CAUSE NO 05-CV0337-A

s oy ExpLoSIN i Bt P s
IN RE: TEXAS CITY EXPLOSION § INTHE DistRid URT oF
MARCH 23, 2005 g Véé;ﬁ%@f: R, TEXAS
~ COORDINATED DISCOVERY § GALYESTON uuun v, 1y,
'PROCEEDINGS §° 212™ JUDICIAL DISTRICT

‘ORDER
On this date, the Court heard BP Products, Inc.'s Motion for Protection
-concerning the deposition of Mr. Browne. Upon consideration of the evidence, the

_arguments and applicable law, the Court orders as follows:

1. BP's Motion for Protection’ conceming the deposition of Mr. Browne is

hereby DENIED. »

2. BP shall produce within seven (7) days of the date of this Order wntten
transcnpts and any aud:o video or DVD recordings of. all speeches made by. Mr.

~ Browne prior to, or during, the trial of this case.

3. The Court finds that new CIrcumstan’ual evndence developed during Mr

'John Manzonl s deposition shows that Mr. Browne has unique or superlor knowledge of .

relevant facts.




4, The Court further finds that the parties’ Rule 11 Agreement: concernmg the -

.depositions: of Mr. Manzoni and Mr. Browne does not prevent the deposmon of Mr.

Browne going forward because:

(1) After the effective date, Mr Browne personally injected hlmself lnto the case

with public comments that present new. evidence of his unique’ or supenor

knowledge of relevant facts:

(2) The Rule 11 Agreement was based on circumstances that have changed; '

(3) BP made misrepresentat_.i_ons that induced Plaintiffs to enter into the Ruie 11

Agreement;
(4) BP is estopped to rely on the Rule 11 Agreement; and/or‘,, , i‘ ,
. \1\ )
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(5) BP's public comments appear to be part of a contmumgiie %’t y Béfio taint

the jury pool. The-Court orders the deposition of Mr. éro@‘n 0 @ceed,
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without hmltatlons and the Rule 11, at a time and placé E %the _ljnlted

States to be determined by agreement of the par’ues) OR. 1/‘ 7y WONJ
o ITH CosTs /Exprses 7o Be O.By DEFaDANTS |
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