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This matter was before the Court for a Status Conference and Argument on Motions on
February 12, 2007, during which counsel for the parties were present. Also present were Hon.

Richard Clay and Hon. Michael Schissel for Wyeth. Accordingly, the Court being in all other

ways sufficiently advised;



IT IS ORDERED as fQHows:
1. Plaintiffs' Motion to Strike Answer and Grant Default Jadgment, or Alternatively, for an
Order Holding Defendant Chesley in Contempt of Court and Other Sanctions Deemed Just by the
Court is OVERRULED.
2. Relative to Plaintiffs' Request For Inspection of Computers of Defendant Mills, Gallion
and Cunningham Mr. Ramsey is granted until March 12, 2007, within which to sﬁbmit an Order to
the Court outlining the agreed protocol.
3. Relative to Plaintiffs' Request For Inspection of Computers of Defendant Chesley Mr.
Rose was given until March 12, 2007,' within which to file a response and/or for he and Mr.
Ramsey to submit an Ofder to the Court outlining the agreed protocol.

4, Relative to Plaintiffs' Motion to Compel as to Previously Raised but Unresolved Issues
and Supporting Memorandum of Law the Court OVERRULES compelling the production of

telephone services by Defendants Cunningham, Gallion, Mills, and Ch_e;sley unless relevance is
shown. [See also 9.(1)]
5. The Court shall submit on the pleadings regarding Plaintiffs' Motion to Compel Answers

to Certified Deposition Questions until all Defendants are fully represented by counsel.

- 6. The Court SUSTAINS thé motion oﬁ the one remaining issue in Plaintiffs’ Motion to
Compel Production of Documents from Mills and Phipps. It is the understanding of the Court
that the other documents Were produced.

7. The Motion to Produce Documents (Helmers) is SUSTAINED and the Motion to Require

Answers to the Two Certified Questions in the Mills deposition 1s SUSTAINED.



8. Relative to Plaintiffs' Motion to Compel Production of Documents From Richard
Lawrence and Answers to Certified Questions, Plaintiffs’ counsel shall meet with counsel for Mr.
Lawrence in good faith and narrow the issues. Counsel shall notify the Court of the date ‘of that
meeting. Further, once the issues ére narrowed, Counsel ‘shaﬂ set up a telephone conference call

with the Court for ruling on the unresolved objections.

9. ‘Relative to Plaintiffs' Motion to Compel Defendant Chesley to Respond to ten (10)
Certified Deposition Questions: |
1 Plaintiffs’ counsel shall supplement her motion relative to the relevance of the
telephone records on or before March 12, 2007, after which the Court will rule on the

issue.
2) The Defendant is not required to answer questions relative to income deriving

business. Neither are the Plaintiffs required to answers questions relative to same.
3) The Defendant is not required to answer the question relative to the KBA.
4) - The Defendant is not required to answer the question relative to “investigated by
any ageﬁcy for any criminal activity”.
5) " The Defendant is required to answer the question-about Mr. Mills and Mr. Stuart.
- 0) The Defendant is required to answer questions about the faxes regarding the
KFHL and Mills/Stuart.
) The Defendant is required to answer the question about the content of the fax

related to the KFHL

8) The Defendant is required to answer the question relative to representation by Mr.

-Johnson in June of 2003.






