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E 3 This litigation presently consists of three actions listed on the attached Schedule A as follows:
¢ = two actions in the District of Delaware and one action in the Northern District of Illinois. Before the

Panel is a motion, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1407, by Samuel I. Hyland, a plaintiff in the two Delaware
actions seeking transfer of the Illinois action to the District of Delaware for coordinated or consolidated
pretrial proceedings. Defendants' agree that centralization is appropriate, but suggest selection of the
Southern District of New York as transferee district. The Illinois plaintiff-who has also been permitted
to intervene in the carlier filed Delaware action—opposes the Section 1407 motion; if the Panel deems
centralization appropriate, he suggests selection of the Northern District of Illinois as transferee district.

On the basis of the papers filed and hearing session held, the Panel finds that the actions in this
litigation involve common questions of fact, and that centralization in the Northern District of Illinois
will serve the convenience of the parties and witnesses and promote the just and efficient conduct of
the litigation. All actions share factual questions arising from alleged misrepresentations or omissions
relating to the 2004 merger of JP Morgan Chase and Bank One Corp. Centralization under Section
1407 1s desirable in order to eliminate duplicative discovery, prevent inconsistent pretrial rulings, and
conserve the resources of the parties, their counsel and the judiciary. See In re Enron Corp. Securities,
Derivative & "ERISA" Litigation, 196 F.Supp.2d 1375 (J.P.M.L. 2002).

The Panel is persuaded that the Northern District of Illinois is an appropriate transferee district
for this litigation. The action pending there, which is the earliest filed of the three actions, is more
procedurally advanced than the two Delaware actions.

" Judge Miller did not participate in the decision of this matter.

! JP Morgan Chase & Co. (JP Morgan Chase), JP Morgan Securities, Inc., and affiliated individuals.
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IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1407, the actions listed on
Schedule A and pending in the District of Delaware are transferred to the Northern District of Illinois
and, with the consent of that court, assigned to the Honorable David H. Coar for coordinated or
consolidated pretrial proceedings with the action pending there and listed on Schedule A.

FOR THE PANEL:

&/ 1ol ko
Wm. Terrell Hodges
Chairman




District of Delaware

Samuel I. Hyland, et al. v. William B. Harrison, Jr., et al., C.A. No. 1:05-162
Samuel 1. Hyland v. JPMorgan Securities, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-224

Northern District of Illinois

Stephen Blau v. William B. Harrison, Jr., et al., C.A. No. 1:04-6592
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