NG, 831C2042
DAVID T. CRAIG § I¥ THE DISTRICT COURT OF

ve. BRAZORIA COUNTY, TEXAS

5
;
REMINGTON ARMS CD., INC., and §
DEBBIE JAMESR 8
8 23RD JUDICIAL DISTRICT
ORDER

tn this 30th dey of January, 198%, ¢ame on for consideration
Plaintiff's wotion to compel discovery and the objecticns s
pafendant Remington Arme Co., Inc,, regarding Plaintiffts first
zet of writtan interrogatories and first request for production

of doguments and tangible things.

The Court Iinitially heard the agreements of oounsel Efor
Plaintif? and Delendant Remington with respeck to a number of
dlscovery requests. Remington is hereby ordared to comply with
those agrezments az skated in opan court and on the recoxd.

with the agrecement and consent of <ounsel for Plaintiff and
for Defendant Remington, the Court then appointed Bert Hushner as
special master €0 hear the disputed discevery matters and to
gubmit his findings and proposed rulings to ths gourt. After
reviewing Plaintiff's disaover§ reguests, Defendant Renmington's
ocbjections, and Plaintiff's notlon %o compel and supporting
brief, and tha arguments and authorities provided te this Court
by counsael, tha Court hersby adopts the recommendstions of the
spatial magter and orders the following: ..

1. Defandant's obiectiens to regquest flor produetion 3 sre

avarruled, T6¢ the exkent Any documents oxist they shall ba
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produced to Plaintiff's counsel by 5:100 olclock p.m., Friday,
Februayy 3, 198%.

2., Defendant’s sbjectlions te reguest for production 4 are
overruled. To tha extent any documents exist they shall be
produced to Plaintiff's counsgel by 5:00 o'cleock p.m., Friday,
Yebruary 3, 1583,

3. Defendant!s weorkeproduct cohijectien %o reguest gur
production 8 is sustained.

4. Defendant shall tendar to the cpeaial master by January;
31, lses, any statement responsive to reguest far production 7
that is withheld az privilsged or sxenpt fromw discovery.

5. Dafandant's objsctions to requests for production i3,
A2, 13; 14, 1%, 18, 17, and 1% arve overruled. All dosunents
yesponsive to those requeats shall he prodﬁ&e& by Remington £o
Plaintiff's counsel by 8:00 o'vleeck p.m., Friday, Yebruary 32,
1989,

8. Defendant'e abjactions to requests for praduction 59,
80, €1, 62, 63, 64, 65, 6&, 67, and &8 ars overruled. Dafendant
shall produce the complete, original minutes, along with all
sttachments, to Plaintiff's counsel ijsznn o'clock p.m., Friday,
Febhruary 3, 1989. Plaintiff's counsel mnay not disclose &tua
gankents ¢f thess documentﬁ vithout prier spproval of the Court
or tha special master., This confidentiality provision dees net
extend to decuments alrsady in the possession of Flaihtiffzd N
counsal.

7 Dafandant's obdections to requests for productisn 70, .

71, and 74 are overrulsd, All decuments responsive to thoge
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reguests ghall be produced by Remington to Plaintiff's counsel by
E:100 o'ulock p.m., Friday, February 3, 1389,

8. Defendant's ekjesctions to regusst for production 88 ls
sustained.

8, Defandant's objection to reguest for produckion 96 4=
gverruled., Remington shall produce mll such raspensive documents
o Plaintiff's counsel by 5:00 o'aleck p.w., Friday, Febhruary 2,
1989, )

16. Dafendant's work-product objection to remaeste farf
production 98 and 101 is sustalned. ’

1Y, Defendant’s objection as to lack of itime to answer
irkerregatories 7 and 8 is sustained, and Defandant is not
roquizred to further answer those Interrogatories 1f this'caéa
gues o drial on Fabruayy 6, 1983. Hovever, Ramingten's counsel
has agreed, and tha Court s orders, that 1f the trial in this
case doag not commence on Febfuary &, 1989, then Remingten shall
provida full and oconpletca an%wers ta interroygmstoriesm 7 and 8

Cwithin sixty (68} days from tha date of this order,
IT I8 B0 ORDERED.

SIGNED this 3/ day a£f§Zbruary, 1989,

, W o P
HONORABLE NEIL CALDWELI,, /f
DISTRICT JULCE
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