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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT -0 1J-¢Og
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS ]
HOUSTON DIVISION Micteo o vlerk of Bapre
In Re ENRON CORPORATION §
SECURITIES, DERIVATIVE & § MDL 1446
"ERISA" LITIGATION, §
MARK NEWBY, et al., §
§
Plaintifts §
8
VS. § CIVIL ACTION NO. H-01-3624
§ AND CONSOLIDATED CASES
ENRON CORPORATION, ET AL., §
§
Defendants §
RAVENSWOOD I, L.L.C., §
RAVENSWOOD II, L.L.C., and §
WHITEWOOD, L.L.C., 8§
§
Plaintiffs, §
§
VS. 8§ CIVIL ACTION NO. H-04-4520
§ (COORDINATED CASE)
CITIGROUP, INC., et al., §
8§
Defendants. §

ORDER OF COORDINATION

Ravenswood I, L.L.C., et al. v. CITIGROUP, Inc., et
al., H-04-4520, alleges under state law, either Texas or New York,
that Defendants conspired with and aided Enron in a giant Ponzi
scheme to misrepresent Enron’s financial situation in order to
lure investors 1like Plaintiffs, who purchased Enron debt
securities in May 2001, and to perpetrate fraud.

Pending before the Court is Certain Defendants’ notice
of consolidation, and in the alternative, motion to consoclidate.
Because the claims in H-04-4520 arise from the same nucleus of

operative fact as those in Newby and asserts claims against many



of the same parties and therefore discovery in both actions will
be substantially overlapping, pursuant to the Court’s order of
December 12, 2001 in Newby v. Enron Corporation, H-01-3624, the
Court

ORDERS that Ravenswood I, L.L.C., et al. v. CITIGROUP,
Inc., et al., H-04-4520, 1is hereby designated as a “coordinated
case” with Newby v. Enron Corporation, H-01-3624, for pretrial

+4

SIGNED at Houston, Texas, this /3’ day of January,

matters.

2005.

MELINDA HARMON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




	/app03/images/edock/inbox/div4/kmur/20050118/2362t/cvu_e_0005v001.tif
	/app03/images/edock/inbox/div4/kmur/20050118/2362t/cvu_e_0005v002.tif

