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IN THE COURT OP coH:Hm~ PLEAS OF ALl~EGBE.N'Y COtJNT! :r PENNSYLVANIA 
CIVIL .OlVISION 

NICHOLAS JOHN NIGRO, 

Plc.int.i.ff / 
v. 

REMINGTON A.RMS CO.MPAhTY / INC. { 

Defendant( 

AND NOW, -::his .;; I ;s I day of 

No. G.D. 82-20776 

SEP 14 J992 
~a 

~VEU..LL?. 

it is hereby ordered, adjudged and decreed that Plaintiff's 

H.otion to Enforce Discovery· Orders and for Sanctions i.s granted 

and the Court orders as follows; 

1. Although an appeal is pending of the Court's Order 

dated July 10, 1992t grarrt:-ing judgment: NOV and a new trial, the 

Pennsylvania Ru1es of Appellate Procedure provide that the trial 

court retains authority to enforce any order entered in. the 

ma.t.ter an.C. retains authority to proceed further in any manner in 

which a nonappealable i.nterlocuto:ry order has been em:ered. Pa. 

R.A .• P. Ruli=~s 1701, 170l(b)(2)~ 170l(b)(6) and 1701(c). 

2. Remington Anus Company f Inc. t wilfully failed to comply 

with Plaintiff's requests for discovery and with discovecy Orders 

dated .June 6 1 1986, and May 22 1 1987f by failing to produce the 

New Bolt Action Rifle Group (NBAR) · documents and the F ireax:ms 

Product and Business Team.s documents. 
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.3. Ren,_,'1gr.on }"> .. rms Compcny, Jnc., -~lfully failed to comply 

with the Court's OrdQr dated July 10, 1992, by failur~ of 

Remington to provide discovery as ordered by the Court with 

reference to the sale of the Remington Model 7 0 0 rifle, its 

predecessors and st1ccessors to the United St:ate:s Governrnent. 

4. Exhibit ·E-1· to this Motion and the brders and 

Opinions in Hartman v·. Remington Arlns Companyt Inc. ( 90-4 07 4-CV-

C-5 ( U. s. Dis. Ct. t W. Dist. Missouri, In He: Remington Arms 

Company 1 Inc. 1 952 F.2d 1029 (Eighth Ci.r. 1991)} and Weigel v. 

Reminqton Arms Company, lnc. (No. 1986-268.3 Cambria County t P.A), 

establish the existence and discoverability of the NBAR documents 

and Firearms Product and Business Team documents to Model 700 

litigation including this case. 

5. Accordingly / t:he Court hereby orders the following 

sanctions against Remington Arms Company, Inc.; 

(a) Pursua.nt to Rule 4019(c}(3} and Rule 4019(c}(5), 

it is hereby ordered that a Default Judgment. on lia.bilit:.y be and 

i.s entered against Remington Arms Company, Inc. 1 for wilfull 

failure to comply with discovery requests and Orders~ by the 

failure of Relnington to produce the New Bolt Action Rifle Group 

(NB.AR} docwnent:s and Firearms Product and Business Teams 

documents, and a trial is ordered .limited to damages; and 

(b) Pursuant to Rule 4019(c) (3) and Rule 4f.19(c) (5), 

it is hereby ordered that a defaul't judgment on liability be and 

is entered a·ga'.nst Re · .... ~- c I .for w'lful .._ ming.:. on .t"U.mS . ompany r nc . . t ,1., 

failu.re to comply with the Court's .Oi::der da.tE!d July 10, 1992, by 

fa.i..lure of Remi:ngton to provide: discovery as ordered by 'the Co11rt 
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with refer:enc1~ to the sale of t.he Heming:\... ,) Hodel 700 rifle:, .tt:.s 

predecessors and successors to t.he Unir:ed St_ates (',..overmnent,. and 

a t..rial i.s ordered lini.i ted to dasnages. 

6. It is hereby ordered that: Remington .Arms Comp.3.ny, Inc. r 

iinswer all Interrogatories and Hequests for Production of 

Documents, provide al1 information ond produce all doc:-unents with 

reference to the New Bolt Action Rifle Group {NB.AR}< t.h1:; Firearms 

Product and Business Teams and .. ..-:i.Ll other similar documents / 

including the index to the documents, within 10 days of the date 

of this Order. The discove.ry ordered herein shall be produced by 

Remington in Pittsburgh 1 Pennsylvania, at the offices of 

Plaint: if f's attorneys, Kiger Messer 6: 1~_1pe:rn, 1404 Grant 

Building, IJitt.sburgh / Pennsylvania 152 JS. Thereafter, the Court 

will entertain an application by Plaint.if£ concerning whether or 

not additional sanctions should be entered against. Defendant 

Remington pursuant to Rule 4019{c) for wilful failure to comply 

with discovery Orders. 

7. In c.ddition to the reasons set forth in the Court's 

Order and Opinion dated July 10,, 1992t a.nd in t..his Order, in t.he 

event that t.he Judgment Notwithstanding the Verdict or the 

Default Judg:mentr or both. 1 previously granted by this Cou.::-'t:., c.re 

not appropr.:iate 1 in the a.J.t:ernat:ive, Plaintiff is granted a new 

trial on all issues because Remington Arms Company( Inc., 

'W'ilfully failed to comply with Plaintiff's :requests for discovery 

and with discovery Orders dated June. 6t 1986, and May 22, 1987, 

by failing to produce the New Bolt .. Action Rifle Group (NBAR) 
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documents, the Firearms Product and Business Teams doci:tments ·and 

ot:her similar such docwnents as ;n~quest.ed by P1aintl:ff 's 

discovery requests and Orders of Court:. 

GD82-20776 
Fi.led: August 24. 1992~ 8:56AM 
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