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3
NEW ORLEANS, LOUI SI ANA, FRI DAY, DECEMBER 3, 2010
10: 00 A V.
(COURT CALLED TO ORDER)
THE COURT: W are here for our status conference,
general status conference in the nulti-district litigation ML
No. 1873 in re: FEMA Trailer Fornal dehyde Product Liability
[itigation.
| nmet earlier this nmorning wwth the conmttees and the
I'iai son counsel for the parties. They have prepared a joint
report No. 20, or a draft of joint report No. 20, which we wll
try to cover today. We'Ill discuss the issues that are in there.
At the end, we will open the floor for any further
di scussi on about anything that we have al ready spoken about by
way of presentation and al so any other issues that are not
covered today. |f anyone present has any other issues to discuss

or questions of a general nature, we can certainly take those as
well. And then we will pick a date for our next status
conf erence.

Having said that, if at any point intime w're on a
topic that you have a question about for either the Court or for
counsel, you can go ahead and rai se your hand. And, if you do
speak here today, make certain you identify yourself for the
court reporter.

But we'll go ahead and proceed. M. Wuods or M.

Meuni er, do you want to go ahead and begi n?
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MR. WOODS: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: |If you want to take the podiumso we can al
hear .

MR. WOODS: Justin Wods for the PSE. (Good norning,
Your Honor.

THE COURT: Good norni ng.

MR, WOODS: As you said, we have joint report No. 20.
The first section in report No. 20 is the report of clains and
case inventory.

And the PLC and MDLC are reporting that there is an
estimated 5,000 actions that have been filed or transferred into
the MDL as of today. However, there are a nunber of anendi ng
conplaints that were filed pursuant to pretrial orders No. 40, 53
and 68 by the Court-inposed deadline of October 15th. A nunber
of those actions are not reflected on the appendi x that will be
attached to the joint report because they are still being
processed by the clerk at this tine.

Section 2, plaintiff fact sheets. Again, 1'd like to
remnd all plaintiff counsel that the PSE no | onger operates its
central clainms office, but that counsel are still required and
obligated to conply with the provisions of pretrial orders No. 2,
which is filed at record docunent No. 87, and 32, which is found
at record docunent No. 11A, which sets forth the deadlines for
conpleting and serving verified plaintiff fact sheets.

To date, the plaintiffs have produced 21,002 plaintiff
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fact sheets to defendants.

|'"d also like to remind all plaintiff counsel present
that it is necessary to provide plaintiff |iaison counsel, either
myself or Gerry Meunier, with a copy of each PFS so that we are
able to maintain a current and correct count of PFSs that are
bei ng provided to defendants.

In section No. 3 is the notion practice section. These
are the notions that are currently pending.

In this section, there are three notions or three
docunents that need to be omtted. The first is record docunent
No. 13421 which was the contractor defendant's joint notion to
dismss plaintiff's third and fourth suppl enental and anended t he
master conplaint. The Court issued its order and reasons
yesterday, and that is found at record docket No. 18426. So we
will omt that entry when we submt the final joint report.

On page 3, we will also omt record docunent No. 14197
The Court has also ruled on that particular notion as well.

On page 4, we will omt record docunent No. 18393, which
was the PSE' s ex parte or consent notion to substitute an order
to record docunent No. 16174. That notion was granted.

A notion that is also critical, and all parties should
pay particular attention to, is found at record docunent No.
18283, and that is the manufacturing defendant's notion in |imne
to exclude the expert testinony of Paul Hewitt. There's PSE

opposition due to that notion that's currently set for January 7,
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2011 and a reply that is due on January 17, 2011. But | believe
that there has been sone di scussi ons about extendi ng those dates.

THE COURT: And that is also the notion that we refer to
as the statistical nodel notion.

MR. WOODS: Yes, Your Honor.

MR. VEEI NSTOCK:  Yes, Your Honor. The format we used for
this process was the docket that you issued a report. The
def endants have prepared a Daubert challenge to that report, and
the report is based on a statistical nodel. Because of the
hol i days, it doesn't look Iike Dr. Mare, the defendant's
countervailing expert, will be deposed until the first or second
week of January. So we anticipate those deadlines being pushed
back sonewhat .

The only question | have, and | should have raised in the
comm ttee neeting, does the Court anticipate an in-court hearing
W th those experts?

THE COURT: M feeling on it right nowis | want to
reserve a hearing date for an actual hearing, an evidentiary
hearing. Not having received all of the briefing onit, it's
hard for ne to say that that's not going to be necessary.
Qoviously, I will ask for input fromcounsel whether they believe
it is necessary. But | think | have to operate on the assunption
that the hearing date will actually be an evidentiary hearing
date in order to calendar it on the Court's calender. ']l

review the materials when they' re conplete and confer with you
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all; and, if you believe that it's sonething that is evident, or

| ack thereof, depends on your particular positions, then the
Court can deci de based upon the witten subm ssions along with
the relevant transcripts, then we'll dispense wth the
evidentiary hearing and either have oral argunent or not. |If
it's sonmething that the parties believe can be submtted, that

t he subm ssions are conplete, then | can go ahead and handle it
that way as well. So there are three options: No oral argunent,
no evidentiary hearing, the matter's submtted; secondly, to have
oral argunent but no need for a further evidentiary hearing; and,
third, having both oral argunent and an evidentiary hearing. |'m
assumng that it is the last of those three as we sit here today,
but that's based only on the idea that | don't have all the
information in front of me, not any proclivity or desire to have
oral argunent and an evidentiary hearing for any other reason

MR. VI NSTOCK: In that case, if we can confer after
this and nmaybe create a new schedul e, and then find out what a
good hearing date woul d be on your cal ender.

THE COURT: Right.

MR. VEI NSTOCK: | think that nmakes the nost sense.

THE COURT: That's fine. Although we did discuss wth
the commttees that that hearing is material to one of the
summary jury trials that also is on the near horizon. So that
date will have to be -- those dates will have to be reset for

consi deration for that as well, depending on what we do wth the
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summary jury trial date.

MR. WOODS: Moving on section 4 entitled Manufactured
Housi ng Nonlitigation Track. The parties have been working
diligently to present to the Court a joint notion to certify a
settlenent class. That deadline has been extended by record
docunent No. 17926 until January 11, 2011. As | said, both sides
have been working diligently to nake sure that we neet that
deadline. And, also, that the notion to certify the class
settlenment is scheduled for hearing on January 26, 2011 w t hout
oral argunent.

Section 5, Matching Plaintiff to Defendant Manufacturer
and FEMA Contractor. Again, throughout this litigation, it's
been an overwhelmng task of all plaintiff |awers, counsel, to
match their individual clients to the proper manufacturer
def endant and contractor. PTO 68 was entitled The Last Chance
Mat chi ng Process Order. That order -- that deadline has cone and
gone. The Court intends, with the guidance of |iaison counsel,
to begin dismssal orders for failure to conply with the
provisions of the Pretrial Order 68. That deadline has gone.

That process coul d begin on Novenber 15, 2010.

However, Your Honor, if you'd turn to section -- the
M scel | aneous section, section 11 of the joint report on page 11
def endants have inforned that they will prepare an omi bus notion
to dismss all holding actions. |It's critically inportant for

all plaintiff |lawers to pay attention to that omi bus notion
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when it is circulated by either Gerry Meunier or nyself as

[iai son counsel because that will be the notion w thin which
their respective client's clains may be dismssed. And | know
that Andy has further information.

MR. VEI NSTOCK:  Your Honor, as we discussed in chanbers
today, we have taken the list of 5,000 clains, determ ned which
of those clains we believe are holding actions, actions filed
agai nst multiple defendants, not matching plaintiffs with a
speci fic manufacturer. By Decenber 15th, we will file an omni bus
notion to dismss the holding actions, which we believe will put
in play the plaintiff's obligation to try to preserve anybody
that has not been transferred pursuant to PTO 68 into a viable
action, a matched acti on.

THE COURT: Yeah. By Decenber 15th, as M. Weinstock
just said, the defendants are going to file a notion to dismss
t he unmatched actions. This is very inportant fromthe
plaintiff's point of view In fact, it may be the single nost
inportant thing that we cover today. But you really need to go
back and review PTO 68 and what you have done in response to PTO
68.

The defendants are going to file a notion to dismss the
unmat ched plaintiff actions, which the Court allowed to be filed.
And anyone, any plaintiff, who has not been matched, is very nuch
at risk of losing his or her place as a plaintiff in this case.

Wien | say losing their place, | nmean having their claim
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di sm ssed with prejudice.

So you shoul d have already, on the plaintiff's side, you
shoul d have already noved plaintiffs who have been natched to a
manuf acturer into another docket nunber action that represents
t hat mat chi ng.

And you should al so have transmtted, not on the record,
but you should have also transmtted either through Iiaison
counsel or other neans to the defense counsel the information
regardi ng the ol d docket nunber and the new docket nunber.

W're trying to avoid -- we're trying to mnimze the
confusion of which plaintiff matches which nmanufacturer and in
what docket nunber that match has occurred.

If a plaintiff has not been matched to any manufacturer
but is still, for the first and only tinme, a plaintiff in an
unmat ched conplaint, they are a great risk of having their claim
agai nst what ever manufacturer was involved, which is still
unknown, dism ssed with prejudice. So it's critically inportant
t hat you understand that process.

If you don't understand it or if you have questions
about it today, ask today. You can either ask here in open
court, or if you want to talk to Gerry or Justin or sonmeone el se
who is on the commttee, please nmake sure you're cl ear about
that. Because the ultimate goal of this exercise is to try to
finally determ ne, as best we can -- | realize it's a |lot of

people and a | ot of |lawers -- but, as best we can, who all is on
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1 the plaintiff's side; and then, nore specifically, which

2 plaintiffs that have filed relate to which manufacturing

3 | defendants.

4 And we've been at this, as counsel said, we've been at
5 this for quite sone tine. |It's been an enornous task, and a | ot
6 of people have put a lot of effort into trying to do this. But
7 we are nowto the bitter end, as they say, in terns of that

8 effort, and it's going to be tinme to nmake sone hard and f ast

9 decisions for plaintiffs who have not been natched to a
10 manuf acturi ng defendant. W're at that juncture in the road.
11 So make sure you fully understand what needs to be done

12 if you are representing plaintiffs and you have nade a match

13 O, if you're representing plaintiffs that you have not yet

14 mat ched, you really need to focus on that very, very soon. Quite

15 frankly, as M. Wods said, the date has conme and gone. So

16 you're kind of in a pickle if you have not nmade a match yet.

17 W'll see where we go with the notions to dismss that are filed
18 on the 15th or before. kay.

19 MR. WOODS: And, again, Your Honor, for all plaintiff
20 counsel present, as soon as we receive those notions, we wll

21 make sure that they are circul ated properly.

22 THE COURT: Yes. Please distribute themfar and w de

23 anongst the bar on the plaintiff's side.
24 MR. WOODS:  Yes.

25 Section 6 is entitled Bellwether and Sumrmary Jury
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Trials. Currently, there are five either bellwether or summary
jury trial matters scheduled to begin for 2011. The first is a
summary jury trial against Dutchman Manufacturing, and that is
schedul ed to begin on February 22, 2011. It's a unique type of
summary jury trial as the parties are trying to tie to the clains
of a conposite plaintiff. There are certain differences in
matters that need to be discussed and worked out so that we're
able to neet that date, but the parties are al so working
diligently to do that.

THE COURT: |' m hoping by next week we can have
agreenent as to what the conposite plaintiff would be. And keep
in mnd that these are nonbinding sunmary jury trials that wll
likely be tried by one of the magi strates. But, by next week, we
shoul d have an idea or | should say an agreenent as to what the
conposite plaintiff would | ook |iKke.

This trial will involve the statistical nodel, pending
the notion practice, but the Hewtt statistical nodel, is ny
understanding. Sinply because it's a conposite plaintiff, it
Wi Il necessarily involve a statistical nodel relative to the
manuf act urer.

MR. WOODS: And, just to clarify, Your Honor, the
parties have agreed as to what the conposite plaintiff |ooks
like. W've agreed on what that plaintiff looks like. It's a
famly of three individuals.

The di sagreenent cones as to the procedure and the
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1 process of how the summary jury trial will proceed.
2 THE COURT: kay. | appreciate the clarification.
3 MR. WOODS: The second trial that is scheduled is
4 agai nst Sun Valley, and that is scheduled for March 28, 2011
5| And that is scheduled to be a full-blow bellwether trial,
6 possi bly taking as nuch as two weeks to try.
7 The footnote to the Sun Valley trial is that there is a
8 state court action pending in Indiana. |n Elkhart County,
9 | ndi ana, the declaratory judgnent action on insurance coverage,

10 that is pending in that state court.

11 And there's al so pending here in the MDL at record

12 docket No. 17661 plaintiff's notion to enjoin conflicting state

13 court proceedings in Elkhart County, Indiana that interferes with

14 this Court's continuing jurisdiction of this litigation. So
15 want to point that out as a footnote to that particular trial
16 that is currently schedul ed for March 28, 2011

17 The third bellwether trial that is scheduled is the

18 clainms of Melvin Maky vs. KZRV and Fl our Enterprises, and that is

19 also a full-blown bellwether trial that can possibly take up to

20 two weeks, and it's currently set for May 16, 2011

21 The fourth trial -- and I'Il skip the order in which it

22 appears in the report -- the fourth trial is a trial against

23 Coachman Recreational Vehicle Conpany, and that is currently set

24 for June 20, 2011.

25 On Novenber 29, the Court selected Anthony D xon as the
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bel l wether plaintiff. And this also is currently scheduled to be
a full length trial as opposed to a summary jury trial.

The fifth trial that is currently scheduled is a trial
agai nst Jayco, Incorporated, and that one is scheduled to begin
on August 1, 2011. The parties are currently working to chose a
suitable trial plaintiff, and possibly under the rul es of
procedures for a sunmary jury trial.

THE COURT: So that's five bellwethers, and they wll
appear in this report -- well, the pages should not change too
much based on our anmendnents already -- but they'|ll appear in
this report on pages 5 and 6 when the report is filed. But those
are the five bellwethers that are set, and we will hopefully
mai ntai n those dates as best we can, pending a few critical
factors such as the Hewitt notion, which we've already discussed,
and the coverage issue relative to Sun Valley.

MR. WOODS: Section 7 is entitled Cains Against the
United States. The only renmaining clainms against the United
States are those clains of Louisiana plaintiffs FTA clains for
gross negligence and wllful and wanton m sconduct.

On May 18, the Court issued an order and reasons which
di sm ssed all sinple negligence clains brought by Louisiana
plaintiffs against the United States. And, since entering that
order, the Court denied PSE s notion seeking an entry of a 54(b)
judgnment in favor of the United States and granted PSE s notion

for certification of interlocutory appeal
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As a footnote, yesterday, the Fifth Crcuit denied the
PSE' s notion to appeal.

THE COURT: kay. But you do have the other M ssi ssi ppi
and Al abama i ssues?

MR. WOODS: Correct. Those matters are still pending in
the Fifth CGrcuit. Because all of the clains against the federal
governnent were dismssed as it relates to M ssissippi and
Al abama plaintiffs.

THE COURT: And, although the statutes are different,
which | think I recognized on the witten opinion, perhaps the
Fifth Crcuit's ruling -- perhaps it mght be illum nating
i nsofar as the issue that you woul d have ot herwi se presented on
t he Loui siana i ssue. Because the statutes are simlar, although
the verbiage isn't the sane, we did nake a distinction, but I'm
hoping that in their treatnment of those two issues there m ght be
sonme insight in as far as the argunent relative to the Louisiana
statute.

MR. MEUNIER: My it please the Court, Gerry Meunier,
Iiaison counsel. That's correct, there is sone overlapping in
the | egal anal ysis.

| just want to clarify one thing, that we have on behal f
of plaintiffs asked the Fifth Crcuit to certify to the
respective state suprene courts of M ssissippi and Al abanma those
two appeals. So it may not be that we will get guidance fromthe

Fifth Crcuit; it my be, if we're successful in that, we'll get
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sonme gui dance fromthe state suprene courts fromthose two
states.

THE COURT: That's a good idea. | appreciate you
poi nting that out.

It's a very interesting issue. For those of you who
have not | ooked at it and didn't participate in the briefing of
it, it's a very interesting issue, and |I'I|l certainly be curious

myself to see howit's treated at the circuit |evel.

MR, WOODS: And also, just as a footnote, as it rel ates
to the remaining clains for Louisiana plaintiffs, | believe that
the federal governnent issued denial letters to a nunber of
Loui siana plaintiffs in May, on or about May 25th of this year.
And that there was a six nonth period wi thin which an individual
woul d have had to -- was required to file a conplaint against the
federal government after dismssal of -- I"'msorry -- after
denial of their FTCA clains and after conpleting the Form 95.

THE COURT: Cxay.

MR, WOODS: And | just want all plaintiff |awers to be
aware that that date for a nunber of Louisiana plaintiffs was My
25th. And that, if that was the date, that the deadline for
filing a conplaint against the federal governnent woul d have been
on or about Novenber 25th.

THE COURT: Cxay.

MR. M LLER: Your Honor, if | can speak, just expand

upon what M. Wods just said. The United States on May 25th




Case 2:07-md-01873-KDE-ALC Document 18686 Filed 12/15/10 Page 17 of 25

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

17

i ssued over 100,000 denial letters to all of M ssissippi
Al abama, Texas and Louisiana plaintiffs. Those letters were al
i ssued out by certified mail on May 25th.

The deadline for filing suit against the United States
for any persons who had filed clains was Novenber 26th under the
61 statute of limtations. Cbviously, plaintiffs nmay take issue
with that, but that's generally the reading of the |aw

THE COURT: Ckay. All right. Thank you, M. Mller.

MR. WOODS: Moving on, Your Honor, going to section 8,
and this would be just another rem nder for plaintiff counsel
that any defendants in all the bellwether cases request the Court
sever the initial plaintiffs' interest that claimwhere
necessary, and | think that that's what's been done across the
board for each bellwether trial.

THE COURT: Right.

MR. WOODS: Section 9 is Master Discovery. W are --
the PSE is continuing to request that certain defendants respond
to discovery. W are issuing discovery requests, and there was a
set of master discovery that was sent out on May 1, 2010, and
there are still sone parties that may not have responded to that
di scovery, manufacturing.

Section 10, settlenent clains agai nst Fl eetwod
Enterprise, Inc. The update for that particular section is that
the PSE, the parties did file their notion to dism ss pursuant to

the Fl eetwood settlenment agreenent. And that can be found at
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record docunent 16174. Dan Bal hoff has been approved by the
Court as special master to oversee the allocation process for the
Fl eetwood settlenent, and | believe that special master has -- he
has already put out a call to all plaintiff counsel to identify
certain information so that their clients could participate in
the Fl eetwood settlenment. And | believe that is noving al ong
quite expeditiously.

THE COURT: Cxay.

MR, WOODS: Under section 11, M scell aneous, again, John
Perry has been appointed as a nediator for purposes of exploring
potential proposed settlenents as to any and al
def endant s/ manuf acturers in the MDL.

And al so under section 11A is that Pal m Harbor has
recently filed Chapter 11 bankruptcy. Palm Harbor is a defendant
in the inspector litigation track section of this litigation. W
have just beconme aware of that, and we're in negotiations and
trying to figure out how that wll affect any sort of -- the
non-lit settlenent that has been obtained to this point.

MR. VEI NSTOCK:  Your Honor, if | could just chinme in on
section 11, subpart A John Perry is special master. |If there
is a defendant or group of defendants that's interested in having
settl ement discussions with the plaintiff, they certainly don't
need to conme through defense liaison. They can go directly to
John Perry and get to touch with the PSE.

THE COURT: In fact, since M. Weinstock and M. d ass
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represent Qulf Streamin this case, there may be a need to deal
directly with M. Perry. |If you represent a manufacturer, there
may be a need to deal directly with M. Perry for confidentiality
pur poses, and you're certainly free do that. In fact, |
encourage you to do it. Especially if you're in a circunstance
where resources are dictating that conversation to be held sooner
rather than later, you can deal directly with M. Perry who'l
deal with M. Meunier and M. Wods to see if there's a possible
resolution. But please work towards that end. And, as M.
Wei nst ock points out, you need not under those circunstance,
al though we al ways advise you to try to work through the
commttee framework and |iai son counsel, that woul d be one
significant exception where | woul d encourage you to work
directly with M. Perry and plaintiff's counsel, as opposed to
t hrough |iai son counsel .

Anything el se on the report that you all need to cover
for the group before we open the floor?

MR. WOODS: There's nothing el se on the report that the
PSE needs to cover. However, there's just one matter that we'd
like to -- Gerry and | would like to have a personal privil ege,
and that is to acknowl edge one of the nenbers of the PSE or
former nmenber of the PSE, Linda Nelson, who for personal reasons
wi t hdrew her application to be a nmenber of the PSE. W wanted to
just let the Court know and everybody el se here know how nuch

we're going to mss Linda and her participation in this
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litigation and how i nval uabl e her experience, her expertise, her
staff, how val uabl e her participation was to this litigation.
And we just want to nake sure that everyone in this courtroomis
aware that she played a critical role, and she will be sorely

m ssed by the PLS.

MR. VEEI NSTOCK:  The Manuf acturing defendants woul d joi nt
inthat, and I'd share those sane comments with Linda. She was
absolutely a pleasure to work with, did a trenmendous anount of
work facilitating noving things along. And, on a personal and
prof essional level, | can't say enough great things about her
and she will be mssed in this litigation

THE COURT: Well, at our |ast status conference here, |
had reopened the process of the commttee appointnents and asked
for those who wanted to continue to be on the commttees to
resubmt applications and for any of you who would |like to be on
the commttee, either commttee, that has not served previously,
to go ahead and submt an application. And we conpleted that
process and issued an order earlier this week nmaking the
appoi nt nents, or reappointnents, as the case may be. And | also
am di sappoi nted, but | understand why Ms. Nel son woul d not be
able to continue to serve even, though she -- it was certainly
her desire to continue to do so.

Il will tell you that what the Court is |ooking for in
serving on the conmttees is counsel who will take personal

responsibility in ternms of attending events in the MDL heari ngs,
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status conferences, who are willing to contribute work as needed
during the course of the MDL, to contribute to the efforts on the
side that they happen to be participating on and to be very
know edgeabl e about what is happening in the MDL. And, in every
respect, Ms. Nelson net what | personally was |ooking for in
terns of conmttee nenbership. | know for a fact that she was
here for -- | can't think of a single tine that she was not here
for a conference. She was here | believe for alnost every day of
the bellwether trials that I held. So |I can certainly
under st and, even though |I'm obviously not in a position of
working with her as you all are, | can certainly understand how
her presence and her very diligent hard work will be m ssed. And
|"ve told her that, in the event that her circunstances dictate,
that she can rejoin the effort. | certainly would wel cone her
participation in the future to the extent that she m ght be able
to assist. So we'll mss her.

| did add sone people to the commttees who quite
honestly were al nost de facto nmenbers, and that was Joe G ass who
has been working with Andy Weinstock as co-1iaison counsel,
al though I had appoi nted Justin as co-liaison counsel to work
wth Gerry. Joe (3 ass was appearing as an assistant to Andy, and
so | went ahead and put himon the comnmttee. Al though not
technically designated co-liaison commttee in the record, he is
now a conm ttee menber.

Karen Whitfield also with M. Kurtz, she is now on the
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commttee for the contractors.

And | think M. HIlliard on the plaintiff's side | added
to the conmttee, had not served on the commttee before, was
involved in the first bellwether trial and several other -- he's
been participating quite a bit, and he filed for conmttee
menber shi p.

There m ght have been one or two others. | think that's
it, but there m ght have been one or two others.

But, largely, the coonmttees are unchanged. But | think
it's healthy to go through and periodically ask for
re-applications to the commttees, because things change with you
all, things change with ne.

My priority in appointing the conmttees is always the
sanme that | just outlined wwth regard to Ms. Nelson. |'m ] ooking
for people who are going to be personally involved in the MDL and
responsive to the Court and responsive to opposing counsel and
who are willing to contribute the substantial effort to making
t he MDL wor k.

So we'll, depending on how |long we're doing this, there
wll be atine where we will again reopen the application
process. It won't be on a regular basis, but sort of on an
as-needed basis. So if any of you would like to serve on the
committee in the future, there will be a tinme where the process
is reopened, and we'll certainly welcone any other participation.

But we wll get to that when we get to it.
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1 Al right. Are there any questions from anybody about
2 anyt hi ng we have covered in the report? That is, anything that
3 M. Wods, M. Winstock, M. MIller or M. Meunier has stated
4 here al ready? Anybody have any questions about any of those

5 t opi cs?

6 Anybody have any questions about PTO No. 68 and the

7 soon-to-be-filed notions to di sm ss?

8 And, lastly, are there any questions at all, the floor
9 i's now open for discussion, for anything that's not been covered
10 this norning? |If anybody has anything they need to say or ask,
11 they can certainly approach the podium and we'll try to answer
12 t hem

13 Ckay. The last piece of business, as always, is the

14 sel ection of the next date. And, despite the fact that we wll
15 have the holidays in between this neeting and the next one, there
16 will be sone significant action | think along the lines of itens
17 | we've tal ked about here, the notions to dismss, the state court
18 dec actions, we've got sone decisions to nake wwth regard to the
19 expert issue, the statistical nodel Hewitt notion, and we wll
20 certainly update any changes in the bellwether status. So the
21 next neeting is, even though we will not have a bel |l wether
22 bet ween now and then, there will be sone noteworthy events |
23 woul d t hi nk happeni ng i n between.
24 How woul d Friday -- seens to be the best day -- Friday,

25 February 4th, or Friday, February -- is it the 28th?
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1 February 4th or January 28th? |Is there a preference

2 bet ween t hose two? January 28th or February 4th? | suggested

3| the 4th

4 MR. KURTZ: Your Honor, | have a conflict on the 28th.
5 |'"'min Judge Zaney's court in a trial that day.

6 MR. MLLER: Both Donnie and nyself have a conflict on
7 the 28th, but the 4th would be fine.

8 THE COURT: Sounds |ike the 4th would be best, unless

9 anybody wants to protest that now.

10 Wiy don't we set it the sane schedule, 8:30 for the

11 commttees and |iaison counsel, 10 o'clock here for the general
12 status conference on Friday, February 4th.

13 W'll reiterate what | said earlier this norning about
14 the commttee neeting, that the attendance at the commttee

15 meetings will be for commttee nenbers only. W will have a

16 sign-in list, and we will neet at 10 o'clock here. And |I'm sure
17 we will have, along the lines of the issues | just discussed and
18 other issues that I"msure will pop up between now and then, we
19 will have a lot to report for you on the 4th, even though the
20 bel | wether isn't until later that nonth, the currently schedul ed

21 bel | wet her.

22 Thank you all very nmuch for being here and being on
23 tinme.
24 (10:45 a. m, Proceedi ngs Concl uded.)

25
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