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DECLARATION OF LANDIS C. BEST IN SUPPORT OF 
DEFENDANTS’ CROSS-MOTION PURSUANT TO 

FED. R. CIV. P. 37(C) TO EXCLUDE DECLARATIONS OF 
PLAINTIFFS’ PREVIOUSLY CONCEALED WITNESSES 

I, LANDIS C. BEST, declare as follows: 

1.   I am a member of the bar of the State of New York and a member of the firm of Cahill 

Gordon & Reindel LLP, co-counsel for defendants Household International, Inc., Household Fi-

nance Corporation, William F. Aldinger, David A. Schoenholz, Gary Gilmer, and J.A. Vozar (the 

“Household Defendants”) in this action.  I am admitted pro hac vice in this Court for this action.  I 

submit this declaration to place before the Court certain documents and information in support of 

Defendants’ Cross-Motion Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 37(c) to Exclude Declarations of Plaintiffs’ 

Previously Concealed Witnesses.  I make this declaration based on my personal knowledge as well 

as my review of relevant documents. 

2. Attached hereto as Exhibit 1 is a true and correct copy of Plaintiffs’ Initial Disclosures 

Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(a)(1), dated June 25, 2004. 
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3. Attached hereto as Exhibit 2 is a true and correct copy of Plaintiffs’ Amended Initial 

Disclosures Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(a)(1), dated August 20, 2004.  Plaintiffs have not sup-

plemented the list of individuals contained in their Amended Initial Disclosures at any time since 

August 20, 2004. 

4. Attached hereto as Exhibit 3 is a true and correct copy of Defendants’ Fifth Set of Inter-

rogatories to Lead Plaintiffs, dated December 22, 2006. 

5. Attached hereto as Exhibit 4 is a true and correct copy of relevant excerpts of Plaintiffs’ 

Amended Responses and Objections to Defendants’ [Eighth] Set of Interrogatories, in response to 

Defendants’ Fifth Set of Interrogatories, dated January 29, 2007. 

6. Attached hereto as Exhibit 5 is a true and correct copy of relevant excerpts of Plaintiffs’ 

Fifth Amended Responses and Objections to Defendants [Eighth] Set of Interrogatories, in re-

sponse to Defendants’ Fifth Set of Interrogatories, dated February 1, 2008. 

7. Attached hereto as Exhibit 6 is a true and correct copy of Plaintiffs’ Witness List, re-

ceived by counsel for Defendants via email on October 31, 2008. 

8. Attached hereto as Exhibit 7 is a true and correct copy of Plaintiffs’ Revised Witness 

List, received by counsel for Defendants via email on November 12, 2008. 

9. Attached hereto as Exhibit 8 is a true and correct copy of the November 7, 2008 letter 

from Ira J. Dembrow to Luke O. Brooks. 

10. Attached hereto as Exhibit 9 is a true and correct copy of the November 10, 2008 letter 

from Luke O. Brooks to Ira J. Dembrow. 

11. Attached hereto as Exhibit 10 is a true and correct copy of the November 21, 2008 Let-

ter from Ira J. Dembrow to Luke O. Brooks.   

12. Attached hereto as Exhibit 11 is a true and correct copy of the November 24, 2008 let-

ter from Luke O. Brooks to Ira J. Dembrow. 
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13. On November 25, 2008, I, along with my colleagues Joshua Newville, Jason Hall and 

Lauren Perlgut, held a telephonic meet-and-confer with Plaintiffs’ counsel, including Luke O. 

Brooks, D. Cameron Baker, Spence Burkholz and Azra Mehdi, concerning Plaintiffs’ nine previ-

ously undisclosed trial witnesses and other topics.   

14. During the November 25 meet-and-confer, counsel for Plaintiffs represented that they 

did not learn of the nine witnesses and their relevant knowledge until after the close of fact discov-

ery.  Plaintiffs’ counsel  refused to answer further questions regarding the dates on which Plaintiffs 

discovered the existence of the nine witnesses or when Plaintiffs conducted their “continuing fac-

tual investigation” to discover such witnesses, citing work product protection.   

15. During the November 25 meet-and-confer, counsel for Plaintiffs demanded to know 

how Defendants were prejudiced by the late disclosure of the nine witnesses.  In response, I noted 

that it is Plaintiffs’ burden to show substantial justification for their delay and to show a lack of 

prejudice to Defendants.  Nevertheless, I set forth ways in which Defendants are prejudiced by the 

late disclosure of the nine witnesses, including that the belated disclosure of witnesses deprived 

Defendants of information during the discovery period, which is long over, and that investigating 

nine new surprise witnesses and an untold number of rebuttal witnesses would require the diver-

sion of substantial resources while Defendants are already busy preparing the pretrial order com-

ponents and preparing for trial.  Counsel for Plaintiffs responded that Defendants cannot demon-

strate prejudice and that Plaintiffs are entitled to present these witnesses at trial.  Plaintiffs’ counsel 

also stated that pretrial depositions of the nine witnesses would not be appropriate or justified un-

der the circumstances, even though Defendants never asked for depositions of these witnesses.  

16. During the November 25 meet-and-confer, I asked that Plaintiffs agree to remove the 

nine new witnesses from their witness list.  Plaintiffs’ counsel declined to do so.   

17. Attached hereto as Exhibit 12 is a true and correct copy of Plaintiffs’ Witness List, re-

ceived by counsel for Defendants via email on January 15, 2009. 

18. Attached hereto as Exhibit 13 is a true and correct copy of the January 17, 2009 email 

from Luke Brooks to me, Josh Newville, and Cameron Baker, stating that Plaintiffs “inadver-

tently” left James Bernstein off of the witness list sent on January 15, 2009. 
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19. Attached hereto as Exhibit 14 is a true and correct copy of the August 24, 2004 letter 

from L. Anthony Pellegrino to Luke Brooks and Monique Winkler. 

20. During 2005 and 2006, Defendants searched for and produced relevant, non-privileged 

emails from 291 current and former Household employees requested by Plaintiffs, including 129 

agreed-upon custodians and 162 additional custodians pursuant to Magistrate Judge Nolan’s Oct. 

31, 2005 Order.  Plaintiffs did not request emails for any of the seven declarants.   

                    /s/ Landis C. Best ________  
Landis C. Best 

 
 
 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of New York that the fore-
going is true and correct.  Executed this 19th day of January, 2009, in New York, New York. 
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standards. Moreover, defendants have persistently maintained that this is not a consumer fraud

action, both in filings made to the Court as well as in representations made by defense counsel in

Court. Accordingly, Lead Plaintiffs fail to understand how this information relating to defendants’

violations is designed to either clarify issues in the case or narrow the scope of the dispute. Further,

Lead Plaintiffs incorporate by reference their responses to all prior interrogatories served by

defendants in this litigation.

INTERROGATORY NO. 259 [46]:

Identify any person not affiliated with Household believedby Plaintiffs to have knowledge of
any alleged “predatory lending practices.”

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 259 [46]:

Lead Plaintiffs hereby incorporate all the General Objections above, as if fully set forth

herein. Lead Plaintiffs object to this interrogatory because it is vague and ambiguous with respect to

the terms “any person not affiliated with Household,” “any,” and “predatory lending practices.” This

interrogatory is completely unintelligible and makes no sense. The term “any person not affiliated

with Household” conceivably encompasses many different segments of individuals and entities.

Further, in conjunction with the use of the term “any,” defendants interrogatory could apply to every

financial institution that lends money to borrowers. Further, since defendants have refused to

provide a definition for these terms, Lead Plaintiffsresponse to this interrogatory is based upon their

understanding of the terms as outlined in their Supplemental Responses and Objections to

Household’s Fourth Set of Interrogatories, Interrogatory No. 19 [9]. Lead Plaintiffs also object on

the grounds that this interrogatory fails to identify a time period for which a response is sought.

Lead Plaintiffs further object on the grounds that this interrogatory is overly broad, unduly

burdensome, harassing and obviously designed simply to waste the Class’ time and resources.

Additionally, Lead Plaintiffs object to this interrogatory on the grounds that it cannot be fully

answered until discovery has been substantially completed. Although fact-discovery cut-off is
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scheduled for January 31, 2007, defendants are still producing responsive documents

notwithstanding their improperand evasive certification that their document production is complete.

Defendants have also failed to log documents on privilege logs despite improperly withholding

and/or redacting responsive documents in violation of Fed. R. Civ. P. 26. Further, defendants have

objected to producing documents and/or deposition testimony from a number of witnesses that

defendants have identified as having knowledge of facts relevant to this litigation. In addition, the

Individual Defendants have refused to respond to the discovery propounded on them by the Class,

directing the Class instead to wait until after their depositions to obtain information relevant to this

litigation from the Individual Defendants. Three of the Individual Defendants have yet to be

deposed. Lead Plaintiffs will provide responses based upon such facts as are currently known to

them. Lead Plaintiffs reserve the right, as necessary and appropriate, to supplement, amend, modify

or revise their response to this interrogatory consistent with their obligations under Fed. R.Civ. P.

26(e).

Notwithstanding the foregoing General and Specific Objections and without waiving them,

Lead Plaintiffs further respond to this interrogatory as follows:

Lead Plaintiffs respond to this interrogatory based upon the interpretation that defendants

seek information only related to Household’s alleged predatory lending practices, rather than for

“any” company. Lead Plaintiffs do not know the identity of “any person not not affiliated with

Household” that had knowledge of Household’s alleged predatory lending practices. Lead Plaintiffs

and a predominant portion of the certified Class of investors of Household securities did not have

knowledge of the predatory lending practices Household was engaged in during the Class Period.

Additionally, when there was leakage of negative information relating to Household’s deceptive

practices during the Class Period, defendants pro-actively and affirmatively managed public

perception by disseminating information denying that the Company was engaged in any such
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practices. Further, Lead Plaintiffs incorporate by reference their responses to allprior interrogatories

served by defendants in this litigation.

INTERROGATORY NO. 260 [47]:

Identify the document referenced by counsel for Plaintiffs, Patrick Coughlin andAzra Mehdi,
in the settlement conference before Judge Guzman on August22, 2005 as a document that shows the
participation or approval of senior Household management in any allegedly illegal practices.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 260 [47]:

Lead Plaintiffs hereby incorporate all the General Objections above, as if fully set forth

herein. Lead Plaintiffs further object on the grounds that this interrogatory violates Federal Rule of

Evidence 408 because it demands information discussed in the context of settlement negotiations in

this litigation. Moreover, Lead Plaintiffs object to this interrogatory on the grounds that defendants

have asked numerous other questions that already cover the information sought by this interrogatory.

INTERROGATORY NOS. 261-262 [48]:

Identify all facts and documents that Plaintiffs contend show the participation or approval of
senior Household management in any allegedly illegal practices.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NOS. 261-262 [48]:

Lead Plaintiffs hereby incorporate all the General Objections above, as if fully set forth

herein. Lead Plaintiffs further object to this interrogatory on the grounds that it is compound and

constitutes at least two separate interrogatories. Lead Plaintiffs further object to these interrogatories

on the grounds that their requirement that Lead Plaintiffs identify “all” facts and documents is

contrary to the Court’s November 10, 2005 Order. Lead Plaintiffs further objecton the grounds that

these interrogatories are overly broad and unduly burdensome. Lead Plaintiffs also object on the

grounds that these interrogatories fail to specify a time period for which a response is sought. Lead

Plaintiffs also object to these interrogatories as vague and ambiguous and fail to define the term

“illegal practices.”
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INTERROGATORY NO. 284 [62]:

Identify all subscribers of the “Portfolio Monitoring Program” as that term is used on
www.lerachlaw.com, as of October, 2002, including, if any, the Lead Plaintiffs in this case.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 284 [62]:

Lead Plaintiffs hereby incorporate all the General Objections above, as if set fully forth

herein. Lead Plaintiffs further object to this interrogatory because the information sought by this

interrogatory is neither relevant to the claims for defenses ofany party in this litigation, nor designed

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Lead Plaintiffs also object to this interrogatory

because it is invasive of the attorney-client relationship and calls for disclosure of information

protected by the attorney work product doctrine and/or the attorney-client privilege. This

interrogatory is transparently intended to harass and oppress Lead Plaintiffs.

DATED: January 24, 2007 LERACH COUGHLIN STOIA GELLER
RUDMAN & ROBBINS LLP

PATRICK J. COUGHLIN (90785466)
AZRA Z. MEHDI (90785467)
D. CAMERON BAKER (154452)
MONIQUE C. WINKLER (90786006)
LUKE O. BROOKS (90785469)
JASON C. DAVIS (4165197)

AZRA Z. MEHDI

100 Pine Street, Suite 2600
San Francisco, CA 94111
Telephone: 415/288-4545
415/288-4534 (fax)

LERACH COUGHLIN STOIA GELLER
RUDMAN & ROBBINS LLP

WILLIAM S. LERACH
655 West Broadway, Suite 1900
San Diego, CA 92101
Telephone: 619/231-1058
619/231-7423 (fax)

Lead Counsel for Plaintiffs
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MILLER LAW LLC
MARVIN A. MILLER
LORI A. FANNING
101 North Wacker Drive, Suite 2010
Chicago, IL 60606
Telephone: 312/525-8320
312/525-8231 (fax)

Liaison Counsel

LAW OFFICES OF LAWRENCE G.
SOICHER

LAWRENCE G. SOICHER
110 East 59th Street, 25th Floor
New York, NY 10022
Telephone: 212/883-8000
212/355-6900 (fax)

Attorneys for Plaintiff

T:\usersSF\moninag\RES00038216_8th Set.doc
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misrepresentations; finance charges and “discount points” that bore no relation to interest rates;

failure to disclose or inadequate disclosure of loan terms; improper prepayment penalties; improper

insurance products; upselling loans carrying exorbitant interest rates. Mr. Devor’s report further

discusses, inter alia, Household’s restatement of earnings as filed on August 27, 2002 and related

GAAP violations in connection with its GM Partnership Agreement; AFL-CIO/UP Partnership

Agreements; and Kessler Partnership Agreement.

INTERROGATORY NO. 266 [46]:

Identify any person not affiliated with Household believedby Plaintiffs to have knowledge of
any alleged “predatory lending practices.”

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 266 [46]:

Lead Plaintiffs hereby incorporate all the General Objections above, as if fully set forth

herein. Lead Plaintiffs also object to this interrogatory because it suffers from the same infirmities

plaguing all of defendants’ interrogatories thus far – it is incomprehensible, unintelligible, vague and

ambiguous as drafted. Defendants have demonstrated a complete inability to ask a direct question to

which a response can be provided. Lead Plaintiffs object to this interrogatory because its fails to

state with particularity the information defendants seek. Lead Plaintiffs object to this interrogatory

because it is vague and ambiguous with respect to the terms “any person not affiliated with

Household” and “any alleged predatory lending practices.” The terms “any person not affiliated

with Household” conceivably encompasses many different segments of individuals and entities.

Further, in conjunction with the use of the terms “any alleged predatory lending practices”

defendants interrogatory could apply to every financial institution that lends money to borrowers,

without any limitation to Household. Further, since defendants have refused to provide a definition

for these terms, Lead Plaintiffs response to this interrogatory is based upon their understanding of

the terms as outlined in their Amended Supplemental Responses and Objections to Household’s

Fourth Set of Interrogatories, Interrogatory No. 34 [9]. Lead Plaintiffs also object on the grounds
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that this interrogatory fails to identify a time period for which a response is sought. Lead Plaintiffs

further object on the grounds that this interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing

and obviously designed simply to waste the Class’ time and resources.

Additionally, Lead Plaintiffs object to this interrogatory on the grounds that it cannot be fully

answered until expert discovery has been completed. Although fact-discovery cut-off was scheduled

for January 31, 2007, defendants are still producing responsive documents notwithstanding their

improper and evasive certification that their document production is complete. Defendants have also

failed to log documents on privilege logs despite improperly withholding and/or redacting

responsive documents in violation of Fed. R. Civ. P. 26. Further, defendants have objected to

producing documents and/ordeposition testimony from a number of witnesses that defendants have

identified as having knowledge of facts relevant to this litigation. In addition, the Individual

Defendants have refused to respond to the discovery propounded on them by the Class. Lead

Plaintiffs will provide responses based upon such facts as are currently known to them. Lead

Plaintiffs reserve the right, as necessary and appropriate, to supplement, amend, modify or revise

their response to this interrogatory consistent with their obligations under Fed. R.Civ. P. 26(e).

Subject to and specifically incorporating the foregoing General and Specific Objections and

without waiving them, Lead Plaintiffs further respond to this interrogatory as follows:

Lead Plaintiffs respond to this interrogatory based upon the interpretation that defendants

seek information only related to Household’s alleged predatory lending practices, rather than the

practices of every lending institution under the sun. Lead Plaintiffs do not specifically know the

identity of “any person not affiliated with Household” that had knowledge of Household’s alleged

predatory lending practices. Based upon the discovery thus far, it appears however, that numerous

of the state regulatory agencies were aware of some of Household’spredatory lending practices and

cited the Company for violations of various state statutes at different times during the Class Period.
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At times, the Company was cited repeatedly for thesame violations, but failed to take any corrective

action. Additionally, at various times, it appears that the federal regulatory agencies, including the

Office of Thrift Supervision and the Federal Depository Insurance Company were aware of some of

Household’s predatory lending practices and made factual findings regarding such practices. At

different times, it also appears that the Attorneys General ofvarious states became aware of some or

all of Household’s predatory lending practices. For example, at different times during the Class

Period, Household was subpoenaed by state Attorneys General to provide information relating to the

Company’s lending practices based upon complaints received by the respective agencies by their

constituents, including Minnesota, Arizona, California, Washington, Florida, NewYork, Illinois, and

other. Additionally, presumably the customers that Household defrauded, obtained some knowledge

of the fact that they had been subjected to deceptive or predatory sales practices at some point after

they had signed up for their Household loans.

Lead Plaintiffs and a predominant portion of the certified Class of investors of Household

securities did not have knowledge of the predatory lending practices Household was engaged in

during the Class Period. Additionally, when there was leakage of negative information relating to

Household’s deceptive practices during the Class Period, defendants pro-actively and affirmatively

managed public perception bydisseminating information denying that the Company was engaged in

any such practices. Further, Lead Plaintiffs also incorporate by reference their responses to all prior

interrogatories served by defendants in this litigation.

In addition to the above, Lead Plaintiffs incorporate by reference and identify the Expert

Report ofCatherine A. Ghiglieri dated August 15, 2007, her Rebuttal Report dated February 1, 2008,

and all documents referenced therein. Lead Plaintiffs further incorporate by reference and identify

the Expert Report of Harris L. Devor dated August 15, 2007, and all documents referenced therein.
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Ms. Ghiglieri and Mr. Devor have knolwledge about, inter alia, Household’s practices regarding the

predatory lending, including customer and regulator criticism of those practices.

INTERROGATORY NO. 267 [47]:

Identify the document referenced by counsel for Plaintiffs, Patrick Coughlin andAzra Mehdi,
in the settlement conference before Judge Guzman on August22, 2005 as a document that shows the
participation or approval of senior Household management in any allegedly illegal practices.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 267 [47]:

Lead Plaintiffs hereby incorporate all the General Objections above, as if fully set forth

herein. Lead Plaintiffs further object on the grounds that this interrogatory violates Federal Rule of

Evidence 408 because it demands information discussed in the context of settlement negotiations in

this litigation. Moreover, Lead Plaintiffs object to this interrogatory on the grounds that defendants

have asked numerous other questions that already cover the information sought by this interrogatory

that does not violate Fed. R. Evid. 408.

INTERROGATORY NOS. 268-269 [48]:

Identify all facts and documents that Plaintiffs contend show the participation or approval of
senior Household management in any allegedly illegal practices.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NOS. 268-269 [48]:

Lead Plaintiffs hereby incorporate all the General Objections above, as if fully set forth

herein. Lead Plaintiffs further object to this interrogatory on the grounds that it is compound and

constitutes at least two separate interrogatories. Lead Plaintiffs further object to these interrogatories

on the grounds that their requirement that Lead Plaintiffs identify “all” facts and documents is

contrary to the Court’s November 10, 2005 Order. Lead Plaintiffs further objecton the grounds that

these interrogatories are overly broad and unduly burdensome. Lead Plaintiffs also object on the

grounds that these interrogatories fail to specify a time period for which a response is sought. Lead

Plaintiffs also object to these interrogatories as vague and ambiguous in that they fail to define the
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protected by the attorney work product doctrine and/or the attorney-client privilege. This

interrogatory is transparently intended to harass and oppress Lead Plaintiffs.

DATED: February 1, 2008 COUGHLIN STOIA GELLER
RUDMAN & ROBBINS LLP

AZRA Z. MEHDI (90785467)
D. CAMERON BAKER (154452)
LUKE O. BROOKS (90785469)
JASON C. DAVIS (4165197)

AZRA Z. MEHDI

100 Pine Street, Suite 2600
San Francisco, CA 94111
Telephone: 415/288-4545
415/288-4534 (fax)

COUGHLIN STOIA GELLER
RUDMAN & ROBBINS LLP

PATRICK J. COUGHLIN
SPENCER A. BURKHOLZ
JOHN J. RICE
JOHN A. LOWTHER
655 West Broadway, Suite 1900
San Diego, CA 92101
Telephone: 619/231-1058
619/231-7423 (fax)

Lead Counsel for Plaintiffs

MILLER LAW LLC
MARVIN A. MILLER
LORI A. FANNING
115 S. LaSalle Street, Suite 2910
Chicago, IL 60603
Telephone: 312/332-3400
312/676-2676 (fax)

Liaison Counsel
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LAW OFFICES OF LAWRENCE G.
SOICHER

LAWRENCE G. SOICHER
110 East 59th Street, 25th Floor
New York, NY 10022
Telephone: 212/883-8000
212/355-6900 (fax)

Attorneys for Plaintiff

T:\CasesSF\Household Intl\RES00048846_Amd 8th Resp_20108.doc

Case: 1:02-cv-05893 Document #: 1286  Filed: 01/20/09 Page 120 of 165 PageID #:29483



DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY ELECTRONIC MAIL AND U.S. MAIL

I, the undersigned, declare:

1. That declarant is and was, at all times herein mentioned, a citizen of the United States

and employed in the City and County of San Francisco, over the age of 18 years, and not a party to

or interested party in the within action; that declarant’s business address is 100 Pine Street,

Suite 2600, San Francisco, California 94111.

2. That on February 1, 2008, declarant served by electronic mail and by U.S. to the

parties the LEAD PLAINTIFFS’ FIFTH SUPPLEMENTAL AMENDED RESPONSES AND

OBJECTIONS TO HOUSEHOLD DEFENDANTS’ [EIGHTH] SET OF

INTERROGATORIES TO LEAD PLAINTIFFS. The parties’ email addresses are as follows:

TKavaler@cahill.com
PSloane@cahill.com
PFarren@cahill.com
LBest@cahill.com
DOwen@cahill.com

NEimer@EimerStahl.com
ADeutsch@EimerStahl.com
MMiller@MillerLawLLC.com
LFanning@MillerLawLLC.com

and by U.S. Mail to:

Lawrence G. Soicher, Esq.
Law Offices of Lawrence G. Soicher
110 East 59th Street, 25th Floor
New York, NY 10022

David R. Scott, Esq.
Scott & Scott LLC
108 Norwich Avenue
Colchester, CT 06415

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 1st day

of February, 2008, at San Francisco, California.

MONINA O. GAMBOA
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öéÀ üäàîå Ñåéàîñ óÿ  ÈÚÚÙÎ 

 
Éø ùáåèäðñ ¾ìèíëîîð ¾îëëâ þø ÎÙÙ ýø Ôåæ ôèåîîè 

ßäðçæìëîñ óÿ  ÈÚ×ÙÎ 

 

×ø ßäÍÇçñ ôèîÅíîð ÎÙÙÖ ÑåîÒéåâ þàîø 

ýäëãîèèîñ óÿ  ÈÚÚÕÎ 

 

Èø úîëçéðñ ¾ìâ Î×ÖÎ ýîçè þæìãâ ùéáåè 

þææäçéðñ óÿ  ÈÚÎÚÎ 

 

Áø ôîçèîåíîððñ õîèîå þëìð  ÎÙÙÚ ùìðèîåÂáåâ ùäåÍëî 

ÿäÂîåèâàäëëîñ óÿ  ÈÚÚÉÖ 

 

Öø ôéæîäÇìñ ÿäçì Î× õîðèÌìèîå Ýåäàî 

ôéáèí ïìååäðÒèéðñ óÿ  ÈÚÚÎÚ 
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Ø × Ø 

Õø ôèåîîãñ ùåìäÒ þø ÔÔÉ öìäåàäîÌ þàîø 

Ýîîåêäîëæñ óÿ  ÈÚÚÎ×  

 

õëìäðèäêêç äðèîðæ èé Íìëë èíî êéëëéÌäðÒ Ìäèðîççîç àäì àäæîé æîÅéçäèäéð èîçèäãéðâË
È
 

 

 

Îø þëëÍéÍÇñ üéÂäð ÍÊé ùìíäëë Ñéåæéð Ã üîäðæîë ÿÿõ 

ÖÚ õäðî ôèåîîè 

úîÌ ºéåÇñ úº ÎÚÚÚ× 

 

Ùø ùåéççñ ùíìåëîç
Á
 ÍÊé Ñéåæéð Üíéãìç ßéðîâÌîëë 

ÏìëìðÍì õîèîåçéð Ã Ýìíîäã ÿÿõ 

ýîëëç öìåÒé õëìÐì 

ÎÙÚÎ õìÍäêäÍ þàîðáîñ ôáäèî ÙÎÚÚ 

ÜìÍéãìñ ýþ ÕÖÉÚÙ 

 

Ôø ûÇíéëæèñ õîå ÍÊé ùìíäëë Ñéåæéð Ã üîäðæîë ÿÿõ 

ÖÚ õäðî ôèåîîè 

úîÌ ºéåÇñ úº ÎÚÚÚ× 

 

Éø öëäðèñ ÝéáÒëìç Ö ùìðìæì ô¹áìåî 

ÿéðæéðñ ûÎÉ 

 

×ø öåäîæåäÍíñ ÝéáÒëìç ÍÊé ùìíäëë Ñéåæéð Ã üîäðæîë ÿÿõ 

ÖÚ õäðî ôèåîîè 

úîÌ ºéåÇñ úº ÎÚÚÚ× 

 

Èø ßìâæîðØßìÇîçñ ÏîÒìð ûø ÎÁ×Õ úø ÞðæîåÌééæ þàîø 

ýìáÌìèéçìñ ýó ×ÔÙÎÔ 

 

Áø ßîððäÒìðñ úîæ Ïø ÍÊé ùìíäëë Ñéåæéð Ã üîäðæîë ÿÿõ 

ÖÚ õäðî ôèåîîè 

úîÌ ºéåÇñ úº ÎÚÚÚ× 

 

Öø ßáîãìðñ Ýîððäç ÎÖÚÈ þàîðäæì ôìëàìæéå 

ôìð ùëîãîðèîñ ùþ ÕÙÈÁÙ 

 

Õø ¾ìáêêãìðñ ÷ìãîç  ÎÚÈÕ ïìëæ ûìÒëî Ýåø 

ÏìåÍé óçëìðæñ öÿ ÔÉÎÉ× 

 

                                                

È  óð èíî îàîðè èíìè ìðâ éê èíî ëäçèîæ Ìäèðîççîç ÂîÍéãîç ìàìäëìÂëîñ Åëìäðèäêêç Ìäëë Íìëë èíî Ìäèðîçç ëäàîø 

Á
  Üíäç Ìäèðîçç Ìäëë Âî éêêîåîæ ìç ìð îÀÅîåèø 
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Ø È Ø 

ÎÚø ¾îëëîåñ ÷éðìèíìð Ïø ÉÚ õéåèëìðæ üæ 

ôáããäèñ ú÷ ÚÁÕÚÎ 

 

ÎÎø ÿîàâñ ÿéáäç ÍÊé ùìíäëë Ñéåæéð Ã üîäðæîë ÿÿõ 

ÖÚ õäðî ôèåîîè 
úîÌ ºéåÇñ úº ÎÚÚÚ× 

 

ÎÙø ÿäè èëîñ Ýìàäæ ÎÎ×ÚÈ ßìããéÍÇ òìÇç ùèø 

ÿäèíäìñ öÿ ÔÔ×ÉÁ 

 

ÎÔø ÿéðÒñ ýäëëäìã ÕÚ ôø ôîàîðèí ôèø 

ÉÙÚÚ ýîëëç öìåÒé ôîðèîå 

ÏäððîìÅéëäçñ Ïú ××ÉÚÙ 

 

ÎÉø ÏìÇéÌçÇäñ õìáë ÔÔÚÙ ÿîìãäðÒèéð ÿìðî 

ùíìåëéèèîñ úù ÙÖÙÙÈ 

 

Î×ø ÏìåÇîëëñ ßîëîð ûø  ÖÁÈ ùìðâéð ½äîÌ Ýåäàî 

ÿìÒáðì ïîìÍíñ ùþ ÕÙÈ×Î

 

ÎÈø Ïìâñ Üéææ ÕÚ ôø ôîàîðèí ôèø 

ÉÙÚÚ ýîëëç öìåÒé ôîðèîå 

ÏäððîìÅéëäçñ Ïú ××ÉÚÙ 

 

ÎÁø ò»ßìðñ üéÂîåè ÍÊé ùìíäëë Ñéåæéð Ã üîäðæîë ÿÿõ 

ÖÚ õäðî ôèåîîè 

úîÌ ºéåÇñ úº ÎÚÚÚ× 

 

ÎÖø õéçðîåñ ¾îððîèí ÍÊé þëëîð Ã òàîåâ ÿÿõ 

ÎÙÙÎ þàîðáî éê èíî þãîåäÍìç 

úîÌ ºéåÇñ úº ÎÚÚÙÚ 

 

ÎÕø õåáÐìðñ ÷éðìèíìð ÍÊé þëëîð Ã òàîåâ ÿÿõ 

ÎÙÙÎ þàîðáî éê èíî þãîåäÍìç 

úîÌ ºéåÇñ úº ÎÚÚÙÚ 

 

ÙÚø ôÅåáæîñ ÏìåÒìåîè ÙÈÎÔÙ ÿîÒîðæç ùèø 

ôìëäðìçñ ùþ ÕÔÕÚÖ 

 

ÙÎø Üäèáçñ Üäãéèíâ Î ûìÒëî Ýåäàî 

üäðÒéîçñ ú÷ ÚÖ××Î 

 

ÙÙø ýìëÇîåñ ¾îððîèí ÎÙÙÉ Ñìèîçàäëëî üæø 
þãíáåçèñ ½þ ÙÉ×ÙÎ 

 

ÙÔø ýìëèîåñ ÿîÌîëëâð ÎÎÕÕ úø Üîååâ ôèø  

ûáÒîðîñ òü ÕÁÉÚÙ 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS

EASTERN DIVISION

LAWRENCE E. JAFFE PENSION PLAN, On
Behalf of Itself and All Others Similarly
Situated,

Plaintiff,

vs.

HOUSEHOLD INTERNATIONAL, INC., et
al.,

Defendants.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Lead Case No. 02-C-5893
(Consolidated)

CLASS ACTION

Judge Ronald A. Guzman
Magistrate Judge Nan R. Nolan

PLAINTIFFS’ REVISED WITNESS LIST
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Plaintiffs intend to call live the following witnesses:1

Witness Address
1. Aldinger, William F. c/o Eimer Stahl

224 S. Michigan Ave, Suite 1100
Chicago, IL 60604

2. Ancona, Edgar D. 199 North Green Bay Rd.
Lake Forest, IL 60045

3. Bernstein, James 5216 Ewing Ave. South #204
Minneapolis, MN 55410

4. Buwalda, John 320 York Ave.
Oceano, CA 93445

5. Callen, Seth 613 NW Dearborn Ave.
Lawton, OK 73507

6. Detelich, Thomas 38W569 Fairway Drive
Saint Charles, IL 60175

7. Devor, Harris2 Shectman, Marks, Devor PC
2000 Market St., Ste. 500
Philadelphia, PA 19103

8. Dorsey, Chantel 3651 Bill of Rights Sq.
Columbus, OH 43207

9. Feifer, Robert 5443 New Dawn Cr.
Riverton, Utah 84096

10. Fischel, Daniel R.3 Compass Lexecon
332 S. Michigan Ave.
Chicago, IL 60604

11. Ghiglieri, Catherine4 Ghiglieri & Company

1 In the event that any of the listed witnesses becomes unavailable, plaintiffs will call the witness via
video deposition testimony.

2 This witness will be offered as an expert.

3 This witness will be offered as an expert.
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2300 Cypress Point West
Austin, TX 78746

12. Gilmer, Gary D. c/o Eimer Stahl
224 S. Michigan Ave, Suite 1100
Chicago, IL 60604

13. Howrey, Curtis 40 Las Flores Dr.
Chula Vista, CA 91910

14. Kuhn, Robert 11 Birch Circle, Unit #1
Colchester, CT 06415

15. McNeal, Kimberly 2942 W. 60th Drive
Merrillville, IN 46410

16. McDonald, Steven 66 South Wynstone Drive
North Barrington, IL 60010

17. Mizialko, Clifford 9 Sandpiper Lane
Hawthorne Woods, IL 60047

18. Murphy, Celeste 856 Oakwood Ave.
Lake Forest, IL 60045

19. Pantelis, Daniel 13 Victoria Lane
Lincolnshire, IL 60069

20. Peters, Richard J. unknown5

21. Robin, Kenneth 950 North Michigan Ave.
Apt. 4703
Chicago, IL 60611

22. Rodemoyer, Carin 5700 Crestview Drive
Western Springs, IL 60558

23. Rybak, Walter 508 Leonard St.
Park Ridge, IL 60068

4 This witness will be offered as an expert.

5 Plaintiffs believe that Richard Peters was a resident of Illinois at the time of his deposition and
continues to reside in the state.

*This witness should only be contacted through Coughlin Stoia Geller Rudman & Robbins LLP.
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24. Schneider, Thomas 1605 Buckthorn Dr.
Hoffman Estates, IL 60192

25. Schoenholz, David A. c/o Eimer Stahl
224 S. Michigan Ave, Suite 1100
Chicago, IL 60604

26. Stephens, Brian 345 Old Sutton Rd.
Barrington, IL 60010

27. Timmons, John c/o Mountain West Mortgage
3700 S. Russell, Suite 114
Missoula, MT 59801

28. Valverde, Jessie 548 Curlew Road
Livermore, CA 94551

29. Vozar, Joseph A. c/o Eimer Stahl
224 S. Michigan Ave, Suite 1100
Chicago, IL 60604

30. *Wieck, Maria c/o Coughlin Stoia Geller Rudman &
Robbins LLP
100 Pine Street, 26th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94111

*This witness should only be contacted through Coughlin Stoia Geller Rudman & Robbins LLP.

Plaintiffs intend to call live the following witnesses only if defendants object to admission of
documents on plaintiffs’ exhibit list that were produced from the witness’ files used during their
depositions or that were authored or received by the witness:

Witness Address
1. Anderson, Dan 383 Country Oak Ln.

Inverness, IL 60060

2. Connaughton, James 1600 Meadow Lane
#107
Bannockburn, IL 60015

3. Cunningham, Curt 1100 Hillcrest Avenue
Fox River Grove, IL 60021

4. Curtin, Kathleen Kelly A. 122 W. 3rd Street
Hinsdale, IL 60521
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5. Hicks, Stephen 1228 Gregory Ave.
Wilmette, IL 60091

6. Nelson, Kay 1581 West Adamy Court
Addison, IL 60101

7. Sesterhenn, Peter Alan 1220 Canterbury Circle
Libertyville, IL 60048

8. Sodeika, Lisa 15 Pentwater Drive
South Barrington, IL 60010

9. Streem, Craig A. 334 Fairview Ave.
Deerfield, IL 60015

Plaintiffs intend to call the following witnesses via video deposition testimony:6

Witness Address
1. Allcock, Robin c/o Cahill Gordon & Reindel LLP

80 Pine Street
New York, NY 10005

2. Cross, Charles7 c/o Gordon Thomas Honeywell
Malanca Peterson & Daheim LLP
Wells Fargo Plaza
1201 Pacific Avenue, Suite 2100
Tacoma, WA 98402

3. Ekholdt, Per c/o Cahill Gordon & Reindel LLP
80 Pine Street
New York, NY 10005

4. Flint, Douglas 8 Canada Square
London, E14

5. Friedrich, Douglas c/o Cahill Gordon & Reindel LLP
80 Pine Street
New York, NY 10005

6 In the event that any of the listed witnesses becomes available, plaintiffs will call the witness live.

7 This witness will be offered as an expert.
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6. Hayden-Hakes, Megan E. 1759 N. Underwood Ave.
Wauwatosa, WI 53213

7. Hennigan, Ned M. c/o Cahill Gordon & Reindel LLP
80 Pine Street
New York, NY 10005

8. Hueman, Dennis 1806 Avenida Salvador
San Clemente, CA 92672

9. Kauffman, James 1069 Bald Eagle Dr.
Marco Island, FL 34145

10. Keller, Jonathan M. 40 Portland Rd
Summit, NJ 07901

11. Levy, Louis c/o Cahill Gordon & Reindel LLP
80 Pine Street
New York, NY 10005

12. Little, David 11506 Hammock Oaks Ct.
Lithia, FL 33547

13. Long, William 90 S. Seventh St.
4200 Wells Fargo Senter
Minneapolis, MN 55402

14. Makowski, Paul 3302 Leamington Lane
Charlotte, NC 28226

15. Markell, Helen E. 876 Canyon View Drive
Laguna Beach, CA 92651

16. May, Todd 90 S. Seventh St.
4200 Wells Fargo Senter
Minneapolis, MN 55402

17. O’Han, Robert c/o Cahill Gordon & Reindel LLP
80 Pine Street
New York, NY 10005

18. Posner, Kenneth c/o Allen & Overy LLP
1221 Avenue of the Americas
New York, NY 10020

19. Pruzan, Jonathan c/o Allen & Overy LLP
1221 Avenue of the Americas
New York, NY 10020
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20. Sprude, Margaret 26132 Legends Ct.
Salinas, CA 93908

21. Titus, Timothy 1 Eagle Drive
Ringoes, NJ 08551

22. Walker, Kenneth 1224 Gatesville Rd.
Amhurst, VA 24521

23. Walter, Lewellyn 1199 N. Terry St.
Eugene, OR 97402
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ÿþýüûüú ÿùø 
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ÿþýüûúùû ûø ÷þööû õûúôóòú õÿþúñ òð 

ïîíìëê éê óèçîëê ìðæ þëë òèíîåç ôäãäëìåëâ 

ôäèáìèîæñ 

õëìäðèäêêñ 

àçø 

ßòÞôûßòÿÝ óúÜûüúþÜóòúþÿñ óúùøñ îè 

ìëøñ 

Ýîêîðæìðèçø 

 

 

Û 

Û 

Û 

Û 

Û 

Û 

Û 

Û 

Û 

Û 

Û 

Û 

Û 

ÿîìæ ùìçî úéø ÚÙØùØ×ÖÕÔ 

ÓùéðçéëäæìèîæÛ 

ùÿþôô þùÜóòú 

÷áæÒî üéðìëæ þø ÑáÐãìð 

ÏìÒäçèåìèî ÷áæÒî úìð üø úéëìð 
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Ø Î Ø 

õëìäðèäêêç äðèîðæ èé Íìëë ëäàî èíî êéëëéÌäðÒ ÌäèðîççîçË
Î
 

Îø þëæäðÒîåñ ýäëëäìã öø ÍÊé ûäãîå ôèìíë 

ÙÙÉ ôø ÏäÍíäÒìð þàîñ ôáäèî ÎÎÚÚ 

ùíäÍìÒéñ óÿ ÈÚÈÚÉ 

 

Ùø  þðÍéðìñ ûæÒìå Ýø  ÎÕÕ úéåèí Ñåîîð ïìâ üæø 

ÿìÇî öéåîçèñ óÿ  ÈÚÚÉ× 

 

Ôø  ïáÌìëæìñ ÷éíð  ÔÙÚ ÆéåÇ þàîø 

òÍîìðéñ ùþ  ÕÔÉÉ× 

 

Éø  ùìëëîðñ ôîèí ÈÎÔ úý ÝîìåÅéåð þàîø 

ÿìÌèéðñ òÄ  ÃÔ×ÚÃ 

×ø  ÝîèîëäÍíñ Üíéãìç ÔÖý×ÈÕ öìäåÌìâ Ýåäàî 

ôìäðè ùíìåëîçñ óÿ  ÈÚÎÃ× 

 

Èø  Ýîàéåñ ßìååäç
Ù
 ôíîÍèãìðñ ÏìåÇçñ Ýîàéå õù 

ÙÚÚÚ ÏìåÇîè ôèøñ ôèîø ×ÚÚ 

õíäëìæîëÂíäìñ õþ ÎÕÎÚÔ 

 

Ãø  Ýéåçîâñ ùíìðèîë ÔÈ×Î ïäëë éê üäÒíèç ôÁø 

ùéëáãÅáçñ òß  ÉÔÙÚÃ 

 

Öø  öîäêîåñ üéÅîåè ×ÉÉÔ úîÌ ÝìÌð ùåø 

üäàîåèéðñ Þèìí  ÖÉÚÕÈ 

 

Õø  öäçÍíîëñ Ýìðäîë üø
Ô
 ùéãÂìçç ÿîÀîÍéð 

ÔÔÙ ôø ÏäÍíäÒìð þàîø 

ùíäÍìÒéñ óÿ ÈÚÈÚÉ 

 

 

 

 

  

                                                 

Î  óð èíî îàîðè èíìè ìðâ éê èíî ëäçèîæ Ìäèðîççîç ÅîÍéãîç áðìàìäëìÅëîñ Âëìäðèäêêç Ìäëë Íìëë èíî Ìäèðîçç àäì 

àäæîé æîÂéçäèäéð èîçèäãéðâø 

Ù  Üíäç Ìäèðîçç Ìäëë Åî éêêîåîæ ìç ìð îÀÂîåèø 

Ô
  Üíäç Ìäèðîçç Ìäëë Åî éêêîåîæ ìç ìð îÀÂîåèø 
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Ø Ù Ø 

ÎÚø  ÑíäÒëäîåäñ ùìèíîåäðî
É
 ÑíäÒëäîåä ¿ ùéãÂìðâ 

ÙÔÚÚ ùâÂåîçç õéäðè ýîçè 

þáçèäðñ Ü¾ ÃÖÃÉÈ 

 

ÎÎø  Ñäëãîåñ Ñìåâ Ýø ÍÊé ûäãîå ôèìíë 

ÙÙÉ ôø ÏäÍíäÒìð þàîñ ôáäèî ÎÎÚÚ 

ùíäÍìÒéñ óÿ ÈÚÈÚÉ 

 

ÎÙø  ßéÌåîâñ ùáåèäç ÉÚ ÿìç öëéåîç Ýåø 

ùíáëì ½äçèìñ ùþ  ÕÎÕÎÚ 

 

ÎÔø  ßìâæîðØßìÇîçñ ÏîÒìð ûø ÍÊé ùìíäëë Ñéåæéð ¿ üîäðæîë ÿÿõ 

ÖÚ õäðî ôèåîîè 

úîÌ ÆéåÇñ úÆ  ÎÚÚÚ× 

 

ÎÉø  Äáíðñ üéÅîåè ÎÎ ïäåÍí ùäåÍëîñ Þðäè ¼Î 

ùéëÍíîçèîåñ ùÜ  ÚÈÉÎ× 

 

Î×ø  ÏÍúîìëñ ÄäãÅîåëâ  

 

ÙÕÉÙ ýø ÈÚèí Ýåäàî 

Ïîååäëëàäëëîñ óú  ÉÈÉÎÚ 

 

ÎÈø  ÏÍÝéðìëæñ ôèîàîð ÈÈ ôéáèí ýâðçèéðî Ýåäàî 

úéåèí ïìååäðÒèéðñ óÿ ÈÚÚÎÚ 

 

ÎÃø  ÏäÐäìëÇéñ ùëäêêéåæ Õ ôìðæÂäÂîå ÿìðî 

ßìÌèíéåðî ýééæçñ óÿ  ÈÚÚÉÃ 

 

ÎÖø  ÏáåÂíâñ ùîëîçèî Ö×È òìÇÌééæ þàîø 

ÿìÇî öéåîçèñ óÿ  ÈÚÚÉ× 

 

ÎÕø  õìðèîëäçñ Ýìðäîë ÎÔ ½äÍèéåäì ÿìðî 

ÿäðÍéëðçíäåîñ óÿ  ÈÚÚÈÕ 

 

ÙÚø  õîèîåçñ üäÍíìåæ ÷ø ÍÊé ùìíäëë Ñéåæéð ¿ üîäðæîëñ ÿÿõ 

ÖÚ õäðî ôèåîîè 

úîÌ ÆéåÇñ úÆ  ÎÚÚÚ× 

 

ÙÎø  üéÅäðñ Äîððîèí Õ×Ú úéåèí ÏäÍíäÒìð þàîø 

þÂèø ÉÃÚÔ 

ùíäÍìÒéñ óÿ  ÈÚÈÎÎ 

 

ÙÙø  üéæîãéâîåñ ùìåäð ×ÃÚÚ ùåîçèàäîÌ Ýåäàî 

ýîçèîåð ôÂåäðÒçñ óÿ  ÈÚ××Ö 

                                                 

É
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Ø Ô Ø 

 

ÙÔø  üâÅìÇñ ýìëèîå ×ÚÖ ÿîéðìåæ ôèø 

õìåÇ üäæÒîñ óÿ  ÈÚÚÈÖ 

 

ÙÉø  ôÍíðîäæîåñ Üíéãìç ÎÈÚ× ïáÍÇèíéåð Ýåø 

ßéêêãìð ûçèìèîçñ óÿ  ÈÚÎÕÙ 

 

Ù×ø  ôÍíéîðíéëÐñ Ýìàäæ þø ÍÊé ûäãîå ôèìíë 

ÙÙÉ ôø ÏäÍíäÒìð þàîñ ôáäèî ÎÎÚÚ 

ùíäÍìÒéñ óÿ ÈÚÈÚÉ 

 

ÙÈø  ôèîÂíîðçñ ïåäìð ÔÉ× òëæ ôáèèéð üæø 

ïìååäðÒèéðñ óÿ ÈÚÚÎÚ 

 

ÙÃø  Üäããéðçñ ÷éíð ÍÊé Ïéáðèìäð ýîçè ÏéåèÒìÒî 

ÔÃÚÚ ôø üáççîëëñ ôáäèî ÎÎÉ 

Ïäççéáëìñ ÏÜ  ×ÕÖÚÎ 

 

ÙÖø  ½ìëàîåæîñ ÷îççäî ×ÉÖ ùáåëîÌ üéìæ 

ÿäàîåãéåîñ ùþ  ÕÉ××Î 

ÙÕø  ½éÐìåñ ÷éçîÂí þø  ÍÊé ûäãîå ôèìíë 

ÙÙÉ ôø ÏäÍíäÒìð þàîñ ôáäèî ÎÎÚÚ 

ùíäÍìÒéñ óÿ ÈÚÈÚÉ 

 

ÔÚø  ýäîÍÇñ Ïìåäì» ÍÊé ùéáÒíëäð ôèéäì Ñîëëîå üáæãìð ¿ 

üéÅÅäðç ÿÿõ 

ÎÚÚ õäðî ôèåîîèñ ÙÈèí öëééå 

ôìð öåìðÍäçÍéñ ùþ ÕÉÎÎÎ 

 

 

»Üíäç Ìäèðîçç çíéáëæ éðëâ Åî ÍéðèìÍèîæ èíåéáÒí ùéáÒíëäð ôèéäì Ñîëëîå üáæãìð ¿ üéÅÅäðç ÿÿõø 

 õëìäðèäêêç ãìâ Íìëë ëäàî èíî êéëëéÌäðÒ ÌäèðîççîçË  

 

Îø þðæîåçéðñ Ýìð ÔÖÔ ùéáðèåâ òìÇ ÿðø 

óðàîåðîççñ óÿ ÈÚÚÈÚ 

 

Ùø ùéððìáÒíèéðñ ÷ìãîç ÎÈÚÚ ÏîìæéÌ ÿìðî 

¼ÎÚÃ 

ïìððéÍÇÅáåðñ óÿ  ÈÚÚÎ× 

 

Ôø ùáððäðÒíìãñ ùáåè ÎÎÚÚ ßäëëÍåîçè þàîðáî 

öéÀ üäàîå Ñåéàîñ óÿ  ÈÚÚÙÎ 
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Ø É Ø 

 

Éø ùáåèäðñ Äìèíëîîð Äîëëâ þø ÎÙÙ ýø Ôåæ ôèåîîè 

ßäðçæìëîñ óÿ  ÈÚ×ÙÎ 

 

×ø ßäÍÇçñ ôèîÂíîð ÎÙÙÖ ÑåîÒéåâ þàîø 

ýäëãîèèîñ óÿ  ÈÚÚÕÎ 

 

Èø úîëçéðñ Äìâ Î×ÖÎ ýîçè þæìãâ ùéáåè 

þææäçéðñ óÿ  ÈÚÎÚÎ 

 

Ãø ôîçèîåíîððñ õîèîå þëìð  ÎÙÙÚ ùìðèîåÅáåâ ùäåÍëî 

ÿäÅîåèâàäëëîñ óÿ  ÈÚÚÉÖ 

 

Öø ôéæîäÇìñ ÿäçì Î× õîðèÌìèîå Ýåäàî 

ôéáèí ïìååäðÒèéðñ óÿ  ÈÚÚÎÚ 

 

Õø ôèåîîãñ ùåìäÒ þø ÔÔÉ öìäåàäîÌ þàîø 

Ýîîåêäîëæñ óÿ  ÈÚÚÎ×  

 

 

 õëìäðèäêêç äðèîðæ èé Íìëë èíî êéëëéÌäðÒ Ìäèðîççîç àäì àäæîé æîÂéçäèäéð èîçèäãéðâË
×
 

 

 

Îø þëëÍéÍÇñ üéÅäð ÍÊé ùìíäëë Ñéåæéð ¿ üîäðæîë ÿÿõ 

ÖÚ õäðî ôèåîîè 

úîÌ ÆéåÇñ úÆ ÎÚÚÚ× 

 

Ùø ùåéççñ ùíìåëîç
È
 ÍÊé Ñéåæéð Üíéãìç ßéðîâÌîëë 

ÏìëìðÍì õîèîåçéð ¿ Ýìíîäã ÿÿõ 

ýîëëç öìåÒé õëìÐì 

ÎÙÚÎ õìÍäêäÍ þàîðáîñ ôáäèî ÙÎÚÚ 

ÜìÍéãìñ ýþ ÕÖÉÚÙ 

 

Ôø ûÇíéëæèñ õîå ÍÊé ùìíäëë Ñéåæéð ¿ üîäðæîë ÿÿõ 

ÖÚ õäðî ôèåîîè 

úîÌ ÆéåÇñ úÆ ÎÚÚÚ× 

 

Éø öåäîæåäÍíñ ÝéáÒëìç ÍÊé ùìíäëë Ñéåæéð ¿ üîäðæîë ÿÿõ 

ÖÚ õäðî ôèåîîè 

úîÌ ÆéåÇñ úÆ ÎÚÚÚ× 

 

                                                 

×  óð èíî îàîðè èíìè ìðâ éê èíî ëäçèîæ Ìäèðîççîç ÅîÍéãîç ìàìäëìÅëîñ Âëìäðèäêêç Ìäëë Íìëë èíî Ìäèðîçç ëäàîø 

È
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Ø × Ø 

×ø ßîððäÒìðñ úîæ Ïø ÍÊé ùìíäëë Ñéåæéð ¿ üîäðæîë ÿÿõ 

ÖÚ õäðî ôèåîîè 

úîÌ ÆéåÇñ úÆ ÎÚÚÚ× 

 

Èø ßáîãìðñ Ýîððäç ÎÖÚÈ þàîðäæì ôìëàìæéå 

ôìð ùëîãîðèîñ ùþ ÕÙÈÃÙ 

 

Ãø Äìáêêãìðñ ÷ìãîç  ÎÚÈÕ ïìëæ ûìÒëî Ýåø 

ÏìåÍé óçëìðæñ öÿ ÔÉÎÉ× 

 

Öø ÿîàâñ ÿéáäç ÍÊé ùìíäëë Ñéåæéð ¿ üîäðæîë ÿÿõ 

ÖÚ õäðî ôèåîîè 

úîÌ ÆéåÇñ úÆ ÎÚÚÚ× 

 

Õø ÿäèèëîñ Ýìàäæ ÎÎ×ÚÈ ßìããéÍÇ òìÇç ùèø 

ÿäèíäìñ öÿ ÔÔ×ÉÃ 

 

ÎÚø ÏìÇéÌçÇäñ õìáë ÔÔÚÙ ÿîìãäðÒèéð ÿìðî 

ùíìåëéèèîñ úù ÙÖÙÙÈ 

 

ÎÎø ÏìåÇîëëñ ßîëîð ûø  ÖÃÈ ùìðâéð ½äîÌ Ýåäàî 

ÿìÒáðì ïîìÍíñ ùþ ÕÙÈ×Î

 

ÎÙø Ïìâñ Üéææ ÕÚ ôø ôîàîðèí ôèø 

ÉÙÚÚ ýîëëç öìåÒé ôîðèîå 

ÏäððîìÂéëäçñ Ïú ××ÉÚÙ 

 

ÎÔø òºßìðñ üéÅîåè ÍÊé ùìíäëë Ñéåæéð ¿ üîäðæîë ÿÿõ 

ÖÚ õäðî ôèåîîè 

úîÌ ÆéåÇñ úÆ ÎÚÚÚ× 

 

ÎÉø õéçðîåñ Äîððîèí ÍÊé þëëîð ¿ òàîåâ ÿÿõ 

ÎÙÙÎ þàîðáî éê èíî þãîåäÍìç 

úîÌ ÆéåÇñ úÆ ÎÚÚÙÚ 

 

Î×ø ýìëÇîåñ Äîððîèí ÎÙÙÉ Ñìèîçàäëëî üæø 

þãíáåçèñ ½þ ÙÉ×ÙÎ 

 

ÎÈø ýìëèîåñ ÿîÌîëëâð ÎÎÕÕ úø Üîååâ ôèø  

ûáÒîðîñ òü ÕÃÉÚÙ 

 

ÝþÜûÝË  ÷ìðáìåâ Î×ñ ÙÚÚÕ ùòÞÑßÿóú ôÜòóþ Ñûÿÿûü 

 üÞÝÏþú ¿ üòïïóúô ÿÿõ 

ÊçÊ ÏäÍíìîë ÷ø ÝéÌæ 

Ïóùßþûÿ ÷ø ÝòýÝ 
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Ø È Ø 

õþÜüóùÄ ÷ø ùòÞÑßÿóú 

Ïóùßþûÿ ÷ø ÝòýÝ 

ôõûúùûü þø ïÞüÄßòÿ¹ 

ÏþÞüûûú ûø ÏÞûÿÿûü 

È×× ýîçè ïåéìæÌìâñ ôáäèî ÎÕÚÚ 

ôìð ÝäîÒéñ ùþ  ÕÙÎÚÎ 

ÜîëîÂíéðîË  ÈÎÕÊÙÔÎØÎÚ×Ö 

ÈÎÕÊÙÔÎØÃÉÙÔ ÓêìÀÛ 

ùòÞÑßÿóú ôÜòóþ Ñûÿÿûü 

 üÞÝÏþú ¿ üòïïóúô ÿÿõ 

þ¹üþ ¹ø ÏûßÝó ÓÕÚÃÖ×ÉÈÃÛ 

Ýø ùþÏûüòú ïþÄûü ÓÎ×ÉÉÔÙÛ 

ÿÞÄû òø ïüòòÄô ÓÕÚÃÖ×ÉÈÕÛ 

÷þôòú ùø Ýþ½óô ÓÙ×ÔÔÃÚÛ 

ÎÚÚ õäðî ôèåîîèñ ôáäèî ÙÈÚÚ 

ôìð öåìðÍäçÍéñ ùþ  ÕÉÎÎÎ 

ÜîëîÂíéðîË  ÉÎ×ÊÙÖÖØÉ×É× 

ÉÎ×ÊÙÖÖØÉ×ÔÉ ÓêìÀÛ 

ÿîìæ ùéáðçîë êéå õëìäðèäêêç 

Ïóÿÿûü ÿþý ÿÿù 

Ïþü½óú þø Ïóÿÿûü 

ÿòüó þø öþúúóúÑ 

ÎÎ× ôø ÿìôìëëî ôèåîîèñ ôáäèî ÙÕÎÚ 

ùíäÍìÒéñ óÿ  ÈÚÈÚÔ 

ÜîëîÂíéðîË  ÔÎÙÊÔÔÙØÔÉÚÚ 

ÔÎÙÊÈÃÈØÙÈÃÈ ÓêìÀÛ 

ÿäìäçéð ùéáðçîë 

ÿþý òööóùûô òö ÿþýüûúùû Ñø 

 ôòóùßûü 

ÿþýüûúùû Ñø ôòóùßûü 

ÎÎÚ ûìçè ×Õèí ôèåîîèñ Ù×èí öëééå 

úîÌ ÆéåÇñ úÆ  ÎÚÚÙÙ 

ÜîëîÂíéðîË  ÙÎÙÊÖÖÔØÖÚÚÚ 

ÙÎÙÊÔ××ØÈÕÚÚ ÓêìÀÛ 

þèèéåðîâç êéå õëìäðèäêê 

 
ôË¸ùìçîçôÝ¸ßéáçîíéëæ óðèë¸Üåäìë¸ÏóôÚÚÚ××ÔÚÃ·õëçø ýäèðîçç ÿäçèøæéÍ 

Case: 1:02-cv-05893 Document #: 1286  Filed: 01/20/09 Page 159 of 165 PageID #:29522



Exhibit 13
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Exhibit 14
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