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23IRD JURICIAL DISTRICT

REVISED ORDER

This reviged ordax iz lemusd to clarify certaln rulings made
by the specisl naster and incorporatad in the Court's order of
Januayry 30, 1885, Hothing in this ordsr shall be ¢onstrued to
reliave Defendant of any duty or to extend any dea&ling imposed
ﬁy the prier order.

on the 30th day of Januaxy, 1589, cawma on for consideration
Plaineifs's motion to compel discovery and the objections of
bafandant Renington Arme Co., Ine,. xcéardinq Plaintifeis firstc
sat of writtan interrogatories and first requast for production
of documents and tangible things.

The Court initially heard the agreenents of ocounmal for

. Plaintiff and Defsndant Renington with respect o a nusbker of

discovery reguests. Remington s Heraby ordaréd to oumply with
thoge agrecmenta as ptated in opon court and en the record.

With the agreement and consent of counsel for Flaintiff and
for Defendant Remington, ths Court then appointed Bart Huabnsr s
speoial master to hsar the disputed discovery mattera snd to
submit his findings and proposed rulings ¢to the court, After
voviowing DMlointiff's dlecuvmiy szeqguests, woIencant Remington's
obiections, and Plaintiff's wmotion to wcompel and supporting

prigt, and the arguments and authorities provided to this Court
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by sounsael, the Court heraby adopts the reconmendations of the
special mastsr and orders the following:

1. nazaﬁaant'a obiections to request for production 3 are
ovaryuled. To the extent any documents exist they shall be
produced to PFlaintiff's counsel by 5:00 o'clock p.m., Friday,
Februsry 3, 1%8%9.

2. Defendant's shjsctlions to request for production & are
ovarrulad. To the extant any documents axist they shall »a
prodused to Plaintiff's counsel by 3:00 o'eclock p.m., Friday,
Pobruary 3, 1%89.

3.  Defandent's work-product okjsction to reguest for
production 5 is sustained.

4, Defendant shall tander to tha spacial nmester by January
31, 1p4¢, any statement responsive ¢ reguest for production 7
that is withheld am privileged or sxempt from discovery.

Aftar tha apaaial magtearis in camera inspactien of the
danumene't.ndoraq by the Dafandant, the Court finds that Defen-
- dant'p obdsgstion should ba, and hereby is, sustained.

5. Dafandant'as objections to reguests rfor preduction 11,
12, 13, 14, 1%, 16, 17, and 1% are overruled. To comply with
thege raguests, Remington may review the exhibit llst of the
Plaintiffe in castlelarry v. Renington, CA No. C-85=357 (5.D.
Tex., Corpus Chrieti Div,}. After reviswing thie iist, Remington
ghall either: (1} ldentity by' sxhikbit pumbar the documants

containad in the liat that are responsive to these reguests and

state that such documents are all that are responsive 0 thess

roguests up to July 1588: or (2) 1f the documents in the e¢xhibit
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143t &re not all that would be responslve to these raguests,
identify those exhibits that are responsive and produce all addi-
tional doouments that would be responsiva up to July 14888, 1In
sithor ¢ase, Remington shall producs &ll responsive docunents
dated July 1988 or later,

It is the intent of this paragrsph o sllow plaintife
dimecovery of sll documents responsive to reguests for production
11-17, and 19, and to assure plaintiff that all xesponsive
documents hava bheen produced, without requiring Remington ¢o
réproduce documents previcusly produced to plaintiff's counsal in
other litigatlion.

Remington shall comply with ¢his part ©of the order by
idantifrying and/or producing all documents responsive te thasa
Yogquests by B:100 olcloek p.m,, Friday, February 3, 1989.

é. Defendant's ckjsctions te rsgueats for production 5§,
80, 61, &é, €3, 64, 48, 66, 67, and £8 are overruled. Defendant
shall produce the complete, original minutes, along with all
attachment®, to Plaintiff's counsel by %:00 o'closk p.m., Friday,
Pebruary 3, 1%8%. Plaintiff's counsel may net copy or discloss
the ocontents of thesa documents without prior approval of the
tolurt or the sp;zial master, This confidentialivy provisioen doss
not axtend o documents already in the possession of Plaintiff's
eounsel, Purther, plaintiff's counsel may not ¢opy minutes if
obdeckion f{u made, however, Piaintiff's counsel nay make note of

the date, committee and page number sufficlant to identify the

particoulayr minute and such wminute shall then be gubmitted teo tha

Court for an in gamers inspsction.
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Remington shall alse submlit to the ¢ou§t or to the apacial
master any minutes fthat it ocontends should not bs copied because
they contain _g:;tiaantial ;;é;;;;;;;;fﬁand shall spacify the
portions Remington éEEEIE&E”EﬁEﬁI&“EEE‘Sﬁ allowed at trial. This
procedura for allewing Remington to present these portions to the
colrt or special master doss net relisve Remington of lts obliga~-
tion te produce all minutes to plaintiff's counsel.

7. Dafendant's objections to requests for production 70,
71, and 74 axe overrulef, and by agresment of Remingtonts coun~
sel, all documents responsive to those reguests shall ke prodused
£6 Plaintiff's counsel by 5100 o'clock p.m., Friduy, Pebrusry 3,
1689, |

8. Dafandant's objectlons to reguast for preduction 88 is
sustained,

9. Dafendant's objection to Yreguast for producticon %6 is
overrulad, Renington is granted leave to geek a protective ozxder
from Judge Blackwell of the Travis ¢ounty District Court or a

erit of mandamus, but sbssnt such & protective order or writ of
mandamus, Remington uhal; produce all such responsivs Aocunaents
to Plaintiff's counsel by 5:20 o'clock §.m,‘ Friday, Feabrusry 3,
ipap, *

10, Defendant's work-product oblection to raeguests for
producticn $8 and 101 ls sustained, '

11, Defondank's cobjaction as <o lack of tims to answar
intarrogatories 7 and 8 is gustained, and bDefendant £s not
ragquired to further answer those (nterrogateries if this cass

goss to trisl on February €, 1988. However, Remington's counsel
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o s
has agreed, and ths Court =o orders, that if the erinl in this
cage doas not gommance on February 6, 198%, then Remington chail
provids full and complete answers to interrogatories 7 and 8
within sixty (60} days from the date of this order.

IT IB £0 ORDERED.
BIGNED this ;2 Aay of February, 1989,

Sy

HONGRABLE NELL CALDWELL, | *
DISTRICT JUDGE
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