri Kuvach, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:07-328 


Northern District of Illinois


Evelyn Sparks, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-6461
Cheryl D. Braithwaite, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-6462       
Lynn A. Amorose, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-6463   
Angela L. Jacobson v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-6465 
Scott D. Hyder, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-6503 
Anne K. Ciaglia, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-6507
Joann M. McGill, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-6510
Richard Cahn, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-6512 
Jason K. Bergquist, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-6515
Craig Bowen, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-6516 
Christopher L. Sims, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-6520  
Shannon D. Anderson, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-6527
Nora Hageman, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-6530 
Brenda Mitchell, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-6538
Lynette DiNova, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-6545
Joanna Elke, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-6552
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MDL-1849 (Continued)


Northern District of Illinois (Continued)


Roy Rogenic, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-6553 
LaToya R. McCants, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-6556 
Michael Blackburn v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-6563 
Sharon K. Dodson-McDonald, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., 
   C.A. No. 1:06-6564 
Patricia A. Parrish, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-6568 
Brendan M. Clarke, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-6581
Amber Vandersommen, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-6582      
Leslie Nemelka, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-6623 
Kari S. Johnson, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-6629 
Ariel B. Crotty, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-6630 
Wendy L. Ferger, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-6632
Laura J. Jeneault, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-6634
Heidi Michelle Poepsel v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-6664 
   


Southern District of Indiana


Catherine A. Wilcox v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 3:06-197 


District of Kansas


Kimberly K. Bethel, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 2:07-2129
Lisa M. Quigley, et al v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 6:07-1063 


Eastern District of Louisiana


Morgan J. Wood, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 2:07-1269 


Eastern District of Michigan


Carla M. Strugala v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 5:07-10767
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MDL-1849 (Continued)


District of Minnesota


Jamie L. Benner, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 0:06-4640 
Justin Accola, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 0:06-4643 
Jeffrey Cichosz, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 0:06-4644
William F. Holmberg, Jr. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 0:06-4645
Elizabeth Marianne Buck, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 0:06-4646
Penny M. Cantazaro, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 0:06-4647 
Kathy Cota, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 0:06-4648 
Jill K. East, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 0:06-4649 
Kathleen L. Hambleton, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 0:06-4650      
Elizabeth Hopp v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 0:06-4651 
Joann F. Larson v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 0:06-4652 
Kelley S. Lyons, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 0:06-4653
Kimberly M. Martineau, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 0:06-4654      
Sandra Steinmetz, et al. v.C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 0:06-4655 
John Gino Giovannoni v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 0:06-4960
Sally J. Dowden, et al., C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 0:07-89 
Amelia M. Alfaro, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 0:07-90 
Jennifer L. Alfano, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 0:07-251 
Claudia Alicia Martinez, et al. v.C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 0:07-542
Jennifer N. Mcinnis v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 0:07-544 
Beth Shaw, et al v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 0:07-595 
Shannon Davis v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 0:07-1119 
Esther Nevarez, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 0:07-1563 


Eastern District of Missouri


Heather Lee Markle, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 4:07-428
    


Northern District of Ohio


Julie Gallagher, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 5:07-846
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MDL-1849 (Continued)


Western District of Oklahoma


Timothy J. Bumgarner, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 5:07-278    


District of Oregon


Allison M. Cassie, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 3:07-333 
    


District of South Carolina


Rodney Brewer, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 3:06-3595 


District of South Dakota


Angela K. Smoot v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 4:07-4038 


Eastern District of Tennessee


Carolyn Baker Hall, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 3:07-46 
    


Eastern District of Texas


Aaron Smith, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 4:07-1 


Northern District of Texas


Stephanie Smith, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 3:07-409 


Western District of Texas


Adelita Dickson, et al. v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 5:07-186 


Eastern District of Wisconsin


Kelly K. Hoell v. C.H. Robinson Worldwide, Inc., C.A. No. 2:07-267
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MDL-1850 -- In re Pet Food Products Liability Litigation


Motion of plaintiff Shirley Sexton for centralization of certain of the following actions in
the United States District Court for the Central District of California; motion of plaintiff Christina
Troiano for centralization of certain of the following actions in the United States District Court
for the Southern District of Florida; and motion of plaintiffs Tom Whaley; Stacey Heller, et al.;
Audrey Kornelius, et al.; Suzanne E. Johnson, et al.; and Michele Suggett, et al.,     for
centralization of the following actions in the United States District Court for the Western District
of Washington: 


Western District of Arkansas


Charles Ray Sims, et al. v. Menu Foods Income Fund, et al., C.A. No. 5:07-5053 
Richard Scott Widen, et al. v. Menu Foods, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:07-5055 


Central District of California


Shirley Sexton v. Menu Foods Income Fund, et al., C.A. No. 2:07-1958 


District of Connecticut


Lauri A. Osborne v. Menu Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 3:07-469 


Southern District of Florida


Christina Troiano v. Menu Foods, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 0:07-60428


Northern District of Illinois


Dawn Majerczyk v. Menu Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 1:07-1543 


District of New Jersey


Jared Workman, et al. v. Menu Foods Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-1338 


Eastern District of Tennessee


Lizajean Holt v. Menu Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 3:07-94
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MDL-1850 (Continued)


Western District of Washington


Tom Whaley v. Menu Foods, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-411 
Stacey Heller, et al. v. Menu Foods, C.A. No. 2:07-453
Audrey Kornelius, et al. v. Menu Foods, C.A. No. 2:07-454 
Suzanne E. Johnson, et al. v. Menu Foods, C.A. No. 2:07-455 
Michele Suggett, et al. v. Menu Foods, et al., C.A. No. 2:07-457
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SECTION B 
MATTERS DESIGNATED FOR CONSIDERATION WITHOUT ORAL ARGUMENT


MDL-875 -- In re Asbestos Products Liability Litigation (No. VI)


Oppositions of plaintiffs and defendant Rowan Companies, Inc., to transfer of their
respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Eastern District of
Pennsylvania:


Western District of Arkansas


Eddie Joe Wooten, et al. v. CertainTeed Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-2004  


Northern District of California


Carla Groce, et al. v. Todd Shipyards Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-241 
Geraldine Burton, et al. v. A.W. Chesterton Co., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-702 


Southern District of Illinois


Jack Franklin v. CSX Transportation, Inc., C.A. No. 3:06-1058 


Eastern District of Louisiana


Melvin Raymond v. Borden, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-11140 


Middle District of Louisiana


Teressa Bell, etc. v. Rowan Companies, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-785 
Aurelie Breau Waguespack, et al. v. Anco Insulations, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-965      


Western District of Louisiana


Daniel Jarrell v. Franks Petroleum, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 6:06-2190
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MDL-875 (Continued)


District of Maryland


Linda Hudson, et al. v. Rapid-American Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-3319


Southern District of New York


Talbot P. Frawley, et al. v. General Electric Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-15395 


MDL-1335 -- In re Tyco International, Ltd., Securities, Derivative & "ERISA" Litigation


Opposition of plaintiffs Scott Davis, et al., to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the District of New Hampshire:


Northern District of Illinois


Scott Davis, et al. v. Dennis Kozlowski, et al., C.A. No. 1:07-227 


MDL-1373 -- In re Bridgestone/Firestone, Inc., Tires Products Liability Litigation


Opposition of plaintiff Leonie Moise, etc., to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Southern District of Indiana:


Middle District of Florida


Leonie Moise, etc. v. Bridgestone/Firestone North American Tire, LLC, 
    C.A. No. 2:06-675
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MDL-1373 (Continued)


Oppositions of defendants Bridgestone Firestone North American Tire, LLC and Ford
Motor Company to remand, under 28 U.S.C. § 1407(a), of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Western District of Arkansas:


Southern District of Indiana


Susan Janssen, etc. v. Bridgestone/Firestone North American Tire, LLC, et al., 
   C.A. No. 1:04-5811 (W.D. Arkansas, C.A. No. 2:04-2164)


MDL-1409 -- In re Currency Conversion Fee Antitrust Litigation


Opposition of plaintiff Kyle Sandera to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Southern District of New York:


Northern District of California


Kyle Sandera v. Bank of America Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-34 


MDL-1456 -- In re Pharmaceutical Industry Average Wholesale Price Litigation


Opposition of plaintiff The State of Idaho to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the District of Massachusetts:


District of Idaho


State of Idaho v. Abbott Laboratories, C.A. No. 1:07-93







Schedule of Matters for Hearing Session, Section B                                                      p. 24
Las Vegas, Nevada


MDL-1566 -- In re Western States Wholesale Natural Gas Antitrust Litigation


Motion of defendant Reliant Energy Services, Inc., to transfer the following action to the
United States District Court for the District of Nevada: 


Western District of Wisconsin


Arandell Corp., et al. v. Xcel Energy, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-76 


MDL-1596 -- In re Zyprexa Products Liability Litigation


Motions of defendant Eli Lilly & Company to transfer the following actions to the United
States District Court for the Eastern District of New York: 


District of South Carolina


Samuel Davis v. Eli Lilly & Co., C.A. No. 3:06-2312 
Kimberly J. Johnson, et al. v. Ricardo Jose Fermo, M.D., et al., C.A. No. 4:06-2994      


MDL-1604 -- In re Ocwen Federal Bank FSB Mortgage Servicing Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiffs Mary Brown; Linda Fleshman; David Waters, Sr., et al.; Donald
Moden, et al.; Annette Miranda; and Stanley C. Beardslee, et al., to transfer of their respective
following actions to the United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois:


Eastern District of Texas


Mary Brown v. Ocwen Loan Servicing, LLC, et al., C.A. No. 1:07-92 


Northern District of Texas


Linda Fleshman v. Ocwen Loan Servicing, LLC, et al., C.A. No. 4:07-108 


Western District of Texas


David Waters, Sr., et al. v. Ocwen Financial Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-61 
Donald Moden, et al. v. Ocwen Financial Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-62
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MDL-1604 (Continued)


Western District of Texas (Continued)


Annette Miranda v. Ocwen Financial Corp., et al., C.A. No. 5:07-34 
Stanley C. Beardslee, et al. v. Ocwen Loan Servicing, LLC, et al., C.A. No. 5:07-137      


MDL-1626 -- In re Accutane Products Liability Litigation


Opposition of defendant Hoffman-La Roche, Inc., to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Middle District of Florida:


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


Darrell W. Borum, Jr. v. Hoffmann-La Roche, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-94 


MDL-1657 -- In re Vioxx Marketing, Sales Practices and Products Liability Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiffs to transfer of their respective following actions to the United
States District Court for the Eastern District of Louisiana:


Central District of California


Ruby Lois Moore Estate, etc. v. Merck & Co., Inc., C.A. No. 2:06-7548 


Eastern District of California


Mosetta Bernstine v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-34 
Katherine Harrison v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-42 
James Daniels, Jr. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-48 
Barbara Ford-Daniels v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-51 
Lynn Franklin v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-57 
Irma Franklin v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-58 
Carolyn Lee Wilson v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-61 
Mary Ann Harris v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-67 
John Wilson v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-68
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MDL-1657 (Continued)


Eastern District of California (Continued)


Ishmael Haqq v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-73 
David Tenn, etc. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-75 
Estate of Juanita Battle v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-77 
Denise Denison v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-79 


Northern District of California


Dorothy Shanks v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-65 
Stanford Johnson v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-67 
Estate of Robert Badke, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-69
Fred Hardin v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-75 
Jeffrey Nielsen v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-76 
Juliana Nielsen v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-77 
Jacquelyn Johnson v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-78 
Arthur Shanks v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-68 
Earnestine Hardin v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-70 
Shahla Jaferian v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:07-66 
Estate of Sandra Ellis v. Merck & Co., Inc., C.A. No. 5:07-74 
Nader Jaferian v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:07-79 
Randolph Dossett v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:07-80 
Suzanne Dante v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:07-81 


Southern District of California


Genevieve Tadman v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2151 
Del Rorer v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-10 
Carol Krepp v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-11 
Charles Krepp v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-12 
Teresa Rorer v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-14 
Arlene Purvis v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-15 


Northern District of West Virginia


Helen Jean Anderson, etc. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:06-151
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MDL-1657 (Continued)


Southern District of West Virginia


Paul Noe, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1004 
Leota Faye Dickens v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1005 
Madonna Armentrout, etc. v. Rite Aid of West Virginia, Inc., C.A. No. 3:06-1058 


MDL-1657 -- In re Vioxx Marketing, Sales Practices and Products Liability Litigation
MDL-1699 -- In re Bextra and Celebrex Marketing, Sales Practices and Products Liability             
                       Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiffs to transfer of their respective following actions to the United
States District Court for the Eastern District of Louisiana in MDL-1657 and to the United States
District Court for the Northern District of California in MDL-1699:  


Northern District of Alabama


William D. McCluskey, etc. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-232 


Eastern District of California


Carol Ann Davies, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-2768 
Lois Hornsby, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-2776 
Bertha Townsend, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-2780 
Arthur Bluett, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-2787 
Lisa Mathews, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-2807 
Geneva Styles, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-2812 
Ali Muhilddine, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-2814 
Elizabeth A. Cochran v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-2817 
Kevin L. Chaney v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-2826 
Wendel Vantine, etc. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-2851 
Barry Dohner, etc. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-2853 
Jerry Strange v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-2875 


Southern District of Illinois


Robert J. Smith, Jr., etc. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-964 
Wilburn Williamson, etc. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-1023
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MDL-1700 -- In re FedEx Ground Package System, Inc., Employment Practices Litigation 
                      (No. II)


Opposition of plaintiff Carlos Quintin Gonzalez to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Northern District of Indiana:


Southern District of Florida


Carlos Quintin Gonzalez v. FedEx Home Delivery, et al., C.A. No. 1:06-22964 


MDL-1708 -- In re Guidant Corp. Implantable Defibrillators Products Liability Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiffs Mary Alice Miller, etc., and Estefana Silva, et al., to transfer of
their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the District of Minnesota:


Middle District of Florida


Mary Alice Miller, etc. v. Guidant Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-41 


Southern District of Texas


Estefana Silva, et al. v. Guidant Corp., et al., C.A. No. 7:07-2 


MDL-1715 -- In re Ameriquest Mortgage Co. Mortgage Lending Practices Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiffs Rodney S. Means and David L. Murphy, et al., and defendants
Dream House Mortgage Corp., Northwest Title & Escrow Corp., and Litton Loan Servicing LP to
transfer of their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Northern
District of Illinois:


Northern District of Indiana


Rodney S. Means v. Ameriquest Mortgage Co., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-409 


District of Massachusetts


Kelly Ann I. Graham, et al. v. Ameriquest Mortgage Co., et al., C.A. No. 4:06-40195
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MDL-1715 (Continued)


Eastern District of Missouri


Paul W. Derda, et al. v. Ameriquest Mortgage Co., et al., C.A. No. 4:06-1649 
    


Eastern District of Texas


David L. Murphy, et al. v. Argent Mortgage Co., LLC, C.A. No. 1:06-781 


MDL-1718 -- In re Ford Motor Co. Speed Control Deactivation Switch Products Liability              
                      Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiffs Florida Farm Bureau Casualty Insurance Company, etc.; David
Giorgini, et al.; and Oscar Reyes, et al., to transfer of their respective following actions to the
United States District Court for the Eastern District of Michigan:


Middle District of Florida


Florida Farm Bureau Casualty Insurance Co., etc. v. Ford Motor Co., Inc., 
   C.A. No. 8:06-2307 


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


David Giorgini, et al. v. Ford Motor Co., C.A. No. 2:06-968 


Southern District of Texas


Oscar Reyes, et al. v. Ford Motor Co., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-165
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MDL-1726 -- In re Medtronic, Inc., Implantable Defibrillators Products Liability Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiff Patricia Kavalir and defendant Medtronic, Inc., to transfer of their
respective following actions to the United States District Court for the District of Minnesota:


Middle District of Florida


Hazel E. Ricciotti, etc. v. Medtronic, Inc., C.A. No. 8:07-233 


Northern District of Georgia


Claudeena Watt-Austin, et al. v. Boston Scientific Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-293 
               


Northern District of Illinois


Patricia Kavalir v. Medtronic, Inc., C.A. No. 1:07-835 


MDL-1742 -- In re Ortho Evra Products Liability Litigation


Opposition of plaintiffs Jacci Morrison, et al., to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Northern District of Ohio:


Northern District of California


Jacci Morrison, et al. v. Ortho-McNeil Corp., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-8 


MDL-1760 -- In re Aredia and Zometa Products Liability Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiffs Joan LeCompte, et al., and Beatrice Rios to transfer of their
respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Middle District of
Tennessee:


District of New Jersey


Joan LeCompte, et al. v. Novartis Pharmaceuticals Corp., C.A. No. 2:07-357 
    


Southern District of Texas


Beatrice Rios v. Novartis Pharmaceuticals Corp., et al., C.A. No. 6:07-2
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MDL-1763 -- In re Human Tissue Products Liability Litigation


Opposition of plaintiff Sherryl Jean Thornton to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the District of New Jersey:


Northern District of Alabama


Sherryl Jean Thornton v. Michael Mastromarino, et al., C.A. No. 1:06-4899  


MDL-1781 -- In re Cintas Corp. Overtime Pay Arbitration Litigation 


Opposition of respondents in all actions to remand, under 28 U.S.C. § 1407(a), of the
following actions to their respective transferor courts:


Northern District of California


Cintas Corp. v. Randall M. Cornelius, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5078 (M.D. Alabama, 
   C.A. No. 2:06-227)
Cintas Corp. v. Darren Mitchell Anderson, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5079 (N.D. Alabama,        
 C.A. No. 2:06-492)
Cintas Corp. v. Ramon J. Baudier, Jr., et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5080 (S.D. Alabama, 
   C.A. No. 1:06-148)
Cintas Corp. v. Robert J. Abel, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5081 (D. Arizona, 
   C.A. No. 2:06-693)
Cintas Corp. v. Roberto Carlos Alegria, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5082 (C.D. California, 
   C.A. No. 2:06-1750)  
Cintas Corp. v. Ronald Arvizu, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5083 (E.D. California, 
   C.A. No. 2:06-611) 
Cintas Corp. v. Daniel E. Ainsworth, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5084 (S.D. California, 
   C.A. No. 3:06-632)
Cintas Corp. v. John D. Bickham, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5085 (D. Colorado,    
   C.A. No. 1:06-427)
Cintas Corp. v. Eugene Christensen, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5086 (D. Connecticut, 
   C.A. No. 3:06-360)
Cintas Corp. v. Charles Leroy Gray, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5087 (D. Delaware,      
   C.A. No. 1:06-162)
Cintas Corp. v. Alice Allen, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5088 (M.D. Florida, C.A. No. 8:06-400)
Cintas Corp. v. Joseph Frazier, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5089 (N.D. Florida, 
   C.A. No. 3:06-103)
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Cintas Corp. v. David J. Abrahamsen, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5090 (S.D. Florida, 
   C.A. No. 0:06-60310)
Cintas Corp. v. Matthew J. DeFelix, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5091 (M.D. Georgia, 
   C.A. No. 1:06-38) 
Cintas Corp. v. Jeffrey Aybar, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5092 (N.D. Georgia, 
   C.A. No. 1:06-569)  
Cintas Corp. v. Joe L. Banks, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5093 (S.D. Georgia, 
   C.A. No. 1:06-35)
Cintas Corp. v. David DeBilzan, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5094 (D. Idaho, 
   C.A. No. 1:06-104)
Cintas Corp. v. James Allen Burress, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5095 (C.D. Illinois, 
   C.A. No. 1:06-1068)
Cintas Corp. v. Vince Agozzino, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5096 (N.D. Illinois, 
   C.A. No. 1:06-1343)
Cintas Corp. v. James Atkins, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5097 (N.D. Indiana, 
   C.A. No. 2:06-85)
Cintas Corp. v. Ryan Albright, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5098 (S.D. Indiana, 
   C.A. No. 1:06-401)
Cintas Corp. v. Donald Allen Griffin, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5099 (S.D. Iowa, 
   C.A. No. 4:06-91)  
Cintas Corp. v. Matthew L. Blackman, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5100 (D. Kansas, 
   C.A. No. 2:06-2091)
Cintas Corp. v. Danny L. Brown, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5101 (E.D. Kentucky, 
   C.A. No. 2:06-52)
Cintas Corp. v. Jason Agostini, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5102 (W.D. Kentucky, 
   C.A. No. 3:06-131)
Cintas Corp. v. Jack Addison, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5103 (E.D. Louisiana, 
   C.A. No. 2:06-1247)
Cintas Corp. v. Gustave Fontenot, Jr., et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5104 (M.D. Louisiana, 
   C.A. No. 3:06-188)
Cintas Corp. v. Ivan Edward Avery, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5105 (W.D. Louisiana, 
   C.A. No. 6:06-391)
Cintas Corp. v. Randall Bowles, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5106 (D. Maine, C.A. No. 2:06-55)
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Cintas Corp. v. Joe Andrews, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5107 (D. Maryland, 
   C.A. No. 8:06-641)
Cintas Corp. v. Philip Daniel Blaisdell, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5108 (D. Massachusetts,        
  C.A. No. 1:06-10442)
Cintas Corp. v. Brandon Alioto, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5109 (E.D. Michigan, 
   C.A. No. 2:06-11043)
Cintas Corp. v. Travis M. Ault, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5110 (W.D. Michigan, 
   C.A. No. 1:06-180)
Cintas Corp. v. John Callahan, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5111 (D. Minnesota, 
   C.A. No. 0:06-1012)
Cintas Corp. v. Gregory Cole Bigbee, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5112 (S.D. Mississippi, 
   C.A. No. 3:06-137)
Cintas Corp. v. Relton Barnes, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5113 (E.D. Missouri, 
    C.A. No. 4:06-450)
Cintas Corp. v. Randall Adams, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5114 (W.D. Missouri, 
   C.A. No. 4:06-208)
Cintas Corp. v. Jeffrey Anderson, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5115 (D. Nebraska, 
   C.A. No. 8:06-262)
Cintas Corp. v. Anthony Dean Hamby, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5116 (D. Nevada, 
   C.A. No. 2:06-300)
Cintas Corp. v. Joseph Allen, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5117 (D. New Jersey, 
   C.A. No. 2:06-1164)
Cintas Corp. v. Tony L. Bostick, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5119 (D. New Mexico, 
   C.A. No. 1:06-185)
Cintas Corp. v. Troy Amott, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5120 (E.D. New York, 
   C.A. No. 1:06-1105)
Cintas Corp. v. Hugh J. Kingsley, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5121 (N.D. New York, 
   C.A. No. 5:06-311)
Cintas Corp. v. Louis Alves, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5122 (S.D. New York, 
   C.A. No. 1:06-1933)
Cintas Corp. v. Robert F. Bowles, Jr., et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5123 (W.D. New York, 
   C.A. No. 6:06-6147)
Cintas Corp. v. Matthew Anderson, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5124 (E.D. North Carolina, 
    C.A. No. 5:06-113)
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Cintas Corp. v. Gus Aranegui, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5126 (M.D. North Carolina, 
   C.A. No. 1:06-225)
Cintas Corp. v. Jonathan Allred, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5127 (W.D. North Carolina, 
   C.A. No. 3:06-114)
Cintas Corp. v. Bradley Agler, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5128 (N.D. Ohio, 
   C.A. No. 3:06-7083)
Cintas Corp. v. Donald Adkins, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5129 (S.D. Ohio, 
   C.A. No. 1:06-126)
Cintas Corp. v. Robert Hall, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5130 (E.D. Oklahoma, 
   C.A. No. 6:06-97)  
Cintas Corp. v. Brent Berna, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5131 (N.D. Oklahoma, 
   C.A. No. 4:06-148)
Cintas Corp. v. Raymond Mac Harris, Jr., et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5132 (W.D. Oklahoma,      


    C.A. No. 5:06-247)
Cintas Corp. v. Dennis Bassett, et al.,  C.A. No. 4:06-5133 (D. Oregon, 
   C.A. No. 6:06-335)
Cintas Corp v. Kenneth W. Baptist, et al.,  C.A. No. 4:06-5134 (E.D. Pennsylvania, 
   C.A. No. 2:06-1053)
Cintas Corp. v. Brian Ash, et al.,  C.A. No. 4:06-5135 (M.D. Pennsylvania, 
   C.A. No. 3:06-517)
Cintas Corp. v. Christopher Derenzo, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5136 (W.D. Pennsylvania,        


     C.A. No. 2:06-324)
Cintas Corp. v. Joseph E. Edwards, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5137 (D. Rhode Island, 
   C.A. No. 1:06-112)
Cintas Corp. v. Thomas Eugene Alert, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5138 (D. South Carolina,          
 C.A. No. 3:06-762)
Cintas Corp. v. Stephen Barlow, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5139 (E.D. Texas, 
   C.A. No. 1:06-137)
Cintas Corp. v. Bryan Armstrong, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5140 (N.D. Texas, 
   C.A. No. 3:06-432)
Cintas Corp. v. Judd Allen, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5141 (S.D. Texas, C.A. No. 4:06-824)
Cintas Corp. v. Issac Anaya, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5142 (W.D. Texas, C.A. No. 5:06-216)
Cintas Corp. v. Wade Bell, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5143 (D. Utah, C.A. No. 2:06-205)
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Cintas Corp. v. John O. Ansink, Jr., et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5144 (E.D. Virginia, 
   C.A. No. 1:06-267)
Cintas Corp. v. Nelson Carter, Jr., C.A. No. 4:06-5145 (W.D. Virginia, 
   C.A. No. 5:06-23)
Cintas Corp. v. Scott Burgess, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5146 (E.D. Washington, 
   C.A. No. 2:06-3023)
Cintas Corp. v. Michael Anderson, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5147 (W.D. Washington, 
   C.A. No. 2:06-332)
Cintas Corp. v. Nathan J. Andree, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5148 (E.D. Wisconsin, 
   C.A. No. 2:06-303)
Cintas Corp. v. Chris Brown, et al., C.A. No. 4:06-5149 (W.D. Wisconsin, 
   C.A. No. 3:06-133)


MDL-1789 -- In re Fosamax Products Liability Litigation


Opposition of plaintiff Mary Ellen Potgieter to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Southern District of New York:


District of New Jersey


Mary Ellen Potgieter v. Merck & Co., Inc., C.A. No. 2:07-2







PROCEDURES FOR ORAL ARGUMENT BEFORE THE
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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June 14, 2007 


 NOTICE OF HEARING SESSION


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: July 26, 2007


LOCATION OF HEARING SESSION:         United States Courthouse
                                                                        15th Floor Courtroom 


            300 South Fourth Street
            Minneapolis, Minnesota  55415                   


TIME OF HEARING SESSION:  In those matters designated for oral argument, counsel presenting oral
argument must be present at 8:30 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 July 9, 2007.  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 District of Minnesota







JUDICIAL PANEL ON
MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION


FILED


JUNE 14, 2007


JEFFERY N. LÜTHI    
 CLERK OF THE PANEL


BEFORE THE JUDICIAL PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION


WM. TERRELL HODGES, CHAIRMAN, D. LOWELL JENSEN, J.
FREDERICK MOTZ, ROBERT L. MILLER, JR., KATHRYN H. VRATIL, 
DAVID R. HANSEN AND ANTHONY J. SCIRICA, JUDGES OF THE
PANEL


 HEARING SESSION ORDER


IT IS ORDERED that on July 26, 2007, a hearing session will be held in Minneapolis,
Minnesota, to consider the matters on the attached Schedule under 28 U.S.C. § 1407.


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that at said hearing session 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 at said hearing session the matters listed on Section A
of the attached Schedule shall be designated for oral argument.


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that at said hearing session the matters listed on Section B
of the attached Schedule shall be considered without oral argument, pursuant to Rule 16.1(c),
R.P.J.P.M.L., 199 F.R.D. 425, 439 (2001).  The Panel reserves the prerogative, on any basis
including submissions of parties pursuant to Panel Rule 16.1(b), to issue a subsequent notice
designating any of those matters for oral argument.


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.


FOR THE PANEL:


                                               
        Wm. Terrell Hodges


        Chairman







SCHEDULE OF MATTERS FOR HEARING SESSION
July 26, 2007 -- Minneapolis, Minnesota    


SECTION A 
MATTERS DESIGNATED FOR ORAL ARGUMENT


MDL-1851 -- In re Desloratadine Patent Litigation


Motion of plaintiff Schering Corp. for centralization of the following actions in the United
States District Court for the District of New Jersey: 


Middle District of Florida


Schering Corp. v. GeoPharma, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 8:06-1843 


Eastern District of Michigan


Schering Corp. v. Caraco Pharmaceutical Laboratories, Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-14386  
  


District of New Jersey


Schering Corp. v. Zydus Pharmaceuticals, USA, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-4715 


MDL-1852 -- In re Flash Memory Antitrust Litigation


Motion of defendants Samsung Semiconductor, Inc.; Hynix Semiconductor America, Inc.;
Micron Technology, Inc.; Micron Semiconductor Products, Inc.; Hitachi America, Ltd.; and 
Renesas Technology America, Inc., for centralization of the following actions in a single United
States district court: 


Northern District of California


Jason Perkins v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-1360 
James Burt v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-1388 
TechToysForLess v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-1418 
Thomas Y. Huh v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-1459 
Fred W. Krahmer v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-1460 
Keith Alderman v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-1489 
Jacob Greenwell v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-1524 
Lynn Sweatman v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-1613
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MDL-1852 (Continued)


Northern District of California (Continued)


Carman Pellitteri v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-1614 
Kevin's Computer & Photo v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-1665    
Joseph P. Theisen v. Hitachi, Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-1680 
George Davis v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-1735 
Trong Nguyen v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-86 
A Computer Place, Inc., et al. v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al., 
   C.A. No. 4:07-1020
Roxanne Miller v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-1147 
Peter Burke v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-1236 


Southern District of New York


Brian Levy v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-2242 


MDL-1853 -- In re The TJX Companies, Inc., Fair  and Accurate Credit Transactions Act              
                      (FACTA) Litigation


Motion, as amended, of defendants Marshalls of CA, LLC; Marshall of MA, Inc.; T.J.
Maxx of CA, LLC; and The TJX Companies, Inc., for centralization of the following actions in
the United States District Court for the District of Kansas: 


Central District of California


Jessica Clark v. Marshalls of MA, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-8135 
Alis Bersekian v. TJ Maxx of CA, LLC, et al., C.A. No. 2:07-503 


Northern District of Illinois


Monica Mendez v. The TJX Companies, Inc., C.A. No. 1:07-2486 


District of Kansas


Lety Ramirez v. The TJX Companies, Inc., C.A. No. 2:07-2115
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MDL-1853 (Continued)


District of Nevada


Amber Tolley-McNerney v. The TJX Companies, Inc., C.A. No. 3:07-91


District of Rhode Island


Margie Caranci v. Marshalls of MA, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-173 


MDL-1854 -- In re Tyson Foods, Inc., Fair Labor Standards Act Litigation


Motion of defendants Tyson Foods, Inc.; Tyson Chicken, Inc.; and Tyson Farms, Inc., for
centralization of the following actions in the United States District Court for the Northern District
of Alabama: 


Northern District of Alabama


Sheila Ackles, et al. v. Tyson Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-2249 
Carol Ann Buchanan, et al. v. Tyson Chicken, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:06-4930


    Florence Dobbins, et al. v. Tyson Chicken, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 4:06-4912 
Roosevelt Potter, et al. v. Tyson Chicken, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 4:06-4931 


Western District of Arkansas


Levette Adams, et al. v. Tyson Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 4:07-4019 


Middle District of Georgia 


Deltha McCluster, et al. v. Tyson Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 4:06-143  
Sharon Mitchell v. Tyson Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 5:07-35  
Wanda L. Atkins, et al. v. Tyson Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 5:07-84  


Southern District of Indiana


Ava Joyner v. Tyson Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 1:07-141
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MDL-1854 (Continued)


Western District of Kentucky


Janet Garrett v. Tyson Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 4:07-15 


District of Maryland


Thomas Lee White v. Tyson Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 1:07-279 


Southern District of Mississippi


Princess Brown v. Tyson Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 3:07-53 
Addie Jones, et al. v. Tyson Foods, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-80 
Lillie Williams, et al. v. Tyson Foods, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-87 
J.D. Walton, et al. v. Tyson Foods, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:07-28 


Western District of Missouri
 


Pamela Woodworth v. Tyson Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 3:07-5013 


Eastern District of Oklahoma


Carol Balch, et al. v. Tyson Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 6:07-63 


Eastern District of Texas


Winfred Earl v. Tyson Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 6:07-49
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MDL-1855 -- In re Nissan North America, Inc., Odometer Litigation


Motion of defendant Nissan North America, Inc., for centralization of the following
actions in the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Michigan: 


District of Idaho


Philip King, et al. v. Nissan North America, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-68 


Northern District of Illinois


Brian Yellen v. Nissan North America, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-513 


Western District of Kentucky


Benita G. Simon, et al. v. Nissan North America, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-102 
   


Eastern District of Texas


Rebecca Womack v. Nissan North America, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-479 


MDL-1856 -- In re Depo-Provera Products Liability Litigation


Motion of plaintiffs Cindy Winward and Kimberly Cable for centralization of the
following actions in the United States District Court for the District of New Jersey: 


Northern District of California 


Cindy Winward v. Pfizer Inc., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-878  
Kimberly Cable v. Pfizer Inc., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-879  


District of New Jersey


Priscilla D. Riddell, et al. v. Pfizer Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-5418
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MDL-1857 -- In re Schering Marketing and Sales Practices Litigation (No. II)


Motion of plaintiffs Beryl A'Dare Bratton, et al., for centralization of the following actions
in the United States District Court for the District of Arizona or, in the alternative, the United
States District Court for the District of Massachusetts: 


District of Arizona


Beryl A'Dare Bratton, et al. v. Schering-Plough Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-653 
    


District of New Jersey


International Brotherhood of Teamsters Local No. 331 Health & Welfare Trust Fund, et   
al. v. Schering Plough Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-5774 


MDL-1859 -- In re Vitamin Shoppe Marketing and Sales Practices Litigation


Motion of plaintiffs Catherine Guittard, et al., for centralization of the following actions in
the United States District Court for the District of New Jersey: 


Northern District of California


Sara Pineda, et al. v. Vitamin Shoppe Industries, Inc., C.A. No. 3:07-1533 


Southern District of California


Sharilyn B. Castro v. Vitamin Shoppe Industries, Inc., C.A. No. 3:07-135 


District of New Jersey 


Elena Klyachman v. The Vitamin Shoppe, et al., C.A. No. 2:07-1528  
Catherine Guittard, et al. v. Vitamin Shoppe Industries, Inc., C.A. No. 2:07-1827
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MDL-1860 -- In re American Equity Deferred Annuity Marketing and Sales Practices Litigation


Motion of plaintiff Mary H. Bendzak for centralization of the following actions in the
United States District Court for the Southern District of Iowa: 


Central District of California 


Bernard McCormack v. American Equity Investment Life Insurance Co., et al., 
    C.A. No. 2:05-6735 
Gust Anagnostis, et al. v. American Equity Investment Life Insurance Co., et al., 
   C.A. No. 2:06-388


Southern District of Iowa


Mary H. Bendzak v. American Equity Investment Life Insurance Co., C.A. No. 4:06-340    


MDL-1861 -- In re Wellnx Marketing and Sales Practices Litigation


Motion of defendants Wellnx Life Sciences Inc., Derek Woodgate, Brad Woodgate, and
Scott Welch for centralization of the following actions in the United States District Court for the
District of Maryland: 


District of Arizona


Diandra Johnson, et al. v. NxCare, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-69 


Central District of California


Giselle Rideaux, et al. v. NxCare, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-2399 


Middle District of Georgia


Tammy M. Britton v. NxCare, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-61


District of Kansas


Cindy Dias, et al. v. NxCare, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-2066
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MDL-1861 (Continued)


District of Maryland


Dana Weeks v. NxCare, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-367 


Western District of Missouri


Christine Bartell, et al. v. NxCare, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 6:07-3050 


District of Nevada


Olivia Daniel, et al. v. NxCare, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-482 


Eastern District of North Carolina


Mary Cobb v. NxCare, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-50 


Eastern District of Tennessee


Christy Lee Adkins, et al. v. NxCare, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-63 


MDL-1862 -- In re Vonage Marketing and Sales Practices Litigation


Motion of plaintiffs Budd Nahay, et al., for centralization of the following actions in the
United States District Court for the District of New Jersey: 


Central District of California


Kai Porter v. Vonage Holdings Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-1850 


Southern District of California


Alex Nevelson v. Vonage Holdings Corp., C.A. No. 3:07-732
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MDL-1862 (Continued)


District of New Jersey


Budd Nahay, et al. v. Vonage America, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-5801 


Western District of Washington


Darlene Pennock v. Vonage America, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-320 


MDL-1863 -- In re The Paradies Shops, Inc., Fair and Accurate Credit Transactions Act                 
                     (FACTA) Litigation


Motion of plaintiff Melanie A. Klingensmith for centralization of the following actions in
the United States District Court for the Western District of Pennsylvania: 


Central District of California


Paul Kelly v. The Paradies Shops, Inc., C.A. No. 2:07-1294 


Western District of Pennsylvania


Melanie A. Klingensmith v. The Paradies Shops, Inc., C.A. No. 2:07-322 


MDL-1864 -- In re Charlotte Russe, Inc., Fair and Accurate Credit Transactions Act (FACTA)      
                       Litigation


Motion of defendant Charlotte Russe, Inc., for centralization of the following actions in
the United States District Court for the Central District of California: 


Central District of California


Frida Najarian v. Charlotte Russe, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-501 


Western District of Pennsylvania


Alison Lampenfeld v. Charlotte Russe Holding, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-355
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MDL-1865 -- In re Household Goods Movers Antitrust Litigation


Motion of plaintiffs Donald J. Beach, et al., for centralization of the following actions in
the United States District Court for the District of South Carolina: 


Northern District of Illinois


Gary Moad, et al. v. Atlas Van Lines, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-2506 


District of South Carolina


Donald J. Beach, et al. v. Atlas Van Lines, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-764 


MDL-1866 -- In re Brimonidine Patent Litigation


Motion of Allergan, Inc., for centralization of the following actions in the United States
District Court for the District of Delaware: 


Central District of California


Allergan, Inc. v. Exela Pharmsci, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-1967 


District of Delaware


Allergan, Inc. v. Apotex, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-278  


Eastern District of Virginia


Exela Pharmsci, Inc. v. Allergan, Inc., C.A. No. 1:07-338
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MDL-1867 -- In re General Motors OnStar Contract Litigation


Motion of defendants OnStar Corp. and General Motors Corp. for centralization of the
following actions in the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Michigan: 


Northern District of California


Margaret A. Gonzales, et al. v. General Motors Corp, et al., C.A. No. 3:07-2580 
                


Eastern District of Michigan


Howard Morris, et al. v. General Motors Corp., C.A. No. 2:07-11830 
Robert C. Weaver v. OnStar Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-12036 


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


Robert G. Gordon, et al. v. OnStar Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-1602
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SECTION B 
MATTERS DESIGNATED FOR CONSIDERATION WITHOUT ORAL ARGUMENT


MDL-875 -- In re Asbestos Products Liability Litigation (No. VI)


Oppositions of plaintiffs Edward McIntyre; Mary M. Collins, etc.; Carol Durbin, etc.;
Alan Nussbaum, et al.; Robert L. Reeves; and Patrick L. Kroske to transfer of their respective
following actions to the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania:


Northern District of California


Edward McIntyre v. Warren Pumps, LLC, C.A. No. 3:06-6301  


District of Delaware


Mary M. Collins, etc. v. Metropolitan Life Insurance Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-149  


Central District of Illinois


Carol Durbin, etc. v. Pneumo-Abex Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-1037
Alan Nussbaum, et al. v. Pneumo-Abex Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-1038  


Southern District of Mississippi


Robert L. Reeves v. Afton Pumps, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-141


Western District of Missouri


Patrick L. Kroske v. Union Carbide Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-184
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MDL-1373 -- In re Bridgestone/Firestone, Inc., Tires Products Liability Litigation


Opposition of plaintiffs Monica Del Carmen Gonzalez-Servin, et al., to transfer of the
following action to the United States District Court for the Southern District of Indiana:


District of South Dakota


Monica Del Carmen Gonzalez-Servin, et al. v. Ford Motor Co., et al., 
     C.A. No. 1:05-1023 


MDL-1472 -- In re Global Crossing Ltd. Securities & "ERISA" Litigation


Opposition of defendants Citigroup, Inc.; Salomon Smith Barney, Inc.; and Jack
Grubman to remand, under 28 U.S.C. § 1407(a), of the following action to the United States
District Court for the Central District of California:


Southern District of New York 


Abe Nachom v. Citigroup, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:03-4521 (C.D. California, 
    C.A. No. 2:03-520)


MDL-1535 -- In re Welding Fume Products Liability Litigation


Opposition of plaintiffs Christopher Painter, et al., to transfer of the following action to
the United States District Court for the Northern District of Ohio:


Southern District of California


Christopher Painter, et al. v. BOC Group, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-659
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MDL-1566 -- In re Western States Wholesale Natural Gas Antitrust Litigation


Opposition of plaintiffs Heartland Regional Medical Center, et al., to transfer of the
following action to the United States District Court for the District of Nevada:


Western District of Missouri


Heartland Regional Medical Center, et al. v. ONEOK, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 5:07-6048      


MDL-1596 -- In re Zyprexa Products Liability Litigation


Oppositions of defendants Paul B. Andelin, M.D. and Ralph A. Schmitz, M.D. to transfer
of the following action to the United States District Court for the Eastern District of New York:


Western District of Missouri


Gail Eaton v. Eli Lilly & Co., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-5026 


MDL-1596 -- In re Zyprexa Products Liability Litigation
MDL-1769 -- In re Seroquel Products Liability Litigation


Opposition of plaintiff Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to transfer of the following action
to the United States District Court for the Eastern District of New York in MDL-1596 and to the
United States District Court for the Middle District of Florida in MDL-1769:  


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


Commonwealth of Pennsylvania v. Eli Lilly & Co., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-1083
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MDL-1604 -- In re Ocwen Federal Bank FSB Mortgage Servicing Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiffs Kathy Baham, etc.; Charles Gray, et al.; Mark Simpson, et al.;
Rafael Garcia, et al.; and Lynette Brooks to transfer of their respective following actions to the
United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois:


Northern District of Texas


Kathy Baham, etc. v. Ocwen Loan Servicing, LLC, et al., C.A. No. 3:07-404 
Charles Gray, et al. v. Ocwen Loan Servicing, LLC, et al., C.A. No. 4:07-156 
Mark Simpson, et al. v. Ocwen Federal Bank, FSB, et al., C.A. No. 5:07-40 
   


Southern District of Texas


Rafael Garcia, et al. v. Ocwen Loan Servicing, LLC, C.A. No. 2:07-109 


Western District of Texas


Lynette Brooks v. Ocwen Loan Servicing, LLC, et al., C.A. No. 1:07-172 


MDL-1657 -- In re Vioxx Marketing, Sales Practices and Products Liability Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiffs Michael C. Valle; Ben Orpilla; Richard Booth, et al.; and Donald
Brumfield, et al., to transfer of their respective following actions to the United States District
Court for the Eastern District of Louisiana:


Central District of California


Michael C. Valle v. Merck & Co., Inc., C.A. No. 2:07-837 


Southern District of California


Ben Orpilla v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:06-2162 


District of Nevada


Richard Booth, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-470
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MDL-1657 (Continued)


Southern District of West Virginia


Donald Brumfield, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., C.A. No. 5:07-89 


MDL-1699 -- In re Bextra and Celebrex Marketing, Sales Practices and Products Liability             
                       Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiffs James Darty and Tammy Shea Brady, etc., to transfer of their
respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Northern District of
California:


Northern District of Alabama


James Darty v. G.D. Searle, LLC, et al., C.A. No. 2:07-671 


Western District of Kentucky


Tammy Shea Brady, etc. v. Pfizer Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-206 


MDL-1708 -- In re Guidant Corp. Implantable Defibrillators Products Liability Litigation


Opposition of plaintiff Eluterio Vela to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the District of Minnesota:


Southern District of Texas


Eluterio Vela v. Guidant Corp., et al., C.A. No. 7:07-47
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MDL-1715 -- In re Ameriquest Mortgage Co. Mortgage Lending Practices Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiffs Paula Rubijono; Lorene Elders; and Porter Stadaker, et al., to
transfer of their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Northern
District of Illinois:


District of Massachusetts


Paula Rubijono v. Ameriquest Mortgage Co., Bky. Advy. No. 1:07-1076 


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


Lorene Elders v. Ameriquest Mortgage Co., C.A. No. 2:06-5274 


Middle District of Tennessee


Porter Stadaker, et al. v. Ameriquest Mortgage Co., C.A. No. 3:07-409 


MDL-1718 -- In re Ford Motor Co. Speed Control Deactivation Switch Products Liability              
                      Litigation


Opposition of plaintiff State Farm Mutual Automobile Insurance Co., etc., to transfer of
the following action to the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Michigan:


Central District of Illinois


State Farm Mutual Automobile Insurance Co., etc. v. Ford Motor Co., 
   C.A. No. 3:07-3063 


MDL-1726 -- In re Medtronic, Inc., Implantable Defibrillators Products Liability Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiffs Robert W. Sims and Ola Marie Malone to transfer of their
respective following actions to the United States District Court for the District of Minnesota:


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


Robert W. Sims v. Medtronic, Inc., C.A. No. 2:07-1573
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MDL-1726 (Continued)


Southern District of Texas


Ola Marie Malone v. Medtronic, Inc., C.A. No. 4:07-813


MDL-1742 -- In re Ortho Evra Products Liability Litigation


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


Southern District of Mississippi


Angela Massey v. Johnson & Johnson, et al., C.A. No. 3:07-164 


MDL-1785 -- In re Bausch & Lomb Inc. Contact Lens Solution Products Liability Litigation


Oppositions of plaintiffs Sally Santmyer, Michael Terney, and Nancie Drake to transfer of
their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the District of South
Carolina:


Central District of California


Sally Santmyer v. Bausch & Lomb, Inc., C.A. No. 8:07-196 


Northern District of Mississippi


Michael Terney v. Bausch & Lomb, Inc., C.A. No. 2:07-45


Eastern District of Texas


Nancie Drake v. Bausch & Lomb, Inc., C.A. No. 6:07-201







PROCEDURES FOR ORAL ARGUMENT BEFORE THE
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.





		Notice of Hearing Session


		Hearing Session Order


		Section A: Matters Designated for Oral Argument 

		MDL-
1851 

		MDL-1852


		MDL-1853


		MDL-1854


		MDL-1855


		MDL-1856


		MDL-1857


		MDL-1859


		MDL-1860


		MDL-1861


		MDL-1862


		MDL-1863


		MDL-1864


		MDL-1865


		MDL-1866


		MDL-1867




		Section B: Matters Considered without Oral Argument


		MDL-875


		MDL-1373


		MDL-1472


		MDL-1535


		MDL-1566


		MDL-1596


		MDL-1596/MDL-1769


		MDL-1604


		MDL-1657


		MDL-1699


		MDL-1708


		MDL-1715


		MDL-1718


		MDL-1726


		MDL-1742


		MDL-1785




		Procedures for Oral Argument


		Rule 16.1: Hearing Session and Oral Argument







UNITED STATES JUDICIAL PANEL
on


MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION


CHAIRMAN:
Judge John G. Heyburn II
United States District Court
Western District of Kentucky


MEMBERS:
Judge D. Lowell Jensen
United States District Court
Northern District of California


Judge J. Frederick Motz
United States District Court
District of Maryland


Judge Robert L. Miller, Jr.
United States District Court
Northern District of Indiana


Judge Kathryn H. Vratil
United States District Court
District of Kansas


Judge David R. Hansen
United States Court of Appeals
Eighth Circuit


Judge Anthony J. Scirica
United States Court of Appeals
Third Circuit


DIRECT REPLY TO:
Jeffery N. Lüthi
Clerk of the Panel
One Columbus Circle, NE
Thurgood Marshall Federal
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Washington, D.C.  20002


Telephone:  [202] 502-2800
Fax:             [202] 502-2888
http://www.jpml.uscourts.gov


August 15, 2007 


NOTICE OF HEARING SESSION


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: September 27, 2007


LOCATION OF HEARING SESSION:         Daniel Patrick Moynihan U.S. Courthouse
                                                                        Ceremonial Courtroom #9C, 9th Floor


            500 Pearl Street
            New York, New York  10007                   


TIME OF HEARING SESSION:  In those matters designated for oral argument, counsel presenting oral
argument must be present at 8:30 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 September 10, 2007.  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


cc:  Clerk, U.S. District Court for the Southern District of New York







        JUDICIAL PANEL ON
MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION


AUG 15 2007
   FILED


        CLERK’S OFFICE


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 September 27, 2007, the Panel will convene a hearing session
in New York, New York, 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.


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Panel will consider without oral argument the
matters listed on Section B of the attached Schedule pursuant to Rule 16.1(c), R.P.J.P.M.L., 199
F.R.D. 425, 439 (2001).  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.


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


D. Lowell Jensen J. Frederick Motz
Robert L. Miller, Jr. Kathryn H. Vratil
David R. Hansen Anthony J. Scirica







SCHEDULE OF MATTERS FOR HEARING SESSION
September 27, 2007 -- New York, New York    


SECTION A 
MATTERS DESIGNATED FOR ORAL ARGUMENT


MDL No. 1507 -- IN RE: PREMPRO PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Pamela Dawn Thorne, et al., to transfer of the following action to
the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Arkansas:


District of Minnesota


Pamela Dawn Thorne, et al. v. Wyeth, et al., C.A. No. 0:06-3123 


MDL No. 1869 -- IN RE: RAIL FREIGHT FUEL SURCHARGE ANTITRUST                      
                             LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Dust Pro, Inc., for centralization of certain of the following actions in
the United States District Court for the District of New Jersey; motion of plaintiffs Dakota
Granite Company and McIntyre Group, Ltd., for centralization of certain of the following actions
in the United States District Court for the District of District of Columbia; and motion of
plaintiff  Quality Refractories Installation, Inc., for centralization of the following actions in the
United States District Court for the Eastern of District of Pennsylvania: 


Northern District of Alabama


West Alabama Sand & Gravel, Inc. v. CSX Transportation, Inc., et al., 
     C.A. No. 7:07-1191 


District of District of Columbia


Dakota Granite Co. v. Association of American Railroads, et al., C.A. No. 1:07-1078        
McIntyre Group, Ltd. v. Association of American Railroads, et al., C.A. No. 1:07-1101 
GVL Pipe & Demolition, Inc. v. Association of American Railroads, et al., 
    C.A. No. 1:07-1119  
Ferraro Foods of North Carolina, LLC v. Association of American Railroads, et al., 
   C.A. No. 1:07-1121 
Sublette Cooperative, Inc. v. Association of American Railroads, et al., 
   C.A. No. 1:07-1126 
Strates Shows, Inc. v. Association of American Railroads, et al., C.A. No. 1:07-1127
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MDL No. 1869 (Continued)


Middle District of Florida


Cedar Farms Co., Inc. v. CSX Transportation, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-557 


Northern District of Illinois


Dad's Products Co., Inc. v. BNSF Railway Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-2954 
Zinifex Taylor Chemicals, Inc. v. CSX Transportation, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-3274     
    


District of New Jersey 


Dust Pro, Inc. v. CSX Transportation, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-2251 
Issac Industries, Inc. v. CSX Transportation, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-2289 
Bar-Ale, Inc. v. CSX Transportation, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-2769  
United Co-Operative Farmers, Inc. v. CSX Transportation, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 2:07-2832  
Somerset Industries, Inc. v. CSX Transportation, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-3280  


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


Quality Refractories Installation, Inc. v. Association of American Railroads, et al., 
    C.A. No. 2:07-2657  
Nizhnekamskneftekhim USA, Inc. v. CSX Transportation, Inc., et al., 
    C.A. No. 2:07-2809  


MDL No. 1870 -- IN RE: GREENWOOD CREDIT UNION PRESCREENING                       
                             LITIGATION


Motion, as amended, of defendant Greenwood Credit Union for centralization of the
following actions in the United States District Court for the District of Massachusetts: 


District of Massachusetts


Anthony Sullivan v. Greenwood Credit Union, C.A. No. 1:06-11368 
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MDL No. 1870 (Continued)


Eastern District of New York


Jacob Terebelo v. Greenwood Credit Union, C.A. No. 2:07-1983 


District of Rhode Island


Cynthia A. Dixon v. Greenwood Credit Union, C.A. No. 1:07-116 


MDL No. 1871 -- IN RE: AVANDIA MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES AND                    
                             PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Sharon Ann Dabon for centralization of the following actions in the
United States District Court for the District of Puerto Rico or, in the alternative, the United
States District Court for the Eastern District Louisiana: 


Eastern District of Louisiana


Sharon Ann Dabon v. GlaxoSmithKline, Inc., C.A. No. 2:07-3041 


District of Puerto Rico


Celenio Cruz-Santana v. GlaxoSmithKline, PLC, et al., C.A. No. 3:07-1461 


MDL No. 1872 -- IN RE: WAYNE FARMS LLC FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT             
                             LITIGATION


Motion of defendant Wayne Farms LLC for centralization of the following actions in the
United States District Court for the Middle District of Alabama: 


Middle District of Alabama 


Samuel Adams, et al. v. Wayne Farms LLC, C.A. No. 1:06-950  
Sonya P. Adams, et al. v. Wayne Farms LLC, C.A. No. 1:07-296  
Darren Anderson, et al. v. Wayne Farms LLC, C.A. No. 2:06-951  
Amos Akings, et al. v. Wayne Farms LLC, C.A. No. 2:07-297
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MDL No. 1872


Northern District of Alabama


Jimmy W. Belue, et al. v. Wayne Farms LLC, C.A. No. 4:06-2095 
Robert Thomas Dunn, et al. v. Wayne Farms LLC, C.A. No. 4:07-647 
James E. Bolden, et al. v. Wayne Farms LLC, C.A. No. 5:06-2096 
Pamela M. Allen, et al. v. Wayne Farms LLC, et al., C.A. No. 5:07-639 


Northern District of Georgia


Christie Norman, et al. v. Wayne Farms LLC, C.A. No. 1:07-1154 
Joey Tate, et al. v. Wayne Farms LLC, C.A. No. 2:07-55 


Southern District of Georgia


Lillie Preston, et al. v. Wayne Farms LLC, C.A. No. 5:07-45 


Southern District of Mississippi 


April Agee, et al. v. Wayne Farms LLC, et al., C.A. No. 2:06-268
Eula M. Keyes, et al. v. Wayne Farms LLC, C.A. No. 2:07-29 


MDL No. 1873 -- IN RE: FEMA TRAILER FORMALDEHYDE PRODUCTS LIABILITY  
                              LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiffs Robin Oldenburg, et al., for centralization of the following actions in
the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Louisiana: 


Eastern District of Louisiana


Keith Hillard, et al. v. United States of America, et al., C.A. No. 2:06-2576 
Decarlo McGuire, et al. v. Gulf Stream Coach, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-5659 
Robin Oldenburg, et al. v. United States of America, et al., C.A. No. 2:07-2961 
   


Western District of Louisiana


Kimberly G. Nelson, etc. v. Gulf Stream Coach, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 6:07-921
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MDL No. 1874 -- IN RE: MQVP INC. TRADEMARK LITIGATION


Motion of MQVP Inc. for centralization of the following actions in the United States
District Court for the Eastern District of Michigan: 


Eastern District of Arkansas


Mid-State Aftermarket Body Parts, Inc. v. MQVP Inc., C.A. No. 4:03-733 


Central District of California


MQVP Inc. v. Pacific Best, Inc., C.A. No. 2:06-860 


Eastern District of Michigan


MQVP Inc. v. Auto Body Supply Co., Bky. Advy. No. 2:07-4094 
MQVP, Inc. v. Keystone Automotive Industries, Inc., C.A. No. 2:07-10248 


Middle District of Tennessee


Keystone Automotive Industries, Inc. v. MQVP, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-406 


MDL No. 1875 -- IN RE: RADIOSHACK CORP. "ERISA" LITIGATION


Motion of defendants RadioShack Corp.; the Administrative Committees of RadioShack;
The RadioShack Board of Directors; Frank J. Belatti; Ronald E. Elmquist; Robert S. Falcone;
Daniel R. Feehan; Richard J. Hernandez; H. Eugene Lockhart; Jack L. Messman; William G.
Morton, Jr.; Thomas G. Plaskett; Edwina D. Woodbury; David Edmondson; Claire H.
Babrowski; David G. Barnes; David P. Johnson; Johnson H. Bradley; J. Mills; Randy Ray; and
Arnold Grothues for centralization of the following actions in the United States District Court for
the Northern District of Texas: 


Eastern District of Texas


Alan Goldstein, et al. v. RadioShack Corp., et al., C.A. No. 6:06-285 


Northern District of Texas 


Robert Maxwell v. RadioShack Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:06-499  
Robert Outlaw v. RadioShack Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:06-900  
Jeffrey V. Cormier, etc. v. RadioShack Corp., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-285
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MDL No. 1876 -- IN RE: LONG BEACH MORTGAGE COMPANY TRUTH IN                   
                             LENDING ACT 1-4 FAMILY RIDER LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiffs Guadalupe Navara, et al.; Ronald W. Carye, et al.; and Kenneth
Mason, et al., for centralization of the following actions in the United States District Court for
the Northern District of Illinois: 


Northern District of Illinois


Guadalupe Navara, et al. v. Long Beach Mortgage Co., et al., C.A. No. 1:05-864 
    


District of Massachusetts


Ronald W. Carye, et al. v. Long Beach Mortgage Co., C.A. No. 1:06-10887 


Eastern District of Wisconsin


Kenneth Mason, et al. v. Long Beach Mortgage Co., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-272


MDL No. 1877 -- IN RE: CLASSICSTAR MARE LEASE LITIGATION


Motion of defendants ClassicStar, LLC, and GeoStar Corp. for centralization of the
following actions in the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Kentucky: 


Northern District of California


Gregory R. Raifman, et al. v. ClassicStar, LLC, et al., C.A. No. 3:07-2552 


Middle District of Florida


Premiere Thoroughbreds, LLC, et al. v. ClassicStar, LLC, et al., C.A. No. 6:07-976       


Eastern District of Kentucky


West Hills Farms, LLC, et al. v. ClassicStar, LLC, et al., C.A. No. 5:06-243 


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


J&L Canterbury Farms, LLC, et al. v. ClassicStar, LLC, et al., C.A. No. 2:07-163







Schedule of Matters for Hearing Session, Section A                                                    p. 7
New York, New York


 
MDL No. 1877 (Continued)


District of Utah


Beechglen Farms, et al. v. ClassicStar, LLC, et al., C.A. No. 2:07-1 
Bissmeyer Properties v. ClassicStar, LLC, et al., C.A. No. 2:07-388 
Spencer D. Plummer, III v. GeoStar Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-409 


MDL No. 1878 -- IN RE: INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE §1031 TAX DEFERRED          
                             EXCHANGE LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Howard J. Hawks Trust UTA Dated November 1, 1991, for
centralization of the following actions in the United States District Court for the District of
Nevada: 


Central District of California


Jon R. Sorrell, et al. v. Qualified Exchange Services, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-2088      


District of Nevada


Howard J. Hawks Trust UTA Dated November 1, 1991 v. Qualified Exchange Services,   
      Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-816 


MDL No. 1879 -- IN RE: STERLING FINANCIAL CORPORATION SECURITIES             
                             LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiffs Paul A. Miller, et al., for centralization of the following actions in
the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania: 


Southern District of New York 


Steve Macrina v. Roger J. Moyer, Jr., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-4108  
Brian Johnson v. Sterling Financial Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-4652  
Castle Strategic Trading, Inc. v. Roger J. Moyer, Jr., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-5594  
Jeffrey M. Cooley v. Sterling Financial Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-5671  
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MDL No. 1879 (Continued)


Eastern District of Pennsylvania 


Raymond D. Buckwalter v. Sterling Financial Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-2171  
Kevin Simpson v. Sterling Financial Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-2497 
Paul A. Miller, et al. v. Sterling Financial Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-2694  


MDL No. 1880 -- IN RE: PAPST LICENSING DIGITAL CAMERA PATENT                       
                              LITIGATION


Motion of Papst Licensing GmbH & Co. KG for centralization of the following actions in
the United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois: 


Central District of California


Papst Licensing GmbH & Co. KG v. Samsung Techwin Co., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-4249
   


District of District of Columbia


Casio, Inc. v. Papst Licensing GmbH & Co. KG, C.A. No. 1:06-1751  
 Fujifilm Corp., et al. v. Papst Licensing GmbH & Co. KG, C.A. No. 1:07-1118  


District of Delaware


Papst Licensing GmbH & Co. KG v. Olympus Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-415 
    


Northern District of Illinois


Papst Licensing GmbH & Co. KG v. Fujifilm Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-3401
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MDL No. 1881 -- IN RE: BOSCOV'S DEPARTMENT STORE, LLC, FAIR AND                  
                            ACCURATE CREDIT TRANSACTIONS ACT (FACTA) LITIGATION


Motion of defendant Boscov’s Department Store, LLC, centralization of the following
actions in the United States District Court for the District of Maryland: 


District of Maryland


Jeanne Stillmock v. Boscov's Department Store, LLC, C.A. No. 1:07-1343 


District of New Jersey


Harriet J. Rosenberg v. Boscov's, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-1734 


Western District of Pennsylvania


Rachel A. McKeown v. Boscov's Department Stores, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-603  


MDL No. 1882 -- IN RE: INSURANCE COMPANIES "SILENT" PREFERRED                   
                             PROVIDER ORGANIZATION (PPO) LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Kathleen Roche, D.C., for centralization of the following actions in
the United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois, or in the United States
District Court for the Southern District of Illinois, or in the United States District Court for the
Central District of California: 


Central District of California


Kathleen Roche, D.C. v. Zenith Insurance Co., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-4492 


Northern District of Illinois


Roselle Chiropractic P.C. v. Hartford Fire Insurance Co., C.A. No. 1:07-3479 
               


Southern District of Illinois


Thomas L. Kaltenbronn, D.C., et al. v. Liberty Mutual Insurance Co., et al., 
    C.A. No. 3:07-52 
Kathleen Roche v. Travelers Property Casualty Insurance Co., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-302   
Kathleen Roche, D.C. v. Liberty Mutual Managed Care, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-331
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MDL No. 1883 -- IN RE: MICROSOFT XBOX 360 CONSOLE DEFECTIVE DVD ROM    
                             DRIVE PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiff Steve Carlie for centralization of the following actions in the United
States District Court for the Western District of Washington: 


Southern District of California


Christine Moskowitz, et al. v. Microsoft Corp., C.A. No. 3:07-1287 


Southern District of Florida


Jorge Brouwer v. Microsoft Corp., C.A. No. 0:07-60950 


Western District of Washington


Luis Torres v. Microsoft Corp., C.A. No. 2:07-1121 
Steve Carlie v. Microsoft Corp., C.A. No. 2:07-1132 


MDL No. 1884 -- IN RE: ALLIANZ LIFE INSURANCE CO. OF NORTH AMERICA          
                             DEFERRED ANNUITY MARKETING AND SALES PRACTICES            
                             LITIGATION


Motion of plaintiffs Vida F. Negrete and Carolyn B. Healey for centralization of the
following actions in the United States District Court for the Central District of California: 


Eastern District of Arkansas


Harold C. Jones, et al. v. Allianz Life Insurance Co. of North America, 
    C.A. No. 4:07-145 


Central District of California 


Vida F. Negrete, etc. v. Allianz Life Insurance Co. of North America, C.A. No.
2:05-6838  Carolyn B. Healey v. Allianz Life Insurance Co. of North America, C.A. No.
2:05-8908  


Southern District of California


Anthony J. Iorio, et al. v. Asset Marketing Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:05-633
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MDL No. 1884 (Continued)


District of Minnesota


Linda L. Mooney, et al. v. Allianz Life Insurance Co. of North America, 
   C.A. No. 0:06-545 
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SECTION B 
MATTERS DESIGNATED FOR CONSIDERATION WITHOUT ORAL ARGUMENT


MDL No. 875 -- IN RE: ASBESTOS PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION (NO. VI)


Oppositions of plaintiffs Leigh Cole, Sr.; Salvatore Gitto, et al.; and Victor Cruz to
transfer of their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Eastern
District of Pennsylvania:


Eastern District of Louisiana


Leigh Cole, Sr. v. Northop Grumman Ship Systems, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-3049          
    


Southern District of New York


Salvatore Gitto, et al. v. A.W. Chesterton Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-4771 


Eastern District of Washington


Victor Cruz v. BNSF Railway Co., C.A. No. 2:06-5066 


MDL No. 1203 -- IN RE: DIET DRUGS (PHENTERMINE/FENFLURAMINE/                         
                             DEXFENFLURAMINE) PRODUCTS LIABILITY  LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Brenda Cartwright, et al., to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania:


Middle District of Florida


Brenda Cartwright, et al. v. Wyeth, et al., C.A. No. 2:07-261
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MDL No. 1315 -- IN RE: SMARTALK TELESERVICES, INC., SECURITIES                          
                            LITIGATION


Opposition of defendant PricewaterhouseCoopers LLP to remand, under 28 U.S.C. §
1407(a), of the following action to the United States District Court for the Northern District of
Texas:


Southern District of Ohio


The Official Committee of Unsecured Creditors v. PricewaterhouseCoopers LLP, 
    C.A. No. 2:01-844 (N.D. Texas, C.A. No. 3:00-2671) 


MDL No. 1358 -- IN RE: METHYL TERTIARY BUTYL ETHER ("MTBE") PRODUCTS    
                             LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Crescenta Valley Water District to transfer of the following action
to the United States District Court for the Southern District of New York:


Central District of California


Crescenta Valley Water District v. Exxon Mobil Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-2630 


MDL No. 1535 -- IN RE: WELDING FUME PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Charles A. Williams to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Northern District of Ohio:


Western District of Pennsylvania  


Charles A. Williams v. Consolidated Rail Corp., C.A. No. 3:07-120
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MDL No. 1596 -- IN RE: ZYPREXA PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff The State of Utah to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the Eastern District of New York:


District of Utah


State of Utah v. Eli Lilly & Co., C.A. No. 2:07-380 


MDL No. 1596 -- IN RE: ZYPREXA PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION
MDL No. 1769 -- IN RE: SEROQUEL PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Pennsylvania Employees Benefit Trust Fund to transfer of the
following action to the United States District Court for the Eastern District of New York in MDL
No. 1596 and to the United States District Court for the Middle District of Florida in MDL No.
1769:  


Eastern District of Pennsylvania


Pennsylvania Employees Benefit Trust Fund v. Eli Lilly & Co., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-2057  


MDL No. 1604 -- IN RE: OCWEN FEDERAL BANK FSB MORTGAGE SERVICING           
                              LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiff Charles Edward Holmes to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois:


Eastern District of Texas


Charles Edward Holmes v. Ocwen Loan Servicing, LLC, et al., C.A. No. 1:07-279
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MDL No. 1657 -- IN RE: VIOXX MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES AND PRODUCTS      
                             LIABILITY LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs George Williams, et al., and defendants Tru-Valu Drugs, Inc.;  
James E. Lindstrom, M.D.; and Yakima Valley Farm Workers Clinic to transfer of their respective
following actions to the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Louisiana:


Southern District of Florida


George David Murphy v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 9:07-80509 


District of South Carolina


George Williams, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-1486 


Eastern District of Washington


Gypsy D. Gonzalez, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-3034 


MDL No. 1699 -- IN RE: BEXTRA AND CELEBREX MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES  
                             AND PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs Michael A. Allen, etc.; David White, et al.; John Wiese, et al.;
Frances Carter; and Roel Gonzalez, et al., to transfer of their respective following actions to the
United States District Court for the Northern District of California:


Northern District of Alabama


Michael A. Allen, etc. v. Pfizer Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:07-1100 


Southern District of Illinois 


David White, et al. v. Pfizer Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-428  
John Wiese, et al. v. Pfizer Inc., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-429  


Northern District of Texas


Frances Carter v. Pfizer Inc., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-335
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MDL No. 1699 (Continued)


Southern District of Texas


Roel Gonzalez, et al. v. Pfizer Inc., et al., C.A. No. 7:07-136 


MDL No. 1700 -- IN RE: FEDEX GROUND PACKAGE SYSTEM, INC., EMPLOYMENT    
                             PRACTICES LITIGATION (NO. II)


Opposition of plaintiff Starr Denise Blanchard to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Northern District of Indiana:


District of Colorado


Starr Denise Blanchard v. FedEx Ground Package System, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-902 


MDL No. 1708 -- IN RE GUIDANT CORP. IMPLANTABLE DEFIBRILLATORS                  
                              PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs Richard Burns, David Cashes, Philip Daddona, and Paul Lavway
to transfer of their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the District
of Minnesota:


District of Massachusetts 


Richard Burns v. Boston Scientific Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-10795   
David Cashes v. Boston Scientific Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-10796  
Philip Daddona v. Boston Scientific Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-10798  
Paul Lavway v. Boston Scientific Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-10800
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MDL No. 1715 -- IN RE: AMERIQUEST MORTGAGE CO. MORTGAGE LENDING           
                              PRACTICES LITIGATION


Opposition of defendant Residential Essentials, LLC d/b/a ATM Corp. of America to
transfer of the following action to the United States District Court for the Northern District of
Illinois:


Southern District of Alabama


Arthur Brian Boudin v. ATM Holdings, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-18 


MDL No. 1718 -- IN RE: FORD MOTOR CO. SPEED CONTROL DEACTIVATION             
                             SWITCH PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs The Hartford Fire Insurance Company, etc., and Nationwide
Mutual Fire Insurance Co., etc., to transfer of their respective following actions to the United
States District Court for the Eastern District of Michigan:


Middle District of Florida


The Hartford Fire Insurance Co., etc. v. Ford Motor Co., Inc., C.A. No. 6:07-1015 
   


District of Maryland


Nationwide Mutual Fire Insurance Co., etc. v. Ford Motor Co., C.A. No. 1:07-1358       


MDL No. 1721 -- IN RE: CESSNA 208 SERIES AIRCRAFT PRODUCTS LIABILITY            
                             LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiff Carlos Melo-Ferrer and defendants Cessna Aircraft Company and
Cessna Finance Corp. to transfer of the following action to the United States District Court for the
District of Kansas:


District of Maryland


Carlos Melo-Ferrer v. Cessna Aircraft Co., et al., C.A. No. 8:07-448 
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MDL No. 1763 -- IN RE: HUMAN TISSUE PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs Donald E. Benton, et al., and defendants Laboratory Corp. of
America and James H. Meyers, M.D., to transfer of the following action to the United States
District Court for the District of New Jersey:


Western District of Kentucky


Donald E. Benton, et al. v. Biomedical Tissue Services, Ltd., et al., C.A. No. 3:07-314       


MDL No. 1789 -- IN RE: FOSAMAX PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiffs Jeri Demsky, et al.; Illene Bujdoso, et al.; Francis Finch, et al.;
Bennie Horton, et al.; Frank Martin, et al.; Cecilia Smith, et al.; and Nancy Anderson to transfer of
their respective following actions to the United States District Court for the Southern District of
New York:


Central District of California


Jeri Demsky, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-2839 
Illene Bujdoso, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-3490  
Francis Finch, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-3492  
Bennie Horton, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-3493  
Frank Martin, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-3495  
Cecilia Smith, et al. v. Merck & Co., Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-3497  


Middle District of Florida


Nancy Anderson v. Brite Dental Corp., et al., C.A. No. 8:07-965 


MDL No. 1811 -- IN RE: GENETICALLY MODIFIED RICE LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs William E. Willman, et al., to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Eastern District of Missouri:


Eastern District of Arkansas


William E. Willman, et al. v. Riceland Foods, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-488
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MDL No. 1816 -- IN RE: KATZ INTERACTIVE CALL PROCESSING PATENT                    
                             LITIGATION


Oppositions of defendants Comcast Corp.; Comcast Cable Communications, LLC;
Comcast of New Castle County, LLC; Comcast of Delmarva, Inc.; Comcast of Eastern Shore,
LLC; Comcast of California II, LLC; Comcast of California/Colorado, LLC; Comcast of
Arkansas/Florida/Louisiana/Minnesota/Mississippi/Tennessee, Inc.; Comcast of
Colorado/Pennsylvania/West Virginia, LLC; Comcast of Florida/Illinois/Michigan, Inc.; Comcast
of Garden State, L.P.; Comcast of Houston, LLC; Public Service Enterprise Group, Inc.; Public
Service Electric & Gas Company; and PSEG Services Corp. to transfer of their respective
following actions to the United States District Court for the Central District of California:


District of Delaware


Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, L.P. v. Comcast Corp., et al., C.A. No. 1:07-361     
 


District of New Jersey


Ronald A. Katz Technology Licensing, L.P. v. Public Service Enterprise Group, Inc., 
    et al., C.A. No. 2:07-2658 


MDL No. 1828 -- IN RE: IMAGITAS, INC., DRIVERS' PRIVACY PROTECTION ACT       
                             LITIGATION


Oppositions of defendants Patricia McCormack, Linda Long, Robert Cheney, Vicki Albu,
State of Minnesota, Patricia Vincent, Lowell Pearson, James Miluski, Karen Boeger, Kenneth L.
Morckel, Scott Johnson, and Carol Nolan Drake to transfer of their respective following actions
to the United States District Court for the Middle District of Florida:


District of Minnesota


David R. Kracum v. Patricia McCormack, et al., C.A. No. 0:07-1462 


Western District of Missouri


Michele Poynter, et al. v. Patricia Vincent, et al., C.A. No. 2:07-4047 


Northern District of Ohio


Jeanine Bogard v. Kenneth L. Morckel, et al., C.A. No. 5:07-671
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MDL No. 1832 -- IN RE: PILGRIM'S PRIDE FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT                    
                             LITIGATION


Opposition of defendant Pilgrim’s Pride Corp. to transfer of the following actions to the
United States District Court for the Western District of Arkansas:


Eastern District of Pennsylvania 


Juan Garcia, et al. v. Pilgrim's Pride Corp., C.A. No. 2:06-710  
Esperanza Moya, et al. v. Pilgrim's Pride Corp., et al., C.A. No. 2:06-1249  
Juan Garcia, et al. v. Pilgrim's Pride Corp., C.A. No. 2:06-3201 


MDL No. 1840 -- IN RE: MOTOR FUEL TEMPERATURE SALES PRACTICES                  
                             LITIGATION


Opposition of defendants E-Z Mart Stores, Inc.; Frost Petroleum Equipment, LLC;
Magness Oil Company; Petromark, Inc.; Rivercity Energy Company, Inc.; Thomas Petroleum,
Inc.; B-B Oil Company, Inc.; Coulson Oil Company; Diamond State Oil LLC; Freeman Oil
Company; L&L Oil Company, Inc.; Ligon Oil Company, Inc.; La Sher Oil Company; Port Cities
Oil, LLC; Fort Smith Petroleum Equipment, Inc.; Hess Oil Company; Gardner Oil Company,
Inc.; Flash Market, Inc.; and J&P Flash, Inc., to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the District of Kansas:


Eastern District of Arkansas


Charles D. Jones, et al. v. E-Z Mart Stores, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 4:07-246 


MDL No. 1842 -- IN RE: KUGEL MESH HERNIA PATCH PRODUCTS LIABILITY           
                             LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Judy A. Nichol, et al., to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the District of Rhode Island:


District of Nevada


Judy A. Nichol, et al. v. Davol, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-731
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MDL No. 1845 -- IN RE: CONAGRA PEANUT BUTTER PRODUCTS LIABILITY               
                             LITIGATION


Opposition of plaintiffs Harold Stringer, et al., to transfer of the following action to the
United States District Court for the Northern District of Georgia:


Eastern District of Michigan


Harold Stringer, et al. v. ConAgra Foods, Inc., C.A. No. 5:07-12028 


MDL No. 1850 -- IN RE: PET FOOD PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION


Oppositions of plaintiff Margaret Picus and presently defendants Sunshine Mills, Inc.; 
Wal-Mart Stores, Inc.; and Menu Foods, Inc., to transfer of the following action to the United
States District Court for the District of New Jersey:


District of Nevada


Margaret Picus v. Wal-Mart Stores, Inc., et al., C.A. No. 2:07-686







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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