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JED S. RAKOFF, U.S.D.J.

The respective plaintiffs in these now-consolidated actions
each move to be appointed lead plaintiff pursuant to the Private
Securities Litigation Reform Act of 1995, 15 U.S.C. § 77z-1(a) (3) (B).
Upon consideration of the parties’ oral and written submissions and
the testimony given at the hearing held on April 1, 2009, the Court
hereby grants the motion by the Public Employees’ Retirement System
of Mississippi, denies the motion by the Iron Workers Local No. 25
Pension Fund, and appoints the Public Employees’ Retirement System of

Mississippi as lead plaintiff. The Court also appoints Bernstein



Litowitz Berger & Grossmann LLP, which is counsel to the Public
Employees’ Retirement System of Mississippi, as lead counsel in the
consclidated matter. These determinations are, however, without
prejudice to co-lead plaintiff(s) and co-lead counsel being
subsequently appointed if circumstances warrant, such as might be the
case, for example, if subsequent cases are added to this consolidated

litigation. See Wyoming State Treasurer v. Merrill TLynch & Co.,

Inc., et al., 09 Civ. 3030 (JSR).

These determinations have involved the Court’s resolution of
several difficult issues, which will be elaborated in a written
opinion that will issue promptly following the completion of the on-

going criminal trial, United States v. Treacy, 08 Cr. 0366, that the

Court is presently conducting. However, the Court issues this
“bottom-line” order now so that the instant litigation may move
forward in accordance with the schedule previously set by the Court.

SO ORDERED.
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JED S. REKOFF, U.S.D.J.

Dated: New York, New York
April 23, 2009



