
 

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 
 

DECLARATION OF D. CAMERON BAKER IN SUPPORT OF LEAD PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO STRIKE DEFENDANTS’ MOTION FOR CONTEMPT FOR FAILURE 

TO COMPLY WITH LOCAL RULES 37.1 & 37.2, OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE, A 
REQUEST FOR AN EVIDENTIARY HEARING PURSUANT TO LOCAL RULE 37.1 
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I, D. CAMERON BAKER, declare as follows: 

I am an attorney duly licensed to practice before all of the courts of the State of California 

and am admitted to the General Bar of the United States District Court in the Northern District of 

Illinois.  I am an attorney in the law firm of Coughlin Stoia Geller Rudman & Robbins LLP, lead 

counsel for plaintiffs and the Class in the above-entitled action.  I have personal knowledge of the 

matters stated herein and, if called upon, I could and would competently testify thereto. 

1. At the time of the February 22, 2008 meet and confer call with defendants, lead 

plaintiffs had not received Mr. Hall’s letter of the prior night regarding document Bates No. HHS-E 

0001208.  The comments cited in the transcript reflect this.  See attached Exhibit A at 25, 28-29.  

Subsequently, I had the opportunity to review Mr. Hall’s letter, which differed from what I had 

expected based on defense counsel’s description of that letter.  I realized that plaintiffs would need to 

research the points made in that letter and respond substantively to that letter.  I informed both Mr. 

Hall and Ms. Best of this via e-mail on February 22, 2008.  See attached Exs. B and C. 

2. I participated in a telephone conference call with defense counsel and Allison Engel, 

Law Clerk to the Honorable Judge Nan R. Nolan, on February 25, 2008.  My recollection of that 

conversation is consistent with the description set forth in Ms. Fanning’s declaration.   

3. I subsequently sent a letter to Mr. Hall on February 28, 2008 as represented to Ms. 

Engel and defense counsel.  See attached Ex. D.  I do not believe that the parties had completed the 

meet and confer process on the 22nd of February and do not understand how defense counsel could 

believe this process was completed on that date given my e-mail to Mr. Hall and my February 28, 

2008 letter. 
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I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the 

foregoing is true and correct.  Executed this 13th day of March, 2008, at New York, New York. 

/s/ D. Cameron Baker 
D. CAMERON BAKER 

T:\CasesSF\Household Intl\DEC00049881.doc 
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LERACH COUGHLIN STOIA GELLER RUDMAN 
Moderator:  Jason Davis 

02-22-08/1:00 pm CT 
Confirmation #21376028 
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night. 

 

Man: Oh, we just told you we didn't get any letters from you last night. 

 

Landis Best: Okay.  Well, I sent a letter and Jason sent a letter.   

 

Jason Hall: And the other letter, (Cam), relates to this Ernst & Young document that 

we've been discussing in correspondence. 

 

(Cam): (Okay), look, I went through all my email this morning.  I didn't get any letter 

from you.   

 

Jason Hall: Okay.  Well, do you want to talk about this now or do you want to talk about 

it some other time? 

 

(Cam): I want to - well, I'd like to see your letter.  I mean, I guess if your letter - what 

did your letter say?  Tell me. 

 

Jason Hall: Well, the letter I think essentially responds to your letter of the 20th and says 

in a nutshell the following -- you guys specifically raised this particular 

document in a brief that you submitted to Judge Nolan on February 22 of 

2007.   

 

 Judge Nolan adjudicated the issue and found that this very document was 

privileged.  And so I don't understand the basis for your claim that the 

document's not privileged. 

 

(Cam): I'm asking you is there any language in there that says that we have to return 

the document.   
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Landis Best: Can… 

 

Man: And - yeah… 

 

Landis Best: …just so you understand, when we bring this before Magistrate Judge Nolan, 

she's going to have a document that she's already ruled as privileged.  She's 

going to have a protective order that she's already entered that governs what 

happens when there's a privileged document.  There's a clear record of our 

asking for this document back.  Are you sure you want us to go forward with 

this, (Cam)? 

 

(Cam): Well, I haven't seen the letter, but basically I'm comfortable, yeah.  Let me 

look and see… 

 

Man: (Unintelligible).  

 

(Cam): …what Jason said in his letter, but they way you've described it now, yes, I'm 

comfortable. 

 

Landis Best: Okay. 

 

Man: Well, if you're comfortable, you might see a motion instead of a letter. 

 

 Thanks (Cam). 

 

(Cam): Well, wait a sec.  Before you do that, we - didn't I - if you want to do it, we're 

going to have a status conference.  Why don't you just raise it and we can talk 

about a briefing then. 

 

 I assume there's going to be a briefing on these issues, right? 
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Man: We'll let you know about the status conference. 

 

Landis Best: Yeah. 

 

(Cam): Well, look… 

 

Man: (Unintelligible)… 

 

(Cam): …you know what? 

 

Man: …sent a letter. 

 

Man: (Unintelligible).  

 

Landis Best: We sent a letter to you guys.   

 

Man: (Unintelligible).  

 

Man: If you don't have the letter, I don't know what to tell you.  We'll check with 

our fax department. 

 

Man: That's what (Cam) said he wants to see is the letter… 

 

(Cam): I want to see… 

 

Man: … that you sent last night that we haven't seen yet.   

 

(Cam): Yeah.  I want to see that letter. 
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Pierre Tiffith 

From: Azra Mehdi
Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2008 4:32 PM
To: Pierre Tiffith
Subject: FW: letter

Page 1 of 1

3/12/2008

  
 

From: Cameron Baker  
Sent: Friday, February 22, 2008 2:47 PM 
To: 'JHall@Cahill.com' 
Cc: Azra Mehdi 
Subject: letter 
 
We have located your letter and are reviewing it.  We anticipate providing our response to your demand 
respecting HHS-E0001208 early next week.  
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DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY E-MAIL AND BY 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 March 13, 2008, declarant served by electronic mail and by U.S. Mail to the 

parties: DECLARATION OF D. CAMERON BAKER IN SUPPORT OF LEAD PLAINTIFFS’ 

MOTION TO STRIKE DEFENDANTS’ MOTION FOR CONTEMPT FOR FAILURE TO 

COMPLY WITH LOCAL RULES 37.1 & 37.2, OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE A REQUEST 

FOR A EVIDENTIARY HEARING PURSUANT TO LOCAL RULE 37.1.  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 13th 

day of March, 2008, at San Francisco, California. 

/s/ Marcy Medeiros 
        MARCY MEDEIROS 
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