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IN THE CIRCUIT ·COURT OF C90-K eOUNTY, ILLINOIS . 
l/ J._;:., '"} 

COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION 
Uo. 91597 

BA:; BA.RA SEYFERTH, et al., ) 
) 

Plaint.i ffs ,_ ) 
) 

v. ) 
) 

JO;~ EF OFFENWANGER and ) · 
REl 1 ING".rON. ARMS COMPANY, INC. , ) 

) 
Defendants. ) 

ORDER 

No. 83 L l 7606 

lf 2£. I 
1./),$$ 

THIS· CAUSE COMING ON. TO BE BEARD for trial' and :for hear in9 

on 11 Pl a inti f·f s.' Mot i o.n. F<?:t" San ction:s Against Def end ant. 

Re11ington, 11 and '1 Defendant Josef Offenwanger 1 s. Motion _::ro Join In 

PL, intiffs' Motion For sanctions, 11 .due notice having· been given 

ani.~ th~ Court having con.~idered the written· response, filed by 

Relington, the extensiv~ oral arguments of counse1~ and the 

va.: ious exhibits submitted· to ·-t;he court during oral argument: 

THE COURT FINDS THAT: Remington has unj~stifiabl,Y.· and pur­

poe erul ly failed to comp~y with its. oblig~tians to produce 

re 1 evant documents .i,n response to document re_g;uests arid. ·that the 

pl·= intiffs and .de.fenda_nt/c:9unt~rplaintiff O!fenwanger. havc,i b~!2!r~ 

$U::stantially prejudiced by Remington 1 s failure to co_mp'.!--y wi-Ch 

it::; obligations re-lating ._.i;:.o di?covery; the court furtlje( incor-
.. 

po.~ ~tes by reference the .<i,.dditionai findi~gs ·of the c~·u~t as set 

fo t th in the transcript·:,of the hearing ... on .. ·the motions,. which 
., ' . 

'~ '"\ -·- ,: ', 

a'nti'- incorporated ,._herein 
.... ·- .. _T 4' •• • • 

tr;nscript is at t.ached ·,:hereto .by 
. ~-. 

,,_... 

re t ::::: re.nee. ..... . 
#' ,· .... 

""· ..... 
, ..... _ 

1 
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r ~·"' ~ ,fi /'1 ~-.., -1 .~ ....., ~--
A CC 0 RD ING LY, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED ~$fy&i,).S~s~;_;::irJ 

1. That Plaintiff's Motion For Sanctions and Defendant 

Of:: ariwanger" s Motion For ~anctions are granted. 
. 121< 

2. That the six Operations Committee minutes i?.tJd their 

:re:o?ective exhibits (?'Docµrnents") referred_ to .in the .Motions Fo:r:-

sa··ctions are admitted into evidence as business records cf 
J.25~ 

de:: ~ndant Remington. 

3. That def~ndant ~Remington may not attempt to.explain or 

imF 3:aCh. ~ny ·Of the Documents· or th~_ ... ,~tatements set fbrth ill the 
·4i. t.""·f 

4. That the Court will advise the jury· with respect to th.s 

Do(; xments as follows.; 
4i5'l 

(a) tha.t in 19-84._, p),..aintif·fs and defendant Of:fen-wanger 

requested Remington·:~o produce documents~pertaini~g.to the 

design and redesign 9f the· safety of the Model 700 rifle at 

issue in this. lawsuit_; 

(b} that pursuant to the rules oi court, 4e£en~ant 

Remington was obliga~~d to.produce pro:mpt.;ty the document::.;; in 

question to the ·plaintiff Seyferth and defendant 

Offenwanger, said .-Documents being described .. in these 

proceedings as Pla:intifi's'·Exhibits No~. -_)5f 37, 38,. 3·9, 42 

and 43; 

(c) that Remin~~on µnjustifiably failed to produce for 

and withheld the Do.~u:ments f.rom plaintiff and:, ·c:iefendant 

Of fenwange·r i 

{d) that Remington only produced the Documents to 

plaintiff and defendant Offenwanger after plaintiff and 

defendant Offeriwang,er had, through th~ir independent 
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inVQstigation, determined that, the-Documents existed; 

(e) that Remington produced th~s~ -Oo~Um@n~s. £or pl~in-
. L.::...1..iJL·~~:fj_\_.~i.:J 

tiff and defendant Offenwapger approximately one week prior 

to the date on which this case was scheduled for ·trial; and 

(f) that the Court has admitted the Documents into 
.. 

evidence as business records of the Remington Arms Company 

and has prohibited .:Remington fro111 atteropt1ng to e>q:'.ilain or­

impQ.ach these Documents or. the statements set forth.in these 

Documents. 

5. The Court will consider petitions from the plaintiff 

an: defe.ndaht Offenwange.r: for the imposition of economic sanc­

tL ns against Remington . in order to. compensate plaiptiffs and 

de: endant Otfenwanger for th:~ attorneys' .time and· expenses 

de' oted to obtaining tpe Remington Documents at i:ssue and 

pr:senting the Motions For Sanctions. Remington will be afforded 

a l·easonable opportunity to submit a written respoqse to any 

pei.itions whic.h may ;be·. submitted by plaintiff or -detendant </z?S 
Oflenwange.r. 

DATED: 

·~m~ 
~ Judge ;· .... 

JO~ CE AND KU:BASIAK, P. C. . .:.' 
Thtee Fir~t National Plazi 
Chicago, IL 60602 ~ 
(332) 64.1-2600 
r.c. No. 20135 

JA~ ES E. DAHL & ASSOClATES. 
17~ North Franklin Street. 
ChJcago, IL 60606 
(312) 641-3245 
(A<torney No. 91597) 
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... DEC 1 41989~ 
Au J_u_,_,,.U'j. i.' v -..1.'.. ~ i.1,1:W 

CLERK Of CIRCUIT cbUt<i 


