IN CTHE CIRCUIT COURT OF COQOK COUNTY, TLLINGIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVIZION

BARBARA SEXYPEHTH, et al., }
)
Plaintifis, )
)
Vs } Ho. 83 L 17406
3
JOSEF GFPENWANGER. and 3
REMINGTON ARMS COMPARY, INC., 3
) g,gﬂ IR e e
Defendants. ) I P R ENE
GRDER

THIS CAUSE COMING ON TO BE HEARD for trial, and for hearing
on Y*Plaintiffs’ Mobtion For Sanctions Bgainst Defsndant
Bemington,® and “Defendant Josef Offenwanger’s Motion To Join In
Plaintiffs’ Motion For Sanctions,® due nobtice having been given
and the Court having considersd the written response filed by
Remington, the extensive orval arguments of cocounsel, and the
various exhibits submitted to the Court during oral argument:

THE COURYT FIRKDS THAYT Remington has unijustifiably and pur-
posefully failed to comply with its obligations to produce
relevant deocuments in response to document reguests and that ths
plaintiffs and defendant/cvounterplaintiff Offenwvanger hawve been
zubmtantially prejudiced by Reﬁington’& failure to comply with
its obligations relating to discovery: the Court further incor-
porates by reference the additional findings of the Court as zel
forth in the transcript of the hesring on the motions, which
tyransoeript is attached herete and incorporated hevrein by

refarence.




£ - -wr't:““

ACCORDTNGLY, IT 15 HEREBY ORDERED F ortoibi o

1. That Plaintiff’s Motion For Sanctions and Defendant
Offenwanger’s Motion For Sanctlons ave grantad. {20

2. That the gix Opsrations Committes minutes and theiy

respactive exhibits ("Documents®) referred to in the Motions For

Sanctions are admitted into svidence as bhusiness rac

ords
NET S
defendant Renington.
3. That defendant Rewington hay net atitempt Lo explain orv

impeach any of the Documents or the statements set forth in the
ok Lesy
Documents.

4. That the Court will advise the jury with respect toe the »
Doecuments as follows: ﬁfbﬁi

(a} that in 1984, plaintiffs and defendant Offenwanger
requested Remington to produce documents pertaining te the
design and redesign of the safety of the Model 700 rifle at
iasue in this lawsuit:

(b} that pursuant to the m™mles of counrvt, defandant
Remington was obligated to produce promptly the documents in
guestion to the plaintiff Seyferth and defendanrt
affenwangery, said Documents being described in these
proceedings as Pldaintiffs* Exhibits Nos. 3%, 37, 28, 39, 42
and 4737

{c} that Remington anjustifiably falled to produce for
and withheld the Documents from plaintiff and defendant
Of fenvanger;

{dy that Remington only produced the.Doaﬁments to

plaintiff and defendant Offenwanger after plaintiff and

defendant Offenwanger had, Lthrough thelr independent



investigation, determined that the. Documents exis f»d~#
{ey that Reminghon produc94 ih@s§ ﬁmammen~a for plain-
NI 2 s R
tiff and defendant Offenwanger approximately one wesk prior
to the date on which this case was scheduled for trial; and
{£f} that the Court has adaitted the Documents into
evidence as business records of the Rewmington Arms Company
and has prohibited Remington from attempting to sexplaln or
impeach these Documents or the statements sst forth in thess

frocument s,

S. The Court will consider petitions from the plaintiff
and defendant Offenwanger for the impositi@nraf goonamic sanc-
tions against Remington in ordey to compensate plaintiffs and
defendant Offenvanger for the attorneys® time and axpenses
devaoted to obtaining the Remington Documents &t issue and
presenting the Motions For Sanctions. Remington will be afforded
a reasonable ppportunity to submit a written vesponse to any
petitions which may be submitted by plaintiff or defendant

Gf fenwanger.
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