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JOHN K. MEYER, ET. AL. IN THE DISTRICT COURT
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BEXAR COUNTY, TEXAS

DEFENDANTS MOTION TO QUASH AND FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER

Defendants file this Motion to Quash and Motion for Protective Order Regarding
Plaintiffs” Notice of Intention to Take Oral and Videotaped Deposition of Patricia Schultz-
Ormond. Because this motion is being filed within three days from the date the Notice was
served, this motion objecting to the time for the deposition stays the deposition until the motion
can be determined by the Court. Tex. R. Civ. P. 199.4.

l.

Plaintiffs served the Notice upon Defendants by facsimile on December 21, 2011.> The
Notice purports to set the deposition for January 30, 2012 at 10:00 a.m. Defendants object to the
time of the deposition. Defendants’ counsel, Defendants’ representatives, and the witness are not
available on that date and time.

.

Defendants further object to this deposition taking place on the designated date and ask
for entry of a protective order. Defendants previously filed a Plea in Abatement asking that this
case (including all discovery) be abated because of the absence of necessary parties. Although

that motion was denied by the Court, on December 22, 2011, Defendants filed a Petition for Writ

! A copy of the Notice is attached hereto as Exhibit “1”.



of Mandamus with the Fourth Court of Appeals asking that mandamus issue to this Court
ordering abatement of all proceedings due to the absence of necessary parties. Defendants also
filed a Motion for Temporary Relief asking the Court of Appeals to stay this case, including all
discovery, until the petition for writ of mandamus is determined.

1.

The witness is a former J.P. Morgan employee who was a mineral manager involved in
managing minerals owned by the South Texas Syndicate trust (“STS”). Defendants expect that
Ms. Schultz-Ormond will be a key witness in this case. If this deposition takes place without all
necessary parties present then those absent parties will be not be able to participate and ask
questions of the witness and will be prejudiced. Defendants therefore ask the Court for a
protective order providing that this deposition not take place until at least such time as the Court
of Appeals has determined whether this case will be stayed and/or abated.

WHEREFORE, Defendants pray that Plaintiff’s Notice of Intention to Take Oral and
Videotaped Deposition of Patricia Schultz-Ormond be quashed. In addition, Defendants request
the entry of a protective order preventing this deposition from taking place until the Court of
Appeals has determined whether this case will be stayed and/or abated. In addition, Defendants

seek all other relief to which they are entitled.



Respectfully submitted,

HORNBERGER SHEEHAN FULLER &
BEITER INCORPORATED

The Quarry Heights Building

7373 Broadway, Suite 300

San Antonio, Texas 78209

(210) 271-1700 Telephone

(210) 271-1730 Fax

By: /s David Jed Williams
Patrick K. Sheehan
State Bar No. 18175500
Kevin M. Beiter
State Bar No. 02059065
David Jed Williams
State Bar No. 21518060
Mark A. Randolph
State Bar No. 00791484

ATTORNEYSFOR DEFENDANTS



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

A copy of the foregoing document was served upon the following Plaintiff’s counsel of
record by electronic service or facsimile delivery on December 23, 2011.

Mr. David R. Deary

Mr. Jim L. Flegle

Mr. Jeven R. Sloan

LOEWINSOHN FLEGLE DEARY, L.L.P.
12377 Merit Drive, Suite 900

Dallas, Texas 75251

Mr. Richard Tinsman
TINSMAN & SCIANO, INC.
10107 McAllister Freeway
San Antonio, Texas 78205

Mr. James L. Drought

DROUGHT DROUGHT & BOBBITT, LLP
112 East Pecan, Suite 2900

San Antonio, Texas 78205

Mr. George H. Spencer, Jr.
CLEMENS & SPENCER

112 East Pecan, Suite 1300
San Antonio, Texas 78205

/s David Jed Williams
Patrick K. Sheehan
David Jed Williams




VeL, L LV .UM

{Consolidated Under)
CAUSE NO. 2010-C1-10977

JOHN K. MEYER, ET AL.
Plaintiffs,

IN THE DISTRICT COURT

V8.

JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A,
INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY
AND AS TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH
TEXAS SYNDICATE TRUST
and GARY P. AYMES,

Defendants.

225™ JUDICIAL DISTRICT

mmmmmm@mmmm

BEXAR COUNTY, TEXAS

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO TAKE ORAL AND VIDEOTAPED
DEPOSITION OF PATRICIA SCHULTZ-ORMOND

TO: Patricia Schultz-Ormond

c/o Mr. Patrick K. Sheehan

Hornberger Sheehan Fuller & Beiter, Inc.

The Quarry Heights Building

7373 Broadway, Suite 300

San Antonio, TX 78209

Please take notice that on behalf of Plaintiffs, the oral and videotaped
deposition of Patricia Schultz-Ormond will be taken upon oral examination
beginning at 10:00 a.m. on January 30, 2012, and her answers may be used as
testimony in the above-numbered and entitled cause. Said deposition will be taken
at the offices of Hornberger Sheehan Fuller & Beiter, Inc., The Quarry Heights
Building, 7373 Broadway, Suite 300, San Antonio, TX 78209, by an official court

reporter from Kim Tindall & Associates.

MeyenDepo Notivs - Paliivia Schulz-Orond.wpd 1
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Respectfully submitted,

David R. Deary

Jim L. Flegle

Michael J. Donley

LOEWINSOHN, FLEGLE, DEARY,
LLP.

12377 Merit Drive, Suite 900
Dallas, Texas 756251

Telephone: (214) 572-1700
Facsimile: (214) 572-1717

Richard Tinsman
TINSMAN & SCIANO, INC.
10107 McAllister Fwy

San Antonio, Texas 78216
Telephone: (210) 225-3121
Facsimile: (210) 225-6235

George H. Spencer, Jr.
CLEMENS & SPENCER, P.C.

112 East Pecan Street, Suite 1300
San Antonio, Texas 78205
Telephone: (210) 227-1121
Facsimile: (210) 227-0732

DROUGHT, DROUGHT & BOBBITT,
LLP

2000 Weston Centre

112 East Pecan Street

San Antonio, Texas 78205

(210) 225-4031 Telephone

(210) 222-0586 Telecopier

By:
“Jamss L. Drought
State Bar No. 06135000
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFFS
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. CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been sent by:

U.S. Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested to:
A Facsimile to:
First Class Mail to:
Hand Delivery to:

sme———

Mr. Patrick K. Sheehan

Mr. David Jed Williams

Mr. Mark A. Randolph

Hornberger Sheehan Fuller & Beiter, inc.
The Quarry Heights Building

7373 Broadway, Suite 300

San Antonio, TX 78209

on this the 21% day of December, 2011.

Jan{EsEDr’ought

Meyer\Depo Notle - Palricia Sehuitz-Onmond.wpd 3



CATHERINE STONE
CHIEF JUSTICE
KAREN ANGELINI
SANDEE BRYAN MARION
PHYLIS ). SPEEDLIN
REBECCA SIMMONS
STEVEN C. HILBIG
MARIALYN BARNARD
JUSTICES

Dinah L. Gaines

Staff Attorney

Bexar County Civil District
Courts

100 Dolorosa, Suite B-23
San Antonio, TX 78205

George H. Spencer, Ir.

112 East Pecan Street, Suite
1300

San Antonio, TX 78205-1512

Honorable Peter A, Sakai
Judge, 225th District Court
Bexar County Courthouse
100 Dolorosa, 2nd Floor
San Antonio, TX 78205

Patrick K. Sheehan
7373 Broadway, Suite 300
San Antonio, TX 78209

RE: Court of Appeals Number:
Trial Court Case Number:

IIII Wﬁﬁﬁﬁll III

_ Z010C110977 -POO0B3

COURT OF APPEALS  —,

[

FOURTH COURT OF APPEALS DISTRICT “'IS TR

CADENA-REEVES JUSTICE CENTER ,’ oA
300 DOLORCSA, SUITE 3200 . fs

ILE D
KEITH E. HOTTLE,
rC E CL ER CLERK

SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS 78205-3037
o P -
WWW . 4THCOA.COURTS.STATE. TX.US 29” ULC 2 8 [3 TELEPHONE

{0l 210y 335-2635

DEPUT | FACSIMILE NO.
(210) 335-2762

December 22, 2011

BY: .
Donna Kay McKinney e \\
Bexar County-District Clerk AN,
101 W. Nueva N S
San Antonio, TX 78205 s, ™, \\\ _

N
Honorable David A. \\ )/
Berchelmann, Jr. N

Judge, 37th Judicial District |
Court

Bexar County Courthouse
100 Dolorosa

San Antonio, TX 78205

James L. Drought

2900 Weston Centre
112 East Pecan Street
San Antonio, TX 78205

Richard Tinsman
10107 McAllister Freeway
San Antonio, TX 78216

04-11-00914-CV
2010-CI-10977

Style: In e JP Morgan Chase Bank, N.A., Individually/Corporately and as Trustee of the South
Texas Syndicate Trust and Gary P. Aymes, Relator

The Relator’s Petition for Writ of Mandamus and Motion for Temporary Relief in the
above styled and numbered cause has this date been filed.

1

Very truly yours,
KEITH E. HOTTLE, CLERK

y Sﬁh*——m
Jedhifer Saenz o
Deputy Clerk, Ext. 3221
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From: rec-index-7

Sent: Thursday, December 15, 2011 8:41 AM
To: ‘ajones@zelle.com’

Subject: Emailing: DOC043010-044 pdf
Attachments: DOC043010-044.pdf

CASE NBR: 2010C110977
Date Filed: 07/02/2010 Court: 225
Type of Docket: DM___ DAMAGES

***STYLE***

JOHN K MEYER
VS JP MORGAN CHASE BANKN A ET AL

I\. -3
§ o
DOCKET SHEET »°
:: wc-
THANK YOU, (_E,j =
—_— O3~
TONY OZUNA D of
DEPUTY DISTRICT CLERK =
RESEARCH/MICROFILM = ok
(210) 335-2674 -
w7

rec-index7@bexar.org

The message is ready to be sent with the following file or link attachments: ¢

DOC043010-044.pdf

Note: To protect against computer viruses, e-mail programs may prevent sendiqg or receiving
certain types of file attachments. Check your e-mail security settings to determine how

attachments are handled.
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No. 04-11-00914-CV > ,-';1 o
£ T2
IN RE JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A,, INDIVIDUALLY/CORPO ELY AIND AR"

TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH TEXAS SYNDICATE TRUST AND GA! p. AYMES
Original Mandamus Proceeding'
ORDER

Sitting: Catherine Stone, Chief Justice
Karen Angelini, Justice
Rebecca Simmons, Justice

On December 22, 2011, relator filed a petition for writ of mandamus and a motion for
temporary relief. The court has considered relator’s petition and is of the opinion that relator is
not entitled to the relief sought. Accordingly, the petition for writ of mandamus and the motion
for temporary relief are DENIED. See TEX. R. App. P. 52.8(a). The court’s opinion will issue at
a later date.

Itis so ORDERED on December 23, 2011.

sl

ecca Simmons, Justice

ereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the said

Kefth E. Hottle,

' This proceeding arises out of Cause No. 2010-CI-10977, styled John K. Meyer, et al. v. JP Morgan Chase Bank,
N.A., Individually/Corporately and as Trustee of the South Texas Syndicate Trust and Gary P. Aymes, pending in the
225th Judicial District Court, Bexar County, Texas, the Honorable Peter Sakai presiding. However, the order
complained of was signed by the Honorable David A. Berchelmann, premdmg judge of the 37th Judicial District
Court, Bexar County, Texas.



CATHERINE STONE FOURTH CQURT OF APPEALS DISTRICT KEITH E. HOTTLE,

CHIEF JUSTICE CADENA-REEVES JUSTICE CENTER ) CLERK
KAREN ANGELINI 300 DOLOROSA, SUITE 3200
SANDEE BRYAN MARION SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS 78205-3037
PHYLIS J. SPEEDLIN ) WWW 4THCOA.COURTS.STATE. TX.US TELEPHONE
REBECCA SIMMONS (210) 335-2635
STEVEN C. HILBIG
MARIALYN BARNARD ) FACSIMILE NO.
JUSTICES (210) 335-2762

December 23, 2011

Dinah L. Gaines Donna Kay McKinney
Staff Attorney Bexar County-District Clerk
Bexar County Civil District Courts 101 W. Nueva
100 Dolorosa, Suite B-23 San Antonio, TX 78205
San Antonio, TX 78205
- Honorable David A. Berchelmann, Jr.
George H. Spencer, Jr. Judge, 37th Judicial District Court
Clemens & Spencer, P.C. Bexar County Courthouse
112 East Pecan Street, Suite 1300 100 Dolorosa
San Antonio, TX 78205-1512 San Antonio, TX 78205
Honorable Peter A. Sakai James L. Drought
Judge, 225th District Court Drought, Drought & Bobbitt, L.L.P.
Bexar County Courthouse 2900 Weston Centre
100 Dolorosa, 2nd Floor 112 East Pecan Street
San Antonio, TX 78205 San Antonio, TX 78205
Patrick K. Sheehan Richard Tinsman
Hornberger Sheehan Fuller & Beiter Incorporated Tinsman & Sciano, Inc.
7373 Broadway, Suite 300 10107 McAllister Freeway
San Antonio, TX 78209 San Antonio, TX 78216

RE:  Court of Appeals Number: 04-11-00914-CV
Trial Court Case Number: 2010-CI-10977
Style: In re JP Morgan Chase Bank, N.A_, Individually/Corporately and as Trustee of the South
Texas Syndicate Trust and Gary P. Aymes, Relator )

Enclosed please find the order which the Honorable Court of Appeals has issued in reference to
the above styled and numbered cause.

If you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Very truly yours,
KEITH E. HOTTLE, CLERK

Deputy Clerk, Ext, 3221
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QISTRICT
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CATHERINE STONE FOURTH COURT OF APPEALS DISTRICT 20} 0 " KEITH E. HOTTLE,
CHIEF JUSTICE CADENA-REEVES JUSTICE CENTER £C 29 Al CLERK

KAREN ANGELINI 300 DOLOROSA, SUITE 3200 i 28

SANDEE BRYAN MARION SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS 78205-3037 DE

PHYLIS ). SPEEDLIN WWW.4THCOA,COURTS.STATE. TX.US Pury TELEPHONE

REBECCA SIMMONS (210) 335-2635

STEVEN C. HILBIG
MARIALYN BARNARD
JUSTICES

December 23, 2011

Dinah L. Gaines

Staff Attorney

Bexar County Civil District Courts
100 Dolorosa, Suite B-23

San Antonio, TX 78205

George H. Spencer, Jr.

Clemens & Spencer, P.C.

112 East Pecan Street, Suite 1300 .
San Antonio, TX 78205-1512

Honorable Peter A, Sakai
Judge, 225th District Court
Bexar County Courthouse
100 Dolorosa, 2nd Floor
San Antonio, TX 78205

Patrick K. Sheehan

Homberger Sheehan Fuller & Beiter Incorporated
7373 Broadway, Suite 300
San Antonio, TX 78209
RE:  Court of Appeals Number:
Trial Court Case Number:
Style:

‘2/7/54 -
04-11-00914-CV

2010-CI1-10977
In re JP Morgan Chase Bank, N.A., Individually/Corporately and as Trustee of the South

8Y: FACSIMILE NO,
10) 335:2762

Donna Kay McKinney ,
Bexar County-District Clerk SSF
101 W. Nueva f o~
San Antonio, TX 78205

Honorable-David A. Berchelmann, JIr.
Judge, 37th Judicial District Court
Bexar County Courthouse

100 Dolorosa

San Antonio, TX 78205

James L. Drought

Drought, Drought & Bobbitt, L.L.P.
2900 Weston Centre

112 East Pecan Street

San Antonio, TX 78205

Richard Tinsman

Tinsman & Sciano, Inc.
10107 McAllister Freeway
San Antonio, TX 78216

Texas Syndicate Trust and Gary P. Aymes, Relator

Enclosed please find the order which the Honorable Court of Appeals has issued in reference to -

the above styled and numbered cause.

If you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Very truly yours,
KEITH E. HOTTLE, CLERK

Debuty Clerk, Ext. 3221
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December 23, 2011

No. 04-11-00914-CV

IN RE JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A., INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY AND AS
TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH TEXAS SYNDICATE TRUST AND GARY P. AYMES

Original Mandamus Proceeding'
ORDER

Sitting: Catherine Stone, Chief Justice
Karen Angelini, Justice
Rebecca Simmons, Justice

On December 22, 2011, relator filed a petition for writ of mandamus and a motion for
temporary relief. The court has considered relator’s petition and is of the opinion that relator is
not entitled to the relief sought. Accordingly, the petition for writ of mandamus and the motion
for temporary relief are DENIED. See TEX. R. App. P. 52.8(a). The court’s opinion will issue at
a later date.

It is so ORDERED on December 23, 2011,

ity

”'f.’

ecca Simmons, Justice

ereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the said

¢/ < tenosent
gy E OF 1
Wsingg e

s

' This proceeding arises out of Cause No. 2010-CI-10977, styled John K. Meyer, et al. v. JP Morgan Chase Bank,
N.A., Individually/Corparately and as Trustee of the South Texas Syndicate Trust and Gary P. Aymes, pending in the
225th Judicial District Court, Bexar County, Texas, the Honorable Pcter Sakai presiding. However, the order
complained of was signed by the Honorable David A. Berchelmann, presiding judge of the 37th Judicial District
Court, Bexar County, Texas.

*
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CASE NBR: 2010CI10977 g
Date Filed: 07/02/2010  Court: 225 - O-
Type of Docket: DM___ DAMAGES o

***STYLE***
JOHN K MEYER

VS JP MORGAN CHASE BANK N AET AL

00048 11/15/2011
DESC: ORIGINAL

CONSOLIDATED SECOND AMENDED PETITION OF
JOHN K MEYER JR,THEODORE MEYER AND
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THANK YOU, | = %5
£ o
TONY OZUNA =
DEPUTY DISTRICT CLERK
RESEARCH/MICROFILM
(210) 335-2674

rec-index7@bexar.orq

The message is ready to be sent with the following file or link attachments:
2010-C1-10977.TIF

Note: To protect against computer viruses, e-mail programs may prevent sending or receiving

certain types of file attachments. Check your e-mail security settings to determine how
attachments are handled.



CATHERINE STONE
CHIEF JUSTICE
KAREN ANGELINI
SANDEE BRYAN MARION
PHYLIS J. SPEEDLIN
REBECCA SIMMONS
STEVEN C. HILBIG
MARIALYN BARNARD
JUSTICES

Dinah L. Gaines X
Staff Attorney

Bexar County Civil District
Courts

100 Dolorosa, Suite B-23
San Antonio, TX 78205

George H. Spencer, Jr.
112 East Pecan Street, Suite
1300

San Antonio, TX 78205-1512

Honorable Peter A. Sakai
Judge, 225th District Court
Bexar County Courthouse
100 Dolorosa, 2nd Floor
San Antonio, TX 78205

Patrick K. Sheehan
7373 Broadway, Suite 300
San Antonio, TX 78209

RE:

Style:

Court of Appeals Number:
Trial Court Case Number:

miEsEsnl

2010C110877 -P00ATS

~ o25TRi5ED
COURT OF APPEALS XAR ) Clen
FOURTH COURT OF APPEALS DISTRICT 0 Dk T E&’éﬁ E. HOTTLE,

CADENA-REEVES JUSTICE CENTER - % CLERK

300 DOLOROSA, SUITE 3200 A ja' )
SAN ANTONIQ, TEXAS 78205-3037 ' %&
WWW.4THCOA.COURTS. STATE.TX.US, €, Py Ty EPHONE
(210) 335-2635

FACSIMILE NQ.
0)335-2762

December 22, 2011

Donna Kay McKinney
Bexar County-District Clerk
101 W. Nueva

San Antonio, TX 78205

Honorable David A.
Berchelmann, Jr.

Judge, 37th Judicial District
Court

Bexar County Courthouse
100 Dolorosa

San Antonio, TX 78205

James L. Drought

2900 Weston Centre
112 East Pecan Street
San Antonio, TX 78205

Richard Tinsman
10107 McAllister Freeway
San Antonio, TX 78216

04-11-00914-CV
2010-CI-10977

In re JP Morgan Chase Bank, N.A., Individually/Corporately and as Trustee of the South

Texas Syndicate Trust and Gary P. Aymes, Relator

The Relator’s Petition for Writ of Mandamus and Motion for Temporary Relief in the
above styled and numbered cause has this date been filed.

Very truly yours,
KEITH E. HOTTLE, CLERK

&)

Teghifer Saenz
Deputy Clerk, Ext. 3221
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CAUSE NO. 2010-CI-10977

JOHN K. MEYER, ET. AL. IN THE DISTRICT COURT
VS. 225™ JUDICIAL DISTRICT
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A.

INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY
AND AS TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH
TEXAS SYNDICATE TRUST

and GARY P. AYMES

Py SN O N O SO O OO0

DEFENDANT’S MOTION TO SET OBJECTIONS TO RE
NO. 92 AND MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER

Now comes Defendant JP Morgan Chase Bank, N. A. (“J.P. Morgan™) and ﬁles this its \ )
Motion to Set Objections to Request for Production No. 92 and Motion for Protective Order and,
in support thereof, respectfully shows the Court the following:

L

On November 8, 2011, the Court heard Plaintiffs’ Motion to Compel the Production of
documents filed against Defendant J.P. Morgan (the “Motion to Compel”). The Motion to
Compel set for hearing J.P. Morgan’s objections to multiple sets of requests for pfoduction
including Piaintiff, Emile Blaze’s First and Second Set of Requests for Production.

Il

At the hearing, Blaze chose only to present J.P. Morgan’s objections to Request Nos. 74,
76, 78,_ 79, 81, 83 and 84 from Blaze’s First Set of Requests for Production for hearing by the
Court. The Court heard the argument of counsel on these requests and ruled on them.
II1.
After the hearing, Blaze sent correspondence to non-parties, Pioneer Natural Resources,
i’etrohawk Energy Corporation and EOG Resources, requesting that they each consent to the

release of an unlimited and unspecified volume of financial information possibly maintained by



J.P. Morgan regarding each entity (the “Requests for Consent”)(true and correct copies of this
correspondence is attached hereto-as Exhibit “A”). The Requesté for Consent request that the
non-parties consent to J.P. Morggn’s release.of information that is responsive to Requést for
Production No. 92 from Blaze’s Second Set of Requests for Production of Documents. None of
the non-parties have consented to the release of any information.
IV.
Request No. 92 asks that J.P. Morgan produce the following:

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 92:

All documents sufficient to identify any and all business or banking
relationships by and between JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A., or any of its affiliates,
subsidiaries, or divisions and any entity having a leasehold or other interest in the
Trust Assets, including but not limited to, the following entities and any of their

. affiliates, subsidiaries, divisions, joint venture interests, partnerships, or other
business relationships:

(a) Pioneer Natural Resources;

(b) Petrohawk Energy Corporation; and

(¢)  EOG Resources.

This request is essentially without limit as to the scope of potential documentation that
could be responsive. J.P. Morgan timely objected to Request No. 92 asserting, among other
things, that the request is overly-broad, not relevant to any issue joined in the lawsuit and
requests the disclosure of information that is confidential and proprietary to both Defendant
third-parties.

V.
In addition, simultaneous with the serving of its objections, J.P. Morgan filed its Second

Motion for Protective Order requesting the entry of a protective order protecting it from

responding to the requests based on, among other things, the objections stated above.



VL
Thus, because Plaintiff Blaze is now apparently seeking production of the documents
requested under Request No. 92, J.P. Morgan must set its objections for ruling by the Court. The
objections are well-founded and should be sustained.

- WHEREFORE, Defendant, J.P. Morgan requests that the Court set for hearing and
sustain its objections to Request No. 92 and entér a protecti\lle order protecting it from
responding to the Request and protecting the non-consenting third-parties from the release of
such information. J.P. Morgan further requests such other and further relief to which it is
~ entitled.

Respectfully submitted,

HORNBERGER SHEEHAN FULLER &
BEITER INCORPORATED

The Quarry Heights Building -

7373 Broadway, Suite 300

San Antonio, Texas 78209

(210) 271-1700, Telephone

Pa 1ck\i& Sheghan
State Bar No. 18175500
vin M. Beiter

State Bar No. 02059065
David Jed Williams
State Bar No. 21518060
Mark A. Randolph
State Bar No. 00791484

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANTS



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This is to certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was served on the
following, as indicated:

Mr. David R. Deary VIA CM-RRR
Mr. Jim L. Flegle

Mr. Jeven R. Sloan

LOEWINSOHN FLEGLE DEARY, L.L.P.

12377 Merit Drive, Suite 900

Dallas, Texas 75251

Mr. Richard Tinsman VIA FIRST CLLASS MAIL
TINSMAN & SCIANO, INC.

10107 McAllister Freeway

San Antonio, Texas 78205

Mr. James L. Drought VIA FIRST CLASS MAIL
DROUGHT DROUGHT & BOBBITT, LLP :

" 112 East Pecan, Suite 2900

San Antonio, Texas 78205

" Mr. George H. Spencer, Jr. VIA FIRST CLASS MAIL
CLEMENS & SPENCER

112 East Pecan, Suite 1300
San Antonio, Texas 78205

on this 16" day of December, 2011. kk

Patrick K. Sheghan -
David'Jed Williams
Mayk A. Randolph



CAUSE NO. 2010-CI-10977

JOHN K. MEYER, ET. AL. § IN THE DISTRICT COURT
§
VS. § 225™ JUDICIAL DISTRICT
§
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A. §
INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY §
AND AS TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH §
TEXAS SYNDICATE TRUST §
and GARY P. AYMES § BEXAR COUNTY, TEXAS
FIAT 5 A

¥

A hearing on DEFENDANT’S MOTION TO SET OBJECTIONS TO REQUEST FOR
PRODUCTION NO. 92 AND MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER is hereby set for

December 29, 2011 at 10:00 a.m. in the 37" District Court of Bexar County, Texas.

DEC 1 6 201
SIGNED ON this day of December, 2011.

DAVID A. BERCHELMANN, JR.
PRESIDING lUDGE

OV BAR BERCHELMANN
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November [8,2011

Petrohawk Energy Corpotation ¥Via Hand Delivery
¢fo ¢ T Corporation System . '

350 North St. Paul St., Ste, 2500

Dallas, TX 75201

Ré: Notice of Record Request Pursuan! to §59.006, Texas Finance Code
To Whom It May Concern:

We represent Plaintiff Bmilie Blaze in Cause No. 2011-CI-10977; John K. Meyer, et al.
v. JP Morgan Chase Bank N.A., Individually/Corporately and as Trustee of the South Texas
Syndicate Trust and Gary P. Aymes; in the 795th District Court, Bexar County, Texas
(“Litigation™), JP Morgan Chase Bank NA. (“JP Morgan™) has been sued
individually/corporately and in its capacity as Trustes of the South Texas Syndicate Trust.

In the Litigation, my client lias requested discovery of records of JP Morgan relating 1o
Petrohawk Energy Corporation as & customer of the financial institution. A copy of our Request
for Production #92 is attached. ‘ :

A Parsuant to §59.006, Texas Finance Code, you are hereby given notice of your rightses a
customer under §59.006(¢). You, es a customer, bear the burden of preventing or limiting the
finencial instimtion’s complience with & record request subject to §59.006 by seeking an
appropriste remedy, inoluding filing a motion 10 quash the record request or a motion for a
protective order. Any motion filed shall be served ‘on the financis! ipstitution and the requesting
party before the date that compliance with the request is required. If we have not received your
consent form, as requested below, by December 19, 2011, we will file a motion seeking an in
camera inspection of the documents. The service address for JP Morgan,. the financial

institution, is:

JP Morgan Chase Bank N.A.

c/o Patrick K. Sheehan, Esq.
Hornberger Shechan Fuller & Beiter Inc.
The Quarry Heights Building
7373 Broadway, Suite 300
San Antonio, TX 78209
Fax: 210-271-1730

12377 Mevle Drive, Suice 900 Dallzs, Texas 75251 3102
Pt 314.572.1700 £214.572.1717 wwwiFDhweom
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Petrohawk Energy Corporanon
November 18,2011 - L
Page 2

The service address for Plaintif, the requcsungparty, is!

Lnewmsohn- 'F.legle Deary, LL?
12377 Mexit Ditve, ‘Suite 000
Dallas TH 75251
Fax 214—572—1717

Further, my client requests yom' wrmeu consent authonAng JP Morgen to comply with
the request. A consent form is encloseéd. Ifyou wish to consent to the release of the records my
" client has requested, please execute the. attached consent forimn and return it to the undemgned by

Deccmber 19, 2011,

If you have any questions, pleasé do not hesitate to contact me,
Very truly youss,
- g

Jim L. Flegle
" (214) 572-1701

. Emaeil: ]M@LFDM,

' JLF/mj
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Petrohawk Energy Corporation o
November 18, 2011
Page 3 |

‘Consent fo::--.-]?:_Mofgan toRelease iBéﬁldng Rééords

I, . T -, have ‘capacity- to, act -on behalf of Petrohawk Energy
Corporation. Petrohawk Energy Corporation consents 10 the release: of the records requested by
the Plaintiffs in Request for Production #97.:and hereby authorizes JP Morgan to comply with the
Request and provide any docurnents covered by'the Request to the Plaintiffs. '

‘PETROMAWK ENERGY CORPORATION

By: .
- " Printed Name:
Title:__.
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 CAUSENO.2011-CL-04747 _
EMU.IR BLAZE, : s INTHEDISTRICT COURT OF
B
- Plainiff, 8
§
v § -

. S . 8 . 225 JUDICIAL DISTRICT
JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A., 8 :
INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY AND AS §.

TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH TRXAS §
SYNDICATE TRUST and GARY P. AYMES, §
‘Deferdants. § BEXAR COUNTY, TEXAS

PLAINTIRFS SECOND SET OF REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION TO DEFENDANT
JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A,, INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY
' AND AS TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH TEX T

AS SYNDICATE TRUS

XX,

", 70: Defendant JP Morgan Chase Bank, N.A., Individually/Corporately and as Trustee

' of the South Texas Syndicate Trust, by and through its atsormey of record, Pamrick

. K. Shechan, Horahetger Fuller Sheehan & Belter Tnc,, The Quarry Heights
‘Bullding, 7373 Broadway, Suits 300, Sam Antonio, TX 78209 .

" Plaioriff Emilic Blaze, (“Plentiff), hercby soquests ihat Defendant JP Morgen Chase '.
Bank, N.A., Individually/Cotporately and as Tiustee .of the South Texas Syndicate Trust’
(“Defendant™) produce the following described documents for inépecﬂon.hnd copying pursuant
w Tex. R. Civ. P. 196, at the offices of Loewinschn Flegle Deary, LLP., 12377 Merit Drive,

" Suite 600, Dallas, Toxas 752512224, withis thicty (30) days of servics and that Defemdent sorve

a written response 1o this First Request For Prodwtion 10 Defendant within thirty (30) days of

service in accordance with the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure.

Pag.o 11
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7. Al docuiments suffici¢nt to identify any and all business or banking relationships by and
betwesin JP Morgan Chase Bank, N.A., or ‘any of its affjliates, subsidiaries, or divisions and any
cntity having a leasehold or other interest in the Trust Asséts, including but not limited to, the
following entities and any of their affiliates, subsidiaries, divisions, joint venture interests,
pantzetships, or other business relitionships: ' :

(a)  Pionéer Natural Resources; .
()  Petrohawk Bnergy Corporation; and
(¢t  BOG Resources. Cor ‘

RESPONSE:

Page |9
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I centify that on Juze 10, "261_1,’}&:5_5.'d5.°ﬁ‘.-’f¢‘.'i¢ﬁ‘}'*?55“-’§ﬁod on the following described -
. pocles b oo momer ndlcmed belowe g

- Parrick X. Sheehan : - ViaFax
David Jed Williams o _
Mark A. Rendolph - |
Horaberger Fuller Sheehan
&Bewerloe. - .

The Quarry Heights Building
7373 Broadway, Suite 300 .-

| Mic&aa-x..nomw

Page |11
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[OEWINSOHN FLEGLE DEARY

= L-L-P

vaemﬁer 18,2011

Pioneer Natutal Resources USA, Inc, Via Hand Delivery

cfo C T Corporation System
350 North St. Paul St, Ste. 2200
Dallas, TX 75201

Re:  Notice of Record Request Pursuani to §59.006, Texas Finance Code

- To Whom It May Concern!

aze in Cause No. 2011-CI-10977; John KX Meyer, ot al.
dually/Corporately and as Trustee of the Sowh Texas
Syndicare Trust and Gary P. Aymes; in the 225th District Court, Bexer County, Texas
(“Litigation™. -~ JP Morgan Chase Bank N.A. (“JP Morgan™) has been sued
individually/corporarely and in its capacity as Trustee of the South Texes Syndicate Trust.

* In the Litigation, my client has requested discovery of records of JP Morgan relating to
Pioneer Natural Resources USA, Inc. as a customer of the financial institution. A copy of our

Reguest for Production #92 is attached.

Pursuant to §59.006, Texas Finance Code, you are hereby given notice of your rights as &
customer under §59.006(e). You, as a customer, bear the burden of preventing or limiting the
financial institiion's compliance with a record request subject to §59.006 by seeking an
appropriate vermedy, including filing a motion to quash the record request or a motion for a

" protective order. - Any motion filed shall be served on the financia! institution and the requesting
party before the date that compliance with the request is required. If we have not received your
consent form, as requestcd below, by December 19, 2011, we will file a motion seeking an in

camera inspection of the documents. The service addross for JP Morgan, the financial

ingtitution, is:

We reprosént Plaintiff Emilie Bl
v. JP Morgan Chase Bank N.A, Indivi

JP Mozgan Chuse Bank N.A.

c/o Patrick K. $heehan, Esq.
Hosmberger Sheehan Fuller & Beiter Inc.
The Quarry Heights Building
7373 Broadway, Suite 300
San Antonic, TX 78209
Fax; 210-271-1730

12377 Meric Peive, Suite 900 Dallns, Ty 75251, 3702
2165721700 £:234.572IM7 wwwlEDlowcom
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Pioneer Natural Resourees USA', Ine,.
November 17, 201) ' .
Page2 -

The service address for Plaintiff, the réquesting party, is:
 Eilie Blazo
¢lo Jim L. Flogle, Esq. -
Loewinsohn Fleglc Deary, LLP
12377 Merit Drive, Suite 500
7 Dallas TX 79251 -
Fax: 2145720717

1-82  P.019/023 FeBbd

Further, my olient requests your w:itten cunscntauthonzmg 1P Morgan to comply with
the request. A consent form is enolosed. 'If you wish to consent to the release of the records my
the attached consent form end return it to the undersigned by

client has requested, please execute
December 19, 2011,

If you have any questions, please do not hesiate to contact rae,

Very truly yours,

Jim L. Flegle
(214).572-1701

Email: jimf@LFDlaw.com

JLF/mY
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Pioneer Natural Resourm Usa, Inc
November- 17, 2011 S

Page 3
ca,.s.smmMaiuaé;_t;o;ree:ua-si;g@qngnw, .

have capacuv 1o act on: bchalf of Pioneer Natural Resources
In¢. consents to the release of the records regquested

and hercby amhonzes P Morgan to comply with
by the Request to the Plamuffs

-
USA, Inc.. Pmneer Natural Rcsoutccs USA.

by the Plaintiffs in Request for Production #92
the Request and provide any documerits coveted

"PI_ONE_E_R'.NATURAL RESOURCES USA, INC.

l".ri;’:ﬁd Name:
“Titler
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CAUSE NO. 2011-CL04747
EMILIE BLAZE, a 8 [N THE DISTRICT COURT OF
. : |
Plainiiff, §
: §
v § '

. . o § 2258 TUDICIAL DISTRICT
JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A., §
INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY AND AS §.

TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH TEXAS §
SYNDICATE TRUST and GARY P. AYMES, §
: _ , :

§ BEXAR COUNTY, TEXAS

Defendamts,

PLAINTIFF’S SECOND SET OF REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION 10 DEFENDANT
" P MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A., INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY
'AS TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH TEXAS SYNDICATE TRU

.. T0: Defendsut JP Morgan Chase Bastk, N.A., Individually/Corporately and as Trustee
of the South Texas Syndicste Trust, by and through its attomey of record, Patrick

K. Sheehan, Homberger Fuller Sheshan & Beiter Inc,, The Quarry Heights

" Building, 7373 Broadway, Suite 300, San Antonio, TX 78209 : _

(“Plaintiff”), hereby requests that Defendant JP Morgan Chase
outh Texas Syndicate Trust’

 Plaimiff Emilie Blaze
‘Bank, NA, hndividuslly/Corporately and as Trusiee of the §
(“Defendant”) produce the following described documents for ins;pecﬁoﬁ.and copying pursuant
o Tex. R, Giv. P. 196, at the offices of Loewinschn Flegle Deary, L.L:P., 12577 Merlt Drive,
(36) days'éf semce and that Defqnd;nt SBT;J'B

Suite 900, Dallas, Texas 75251-2224, within thitty
ant within thirty (30) days of

2 written response 1o this First Request For Production to Defend

service in accordance with the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure.

?ag‘e i1
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All docurnents sufficient io-idt_lify_.hn;y_.andia]l,ﬁt_is_i:i;sg or banking relationships by and

" between JP Motgen Chase Bank, N.A., or any of ils affilintes, subsidiaries, or divisions end sny

entity having a leasehold or other interest.in the Trust Asaets, inchufing but not limited so, the
following entities and any of ‘thelr affiliates, subsidiaries, divisicns, joirt venmure intesests,
parmerships, or other business relationships: ) '

(a) . Pionéer Namral Resourees;

(b)  Petrohawk Energy Carporatlon; and

(&) EOG Resources. : '

RESPONSE:

Page |9



Y R i b ey

11=18=11

16:08

I eemfy that on June 10 ?.011 rhiv. docum

Fron-Loewinsohn Flegts Deary L.L.P. . . 214 8721747 T-312  P.023/023 F-5d4

cnt was served on the following descn’bed

* parties in the_mannq mdlqawd b_elow.

Patrick K. Sheghan ViaFax
David Jed Willmms L
Mark A. Rendolph
Hornberger Faller Sheehan
&Beiterne. . 7 -
The Quarry Heights Buildmg
7373 Broadway, Suite 300
San Antonio, TX 78209

Michael J. Donley y
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TOEWINSOHN FLEGLE DEARY
' sz L LD :
November 18,2011

EOG Resources, Inc. : ' Vie Hand Delivery
¢fo C T Corporation System
350 North St. Paul 8t., Ste. 2900
Dallas, TX 75201 ‘

Re:  Notice of Record Request Pursuant fo §59.006, Texas Finance Code

To Whom It May Concern:

We represent Plaintiff Emilis Blaze in Cause No. 2011-C1-10977; John K Meyer. et al.

- v. JP Morgan Chase Bank N.A., Individually/Corporately and as Trustee of the South Texas

Syndicate Trust and Gary P. Aymes: in the 225th District Court, Bexar County, Texas

(“Litigation”). JP Morgan Chase Bank NA. (P Morgan™ has been sued
individually/corporately and in its capacity as Trustee of the South Texas Syndicate Trust.

EOG Resources, Inc.-as a customer of the financial instimation. A copy of our Request for
Production #92 is attached.

In the Litigation, my client has requested discovery of records of JP Morgas relating 10

. Pursuant to §59,006, Texes Finance Code, you are hereby given notice of your rights as a
customer under §59.006(e). You, as & customer, bear the binden of preventing or limiting the
finencial institution’s compliance with a record request subject to §59.006 by seeking an
appropriate Temedy, including filing a motion to quash the record request or a motion for a
protective order. Any motion filed shall be served on the financial institation and the requesting
party before the date that compliapce with the request is requircd, Jf we have not received your
consent form, as requested below, by December 15, 2011, we will file a motion secking an in
camera igspection’ of the documents, The service address for JP Morgan, the financial

institution, is:

JP Morgan Chase Bank N.A.

c/o Patriek K. Sheehan, Esq,
Homberger Sheehan Fuller & Beiter Inc.
The Quarry Heiglns Building
7373 Broadway, Suite 300
San Antonio, TX 78209
Fax: 210-271-1730

12377 Merit Drive, Suire 900 Dallas, Tracas 75251 3102
p1214.572,1700 £ 214.572.1712 wwwlFDlwcom
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EOG Resources, Inc.
November 18, 2011
Page2

The service address for Plamu.fftherequosnng party, is:

. EmilieBlaze 1
" dlo Jim L. Flogle, Bsg: -
Loewinsohn Flegle Deary, LLP.
12377 Merit Driva; Suits 900
" Dallas, TX 75251
_ - Fa:, 2145721717

: Further, my client requests your writtén consent authorizlng JP Morgen to comply with
the request, A consent forrn is enclosed. Lf you wish to condent to the elease of the records my
clicnt has vequested, please execute the attached consent form aod return it to the undersigned by

Decamber 19, 2011, ‘
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contactme.
Very truly yours,
9 YA
Yim L. Flogle

(214) 5721701 -
Email: {imf@L FDlaw.com

JLF/ml
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EOG Resources, Inc.
November 18, 2011
Page3d

Consent for J'PMorganto 'R.igléase'Ba;ii;ing Records

I, ; . 'have ‘capacity t0.act on behalf of BOG Resources, Inc.
EOG Resources, Ino, consents o the release‘of the. records reqiested by the Plaintiffs in Request
for Production #92 and hereby authorizes JP"Moxgan ‘to -comply Wwith the Request and provide
any documents covered by the Request to the Plaintiffs. ' :

'EOG RESOURCES, INC.

l By:

friﬁted Name:
Title:
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CAUSE NO, 2011.C104747

EMILIE BLAZE, - K IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF
Plsimiff, 8
' §

v. §

. , . § 225™ rUDICIAL DISTRICT
JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A., 4
INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY AND AS § .

TRUSTER OF THE SOUTH TEXAS §
SYNDICATE TRUST and GARY P, AYMES, §
Defendaits, § BEXAR COUNTY, TEXAS

' PLAMIFF’S SECOND SET OF REQUESTS FOR .I'RODUCHON TO DEFENDANT
JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A., MMUALLYICORPORATELY
AND AS TRUST SOUTH TEXAS D) CATE TRUSY

LoTO: Defendant Y¥ Morgan Chase Bank, N.A., Individualty/Corporately abd a3 Trustee

. of the South Texas Syndicate Trust, by and through i axomey of record, Pareick

K Sheehan, Hornberger Fuller Shechan & Befter Inc., The Quarry Heights

Building, 7373 Broadway, Suite 300, San Antanio, TX 78209
Plaintiff Emilic Blaze (“FPlaintiff”), hersby requests that Defendant JP Morgan Chase

Bank, N.A. Individually/Coiporotely and as Trustes of the South Texas Syndicate Trust
(“b'efg;:ﬂmr') ﬁroduca the following described documents for ihspecﬁon And copying pursnant
o 'i‘ax. R.Civ. P. !.95. as the offices of Loewinsohn Flegle Deary, L.L.P., 12377 Merit Drive,
Suite 900, Dallaﬁ, Texas 75251-2224, within thirty (30) days of semce and that Defendant serve
a written response to this First Request For Production to Defendant within hirty (30) days of

service in accordance with the Texes Rules of Civil Procedue.

Pa‘gell
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REQUESE FOR PRODQCTION 159
All dommem sufﬁcxent 10 idennfy iy and all busmess or banking relationships by and
berween JP Morgan Chase Bank, NLA., of Bny of its affiliares, subsidiaties, or divisions and any
exntity having a leasehold or othér aterest in the Trust Asséts, inchiding but not lumted to, the
following entities and any .of their aﬁmates substdlarm, dmsxaos, joirit venture interests,

partnerships, or-other busmess relauonshlps
(o) . Pionear Neatural Resources;
()  Petrohawk Energy Corporauo::, and
(© EOG Resotirces. : )

RESPONSE:

Page |9
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QI SERVICE

I certify t'nat on .Tuzw 10 2011 thls dommmnt was sewed on the followmg descnbed

pa:t.les nthe mm:r inﬂlmted below .
. .Pam&K.Sheehan 0 WiaPax

David Jed Williains e
Mark A, Rendolph
Homberger Fuller Sheehan
&BeitezInc, .~ -
The Quarry Heights Buildmg
7373 Broadway, Suite 300
San Antonio, TX. 78209

Michael . Donlcy_*y

Page N1



4TH COURT OF APPEALS  Fax:210-335-2762

COURT OF APPEALSR C°

Dec 23 2011 01:29m POG1/002

Wi EERERE RGN

2010C110977 -P000O76

ILED
ERK
UISTRECT CLEXAS

CATHERINE STONE FOURTH COURT OF APPEALS KEITH E. HOTTLE,

CHEEF JUSTICE EADENaREEves sTicE el OEC 29 AR 2% CLERK

KAREN ANGELINI 300 DOLOROSA, SUITE 3200

SANDEE BRYAN MARION SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS 782053037 NEPUTY

PHYLIS J. SPEEDLIN WWW 4THCOA COURTS.STATE.TX.US TELEPHONE

REBECCA SIMMONS - éq,\_/ (210) 3352635

STEVEN C. HILBIG

MARJALYN BARNARD RY: - FACSIMILE NO.
JUSTICES / (210) 335-2762

December 23, 2011

Dinah L. Gaines

Staff Attomey

Bexar County Civil District Courts
100 Dolorosa, Sujte B-23

San Antonio, TX 78205

George H. Spencer, Jr.

Clemens & Spencer, P.C.

112 East Pecan Street, Suite 1300
San Antonic, TX 78205-1512

Honarable Peter A. Sakai
Judge, 225th District Court
Bexar County Courthouse
100 Dolorosa, 2nd Floor
San Antonio, TX 78205

Patrick K. Sheehan

Homberger Sheehan Fuller & Beiter Incorporated
7373 Broadway, Suite 300

San Antonio, TX 78209 2

RE:  Court of Appeals Number:
Trial Court Case Number:

Donna Kay McKinney
Bexar County-District Clerk
101 W. Nueva

San Antonio, TX 78205

Honorable David A. Berchelmann, Jr.
Judge, 37th Judicial District Court
Bexar County Courthouse

100 Dolorosa

San Antonio, TX 78205

James L. Drought

Drought, Drought & Bobbitt, L.L.P.
2900 Weston Centre:

112 East Pecan Street

San Antonio, TX 78205

Richard Tinsman
Tinsman & Sciano, Inc.
10107 McAllister Freeway

,.-—- «_ San Antomio, TX 78216
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Style: I re JP Morgan Chase Bank, N.A., Individually/Corporately and as Trustee of the South

Texas Syndicate Trust and Gary P. Aymes, Relator

Enclosed please find the order which the Honorable Court of Appeals has issued in reference to
the above styled and numbeted cause.

If you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Very truly yours,
KEITH E. HOTTLE, CLERK

Deputy Clerk, Ext. 3221
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(Consolidated Under)

CAUSE NO. 2010-CI-10977

JOHN K. MEYER, ET AL. § IN THE DISTRICT COURT
Plaintiffs, §
VS. b ) - —
| : =3
JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A. § r;_J ©
INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY § 225™ JUDICIAL DISTRICTC '3 r&,’
AND AS TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH § = o
TEXAS SYNDICATE TRUST § X
and GARY P. AYMES, § £
Defendants. § BEXAR COUNTY, TEXA &
MOTION TO ENTER ORDERS

(ON PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO COMPEL)

TO THE HONORABLE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:

Now come John K. Meyer, John Meyer, Jr., Theodore Meyer, and Emilie
Blaze, Plaintiffs in the above-styled and numbered cause, and file this Motion to

Enter Orders on Plaintiffs’ Motion to Compel, and would respectfully show unto the

Court the following:
1. On November 8, 2011, the Court heard Plaintiffs’ Motions to Compel

and made certain orders. On November 18, 2011, Plaintiffs submitted to Defendants
proposed Orders with the request to approve as to form, attached hereto as Exhibit
“A”. Thereafter, on orabout November 30, 2011, Defendants submitted an alternate
version of the proposed Orders attached hereto as Exhibit “B”.

2. The parties have not been able to agree on the form of Order.

Wherefore, Plaintiffs request that the Court enter the orders attached as Exhibit “A”.

Meyer\Motion to Enter Orders - Plaintiff's Motion to Compel.wpd 1
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Respectfully submitted,

David R. Deary

Jim L. Flegle

Michael J. Donley

LOEWINSOHN, FLEGLE, DEARY,
L.L.P.

12377 Merit Drive, Suite 900
Dallas, Texas 75251

Telephone: (214) 572-1700
Facsimile: (214) 572-1717

Richard Tinsman
TINSMAN & SCIANQO, INC.
10107 McAllister Fwy

San Antonio, Texas 78216
Telephone: (210) 225-3121
Facsimile: (210) 225-6235

CLEMENS & SPENCER, P.C.

112 East Pecan Street, Suite 1300
San Antonio, Texas 78205
Telephone: (210) 227-7121
Facsimile: (210) 227-0732

DROUGHT, DROUGHT & BOBBITT,
LLP

2900 Weston Centre

112 East Pecan Street

San Antonio, Texas 78205

(210) 225-4031 Telephone

(210) 222-0586 Telecopier

Jami#s L. Drought
ate Bar No. 06135000
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFFS

MeyeriMotion o Enter Orders - Plaintiff's Motion to Compel.wpd 2



FIAT
You are hereby notified that a hearing has been scheduled on Motion to Enter
Orders (on Plaintiffs’ Motion to Compel) in the above captioned cause, on the 29"
day of December, 2011 at 10:00 a.m. in the 37" District Court, Bexar County

Courthouse, San Antonio, Texas.

Signed this day of OEC 5 0 20m 591

DAVID A, BERCHELMARN, JR.

PRESIDING JUDGE
Presidingtiadgesy COURY

BEXAR COUNTY, TEXAS

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
| hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been sent by:

U.S. Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested to:
i Facsimile to:
- First Class Mail to:
Hand Delivery to:
Mr. Patrick K. Sheehan
Mr. David Jed Williams
Mr. Mark A. Randolph
Hornberger Sheehan Fuller & Beiter, Inc.
The Quarry Heights Building
7373 Broadway, Suite 300
San Antonio, TX 78209

on this the 20" day of December, 2011.

J@;&ught

MeyeriMotion to Enter Orders - Plaintiffs Motion to Compel.wpd 3




2010-CI-10977

JOHN K. MEYER, et al IN THE DISTRICT COURT

vs. 225" JUDICIAL DISTRICT

JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A,,
INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY AND

AS TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH TEXAS §
SYNDICATE TRUST and GARY P. AYMES § BEXAR COUNTY, TEXAS

§
§
§
§
§
§

ORDER ON MEYER’S MOTION TO COMPEL REGARDING DEFENDANTS’
OBJECTIONS TO MEYER'S SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES

On the 8" day of November, 2011, the Court heard John Meyer’s Motion to
Compel. At the presentation of the Motion to Compel, Plaintiff Meyer, by and
through counsel, presented the court with a Summary of the Interrogatories by
category and number that Plaintiff Meyer was requesting a ruling on. The Court,
after hearing argument of Counsel for Plaintiffs and Defendants, is of the opinion

that the following orders should be entered. It is therefore, ORDERED:

No. Topic
1-9 Amount of bonus and delay rentals received regarding the Activa,

Elsworth, Petrohawk and Bishop Leases (9 leases)

Defendants objections are: OVERRULED

Further holding of the Court: Defendants announced that they were
not waiving their objection regarding the Mandamus and that they
wanted to produce the information subject to a confidentiality order.
The Court found that to be “fair enough” and found that to be
acceptable and subject to that announcement and the condition of the
confidentiality order, overruled Defendants objections and assuming

EXHIBIT A




10

11

12

13

14

15

the Court of Appeals denied the mandamus. The Defendants provided
a new confidentiality order and stated on the record the revision that
had been made as compared to one previously provided to Plaintiffs.
Plaintiff’s counsel, George Spencer, represented to the Court that if
what the Defendants represented was the only change made by
Defendants, it would be acceptable to Plaintiffs.

Did JPM tell any beneficiary the terms of the 9 leases?

Defendants objections are: GRANTED

Further holding of the Court: Defendants do not have to produce at
this point, but Plaintiffs can reurge in the future.

Individuals JPM contacted regarding the negotiation of the 9
leases

Defendants objections are: OVERRULED

Further holding of the Court: Defendants need to start working on it.

JPM representatives involved re: negotiation of the 9 leases

Defendants objections are: OVERRULED

Further holding of the Court: Defendants announced they could agree
and the Court overruled the objections.

Names of JPM committees who reviewed the 9 leases

Defendants objections are: OVERRULED

Further holding of the Court: Defendants announced they could agree
and the Court overruled the objections.

[skip]

Annual amount of fees charged to the trust

Defendants objections are: OVERRULED




Further holding of the Court: Defendants announced this information
was already produced, therefore, the Court overrules the objections
and further orders the Defendants to identify where the information
was produced.

16 Names of petroleum engineer providing reports

Defendants objections are: OVERRULED

Further holding of the Court: Defendants announced they could agree
if so ordered by a higher court, therefore, the Court overrules
Defendants objections.

17 Names of geologist providing reports
Same ruling as 16.
18 Names of person who evaluated the STS minerals

Defendants objections are: OVERRULED.

Further holding of the Court: Defendants announced they were not
aware of any responsive information, but would check.

19-20 Identify policy manuals
Defendants objections are: OVERRULED

Signed this the day of November, 201 1.

Hon. David Berchelmann
Judge Presiding



APPROVED AS TO FORM ONLY:

Mark A. Randolph

Patrick K. Sheehan

David Jed Williams

HORNBERGER SHEEHAN
FULLER & BEITER, INC.

7373 Broadway, Ste. 300

San Antonio, Texas 78209
ATTORNEYS FOR JP MORGAN AND
GARY AYMES

George H. Spencer, Jr.
CLEMENS & SPENCER

112 E. Pecan Street, Suite 1300
San Antonio, Texas 78205

James L. Drought

DROUGHT, DROUGHT & BOBBITT, LLP
112 East Pecan Street, Suite 2900

San Antonio, Texas 78205

Richard Tinsman

TINSMAN & SCIANO, INC.

10107 McAllister Freeway

San Antonio, Texas 78216
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFFS,

JOHN K, MEYER, JOHN K. MEYER, JR.
AND THEODORE F. MEYER



David R. Deary

Jim L. Flegle

Michael J. Donley
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Dallas, Texas 75251

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF,
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(Consolidated Under)
CAUSE NO. 2010-CI-10977

JOHN K. MEYER, ET AL, IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF

Plaintiffs,

JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A.,
INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY AND
AS TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH TEXAS
SYNDICATE TRUST AND GARY P.
AYMES, '

225" JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SON WO LON LON WO WOD LON L0 WON WON Wn

Defendants. BEXAR COUNTY, TEXAS

ORDER ON MEYER'’S MOTION TO COMPEL REGARDING DEFENDANTS’
OBJECTIONS TO MEYER’S SECOND AND THIRD REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION

On the 8" day of November, 2011, the Court heard John Meyer’s Motion to Compel. At
the presentation of the Motion to Compel, Plaintiff Meyer, by and through counsel, presented the
Court with a Summary of the Requests at issue by category and number. The Court, after
hearing argument of Counsel for Plaintiffs and Defendants, made the following rulings. It is

therefore, ORDERED:

No. Topic
3 - Documents re: ordinary v, extraordinary services:

Defendants’ objections are; OVERRULED

The Court orders Defendants to produce.

6-10 Correspondence between JPM and the beneficiaries
Plaintiff did not request a ruling at this time.

11 STS Tax Returns

Defendants® objections are: OVERRULED

The Court orders Defendants to produce.



12-14 Correspondence with third parties

Defendants’ objections are: SUSTAINED

Plaintiff can reurge this request at a later time.
15-16 Correspondence between JPM representatives

Defendants’ objections are: OVERRULED

Defendants are ordered to confer with Plaintiff regarding appropriate search
terms.

17-21 667a Activa Leases

(1 With regard to the Qil and Gas Leases, Defendants’ objections are:
OVERRULED

The Court orders Defendants to produce.

2) With regard to bonuses and delay rentals, Defendants’ objections
are: OVERRULED

The Court orders Defendants to produce.

(3) With regard to division orders, Defendants’ objections are:
OVERRULED

The Court orders Defendants to produce.

€] With regard to what JP MORGAN relied on, Defendants’
objections are: OVERRULED

The Court orders Defendants to produce.

2226 483ac Elsworth Lease
Same ruling as for 17-21.
27-31 12,772ac Petrohawk Lease

Same ruling as for 17-21.



32-36

37-41

42-46

47-51

52-56

57-61

62

63

64

65

12,073ac Petrohawk Lease
Same ruling as for 17-21.
16,903ac Petrohawk Lease
Same ruling as for 17-21.
15,456ac Petrohawk Lease
Same ruling as for 17-21.
3,845ac Petrohawk Lease
Same ruling as for 17-21.
18,473ac Petrohawk Lease
Same ruling as for 17-21.
750ac Bishop Lease

Same ruling as for 17-21.
Other STS Leases

Same ruling as for 17-21.
Copies of checks received by JPM

Defendants® objections are: OVERRULED

The Court orders Defendants to produce for the period of January 1, 2008 to date.
Documents showing distribution of income to beneficiaries

Defendants’ objections are: OVERRULED

The Court orders Defendants to produce for the period of January 1, 2008 to date.

Annual Fee Schedule

Defendants’ objections are; OVERRULED

The Court orders Defendants to produce for schedules applicable in Texas for the
period of January 1, 2008 to date.



67

68

69

70-72

73-74

75-76

77-78

79

Fees charged

Defendants’ objections are: SUSTAINED

Plaintiff can reurge this request at a later time.

Tax Opinions

This request is deferred until a hearing on Defendants’ claims of privilege.
Audits

Defendants’ objections are: OVERRULED

The Court orders Defendants to produce, if any exist.
Annual Reports and Accountings sent to Beneficiaries

Defendants’ objections are: OVERRULED

The Court orders Defendants to produce for the period of January 1, 2001 to
present.

Policy Manuals regarding administration of trust and minerals

Defendants’ objections are: OVERRULED

The Court orders Defendants to produce any policy manuals that employees
follow who administer the STS Trust.

Invoices from attorneys, accountants and others regarding work performed
This request is deferred until a hearing on Defendants’ claims of privilege.
Reports prepared by Joseph Finger

Defendants’ objections are: OVERRULED

The Court orders Defendants to produce.
STS Certificates of Beneficial Interests

Defendants’ objections are: SUSTAINED

Plaintiff can reurge this request at a later time.



80-81 Lease maps

Defendants’ objections are: OVERRULED

The Court orders Defendants to produce.
82 Division Orders

Defendants® objections are: OVERRULED

The Court orders Defendants to produce.

83 Carneiro Chumney Statements

Defendants’ objections are: OVERRULED

The Court orders Defendants to produce.
84 2009 and 2010 Bank Statements

Defendants’ obiections are: OVERRULED

The Court orders Defendants to produce.

85 Schedule of Fees for Administering Trusts
Plaintiff did not request a ruling at this time.

86 Legal Opinions paid for with trust funds
Plaintiff did not request a ruling at this time.

87 Correspondence from beneficiaries
Plaintiff did not request a ruling at this time.

88-89 Petroleum engineer reports and correspondence

Defendants’ objections are;: OVERRULED

The Court orders Defendants to produce.



90-91 Geologist reports and correspondence

Defendants’ objections are; OVERRULED

The Court orders Defendants to produce.

92 Evaluation reports

Defendants’ objections are: SUSTAINED

Plaintiff can reurge this request at a later time.

93 Names of beneficiaries and number of shares owned by each

Plaintiff did not request a ruling at this time.

Signed this the day of November, 2011.

APPROVED AS TO FORM ONLY:

Mark A. Randolph

Patrick K. Sheehan

David Jed Williams

HORNBERGER SHEEHAN

FULLER & BEITER, INC.

7373 Broadway, Ste. 300

San Antonio, Texas 78209
ATTORNEYS FOR JP MORGAN AND
GARY AYMES

George H. Spencer, Jr.
CLEMENS & SPENCER

112 E. Pecan Street, Suite 1300
San Antonio, Texas 78205

Hon. David Berchelmann
Judge Presiding



James L. Drought

DROUGHT, DROUGHT & BOBBITT, LLP
112 East Pecan Street, Suite 2900
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Richard Tinsman

TINSMAN & SCIANO, INC.

10107 McAllister Freeway

San Antonio, Texas 78216

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFFS,

JOHN K. MEYER, JOHN K. MEYER, JR.
AND THEODORE F. MEYER

David R. Deary

Jim L. Flegle

Michael J. Donley

LOEWINSOHN, FLEGLE, DEARY LLP
12377 Merit Dr., Ste. 900

Dallas, Texas 75251

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF,
EMILIE BLAZE



2010-CI-10977

JOHN K. MEYER, et al § IN THE DISTRICT COURT

vs. §  225™ JUDICIAL DISTRICT
‘ §

JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A,, §

INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY AND  §

AS TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH TEXAS §
SYNDICATE TRUST and GARY P. AYMES § BEXAR COUNTY, TEXAS

ORDER ON MEYER’S MOTION TO COMPEL REGARDING DEFENDANTS’
OBJECTIONS TO MEYER’S SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES

On the 8" day of November, 2011, the Court heard John Meyer’s Motion to
Compel. At the presentation of the Motion to Compel, Plaintiff Meyer, by and
through counsel, presented the court with a Summary of the Interrogatories by
category and number that Plaintiff Meyer was requesting a ruling on. The Court,
after hearing argument of Counsel for Plaintiffs and Defendants, is of the opinion

that the following orders should be entered. It is therefore, ORDERED:

No. Topic
1-9 Amount of bonus and delay rentals received regarding the Activa,

Elsworth, Petrohawk and Bishop Leases (9 leases)

Holding of the Court: Defendants announced that they were not
waiving their objection regarding the Mandamus and that they wanted
to produce the information subject to a confidentiality order. The
Court found that to be “fair enough” and found that to be acceptable
and subject to that announcement and the condition of the
confidentiality order, ordered that Defendants respond to the
interrogatories assuming the Court of Appeals denied the mandamus.
The Defendants provided a new confidentiality order and stated on the

(EXHIBITE



10

11

12

13

14

15

record the revision that had been made as compared to one previously
provided to Plaintiffs.  Plaintiff’s counsel, George Spencer,
represented to the Court that if what the Defendants represented was
the only change made by Defendants, it would be acceptable to
Plaintiffs.

Did JPM tell any beneficiary the terms of the 9 leases?

Defendants objections are: GRANTED

Further holding of the Court: Defendants do not have to produce at
this point, but Plaintiffs can reurge in the future.

Individuals JPM contacted regarding the negotiation of the 9
leases

Defendants objections are: OVERRULED

Further holding of the Court: Defendants need to start working on it.

JPM representatives involved re: negotiation of the 9 leases

Holding of the Court: Defendants announced they could agree to
provide the information requested in the Interrogatory.

Names of JPM committees who reviewed the 9 leases

Holding -of the Court: Defendants announced they could agree to
provide the information requested in the Interrogatory.

[skip]
Annual amount of fees charged to the trust

Holding of the Court: Defendants announced this information was

already produced. The Court orders the Defendants to identify where
the information was produced.



16 Names of petroleum engineer providing reports

Holding of the Court: Defendants announced they could agree to
answer the Interrogatory.

17 Names of geologist providing reports
Same ruling as 16.
18 Names of person who evaluated the STS minerals

Holding of the Court: Defendants announced they were not aware of
any responsive information, but would check.

19-20 Identify policy manuals

Defendants objections are: OVERRULED

Signed this the day of November, 2011.

Hon. David Berchelmann
Judge Presiding
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Mark A. Randolph
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(Consolidated Under)
CAUSE NO. 2010-CI1-10977

JOHN K. MEYER, ET AL., § IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF

§
Plaintiffs, §
. §
JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A., §

INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY AND § 225% JUDICIAL DISTRICT
AS TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH TEXAS §
SYNDICATE TRUST AND GARY P. §
AYMES, §
§

Defendants. § BEXAR COUNTY, TEXAS

ORDER ON MEYER’S MOTION TO COMPEL REGARDING DEFENDANTS’
OBJECTIONS TO MEYER’S SECOND AND THIRD REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION

On the 8" day of November, 2011, the Court heard John Meyer’s Motion to Compel. At

| the presentation of the Motion to Compel, Plaintiff Meyer, by and through counsel, presented the

Court with a Summary of the Requests at issue by category and number. The Court, after

hearing argument of Counsel for Plaintiffs and Defendants, made the following rulings. It is
therefore, ORDERED as follows:

Subject to the outcome of Defendants’ mandamus regarding its request for abatement of

the lawsuit, the parties are ordered to confer and attempt to agree upon search terms, time

frames, list of custodians and other necessary limitations as to the scope of discovery regarding

electronically stored information. Subject to this general limitation, it further is further

ORDERED:
No. Topic
3 Documents re: ordinary v. extraordinary services:

Defendants agreed to produce responsive documents.



6-10

11

12-14

15-16

17-21

22-26

27-31

32-36

37-41

Correspondence between JPM and the beneficiaries
Plaintiff did not request a ruling at this time.
STS Tax Returns

Subject to the entry of a confidentiality order, Defendants agreed to produce
responsive documents,

Correspondence with third parties

The Court denied the motion to compel.

Plaintiff can reurge this request at a later time.
Correspondence between JPM representatives

Defendants are ordered to confer with Plaintiff regarding appropriate search
terms.

667a Activa Leases

Subject to Defendants’ objections and the entry of a confidentiality order,
Defendants agreed to produce the lease and responsive summary documents. The
Court overruled Defendants’ objections regarding the production of the division
order and ordered the production of the division order. The Court further ordered
Defendants to produce documents relied on by Defendants in entering into the
lease after the parties confer regarding appropriate search terms.

483ac Elsworth Lease

Same as for 17-21.

12,772ac Petrohawk Lease

Same ruling as for 17-21.

12,073ac Petrohawk Lease

Same ruling as for 17-21.

16,903ac Petrohawk Lease

Same ruling as for 17-21.



42-46

47-51

52-56

57-61

62

63

64

65

67

68

15,456ac Petrohawk Lease
Same ruling as for 17-21.
3,845ac Petrohawk Lease
Same ruling as for 17-21.
18,473ac Petrohawk Lease
Same ruling as for 17-21.
750ac Bishop Lease

Same ruling as for 17-21.
Other STS Leases

Subject to Defendants” objections and the entry a confidentiality order,
Defendants agreed to produce the responsive leases.

Copies of checks received by JPM

Subject to Defendants’ objections and the entry a confidentiality order,
Defendants agreed to produce responsive checks for the period of January 1, 2008
to date.

Documents showing distribution of income to beneficiaries

The Court orders Defendants to produce checks responsive to the request for the
currently joined Plaintiffs for the period of January 1, 2008 to date.

Annual Fee Schedule

The Court orders Defendants to produce fee schedules applicable in Texas for the.
period of January 1, 2008 to date.

Fees charged
Motion to Compe! is denied at present.
Tax Opinions

This request is deferred until a hearing on Defendants’ claims of privilege.



69

70-72

73-74

75-76

77-78

79

86-81

82

83

Audits

Defendants’ objections are: OVERRULED

The Court orders Defendants to produce, if any exist.
Annual Reports and Accountings sent to Beneficiaries

Defendants agreed to bates-stamp and produce responsive documents that have
been previously provided to counsel for Plaintiffs.

Policy Manuals regarding administration of trust and minerals

The Court orders Defendants to produce any policy manuals that employees who
administer the STS Trust follow.

Invoices from attorneys, accountants and others regarding work performed
This request is deferred until a hearing on Defendants’ claims of privilege.
Reports prepared by Joseph Finger

The Court orders Defendants to produce reports prepared by Joseph Finger.

STS Certificates of Beneficial Interests

The Court did not rule specifically on the objections, but held that Defendants did
not have to produce the certificates. Plaintiff can reurge this request at a later
time.

Lease maps

Defendants’ objections are: OVERRULED

The Court orders Defendants to produce.

Division Orders

The Court orders Defendants to produce division orders for the nine leases
previously addressed in Requests 17 - 61.

Carneiro Chumney Statements

Defendants’ objections are: OVERRULED

The Court orders Defendants to produce.



.84 2009 and 2010 Bank Statements

Defendants’ objections are: OVERRULED

The Court orders Defendants to Bates-Stamp and produce the previously provided
tust statements.

85 Schedule of Fees for Administering Trusts
Plaintiff did not request a ruling at this time.

86 Legal Opinions paid for with trust funds
Plaintiff did not request a ruling at this time.

87 Correspondence from beneficiaries
Plaintiff did not request a ruling at this time.

88-89 Petroleum engineer reports and correspondence

Defendants’ objections are: OVERRULED

The Court orders Defendants to produce.

90-91 Geologist reports and correspondence

Defendants’ objections are: OQVERRULED

The Court orders Defendants to produce responsive documents after the parties
confer on search terms for the request.

922 Evaluation reports

Defendants’ objections are: SUSTAINED

Plaintiff can reurge this request at a later time.
93 Names of beneficiaries and number of shares owned by each

Plaintiff did not request a ruling at this time.



Signed this the day of November, 2011.

The foregoing order is subject to the Defendants’ right to request relief regarding the cost to
respond to the discovery requests and the payment of such cost under their Motion(s) for
Protective Order after the parties have conferred regarding search terms, time frames, list of
custodians and other necessary limitations as to .the scope of discovery regarding electronically

stored information.

Hon. David Berchelmann
Judge Presiding
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Mark A. Randolph
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James L. Drought
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CAUSE NO. 2010-CI-10977 2010¢110977 -PORRTY
JOHN K. MEYER, ET AL, § IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF
§
Plaintiffs, &
§
JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A_, §
INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY AND  § -’ _ 225" JUDICIAL DISTRICT
AS TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH TEXAS s
SYNDICATE TRUST AND GARY P. §
AYMES, §
§
§ BEXAR COUNTY, TEXAS

Defendants.

PLAINTIFFS’ RESPONSE TO EOG RESOURCES, INC.’S
MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER

Plaintiffs hereby file this Response to EOG Resources, Inc.’s ( OG”) Mohon for

,<
Protective Order and would respectfully show the Court as follows: ‘
I

FACTUAL AND PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

A. The Instant Action

This lawsuit involves the administration of the South Texas SJnT“
Trust™). Defendant JP Morgan Chase Bank, N.A. (“JP Morgan™) is the current Trustee of the
STS Trust. Plaintiffs, beneficiaries of the STS trust, have sued Defendants because of
Defendants’ pattern of neglect, mismanagement and torticus behavior that has caused millions of
dollars of damage to the STS Trust assets and estate.

B. Relevance and STS Beneficiaries’ Right to the Documents

Part of the damage to the STS Trust was caused by Defendants’ interactions and business

dealings with third partics, including EOG. For example, in their Amended Petition, among



many other violations, Plaintiffs specifically allege Defendants violated their fiduciary duties by
actions taken and not taken in filing, litigating and settling an action against Pioneer Natural
Resources USA, Inc. and EOG, previously pending as Cause No. 09-04-00036-CVL; JP Morgan
Chase Bank, N.A., in its capacity as Trusiee of the South Texas Syndicate Trust v. Pioneer
Natural Resources USA, Inc. and EQOG Resources, Inc., in the 218th Judicial District Court,
LaSalle County, Texas. Am. Pet. at7,9, 12.

Additionally, upon information and belief, JP Morgan has relationships with EOG that
create conflicts of interest that JP Morgan has a duty to disclose. JP Morgan has failed to
disclose thase relationships as required by the Texas Trust law,

The STS Beneficiaries are entitled to this information becausc of their rights under the
Texas Rules of Civil Procedure and Texas Trust law.

C. The Discovery Request

During discovery, Plaintiffs requested documents related to the business and banking
relationships between Defendants and a limited number of third parties. The document request
at issue reads as follows:

All documents sufficient to identify any and all business or banking relationships
by and between JP Morgan Chase Bank, N.A., or any of its affiliates, subsidiaries,
or divisions and any entity having a leasehold or other interest in the Trust Assets,
including but not limited to, the following entities and any of their affiliates,
subsidiaries, divisions, joini venture interests, partnerships, or other business
relationships:

(a) Pioncer Natural Resources;
(b) Petrohawk Energy Corporation; and
() EOG Resources.



D. Plaintiffs Have Complied with Tex. Fin. Code § 59.006

Because Defendants objected in part that the request sought documents consisting of
banking records related to third parties, Plaintiffs strictly complied with the process set out in
Tex. Fin. Code § 59.006 and provided EOG with notice of the request and epportunity to
consent. As a result of Plaintiffs’ notice, and without contacting counsel for Plaintiffs, EOG
filed its Motion.

IL

ARGUMENTS AND AUTHORITIES

Plaintiffs’ request is limited 1o documents sufficient to identify the relationship between
Defendants and EOG. The request is narrowly tailored to the specific issues in this litigation -
conflicts of interest and Defendants’ actions with respect to the administration of the STS Trust.
The request is therefore not overly broad, vague, or ambiguous.' Accordingly, the Court should
deny EOG’s Motion. |

To the extent that EQG is concerned about the confidentiality of its documents, a
protective order has been entered in this casec that will adequately protect any proprietary
information.  Plaintiffs are not competitors to EOG, so any concern about proprietary
information being disclosed to competitors is without merit. Additionally, counsel for Plaintiffs
is willing to work with EOG’s counsel and Defendants’ counsel to determine what information

could be redacted without impacting the substance of the relevant information.

' To date, Defendants have failed to comply with their discovery obligations by stating the specific basis
for their objections and the extent to which they refuse to comply. See TEX. R. CIV. P. 193.2(a); /n re
CI Host, Inc., 92 S.W.3d 514, 516-517 (Tex. 2002); In re Exmark Mfg. Co., 299 $.W.3d 519, 524 (Tex.
App. — Corpus Christi, 2009, no pet.). Moreover, Defendants have refused to produce those documents
that are not covered by the Tex. Fin. Code § 59.006.



Because Plaintiffs have a right to the documents under the TRCP and Texas Trust law,

and because adequate protections are in place, the Court should deny EOG’s Motion.

I11.

REQUEST FOR RELIEF

For the reasons described in this Response, Plaintiffs respectfully request that the Court

deny EOG’s Motion for Protective Order.



DATE: December 28, 2011.
Respectfully submitted,
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the above and foregoing instrument has
been served on the below listed counsel of record via the method indicated, this 28th day of
December 2011:

Patrick K. Sheehan Via Facsimile
David Jed Williams

Mark A. Randolph

Hornberger Sheehan Fuller

& Beiter Inc,

The Quarry Heights Building

7373 Broadway, Suite 300

San Antonio, TX 78209

Ronald A. Simank Via Facsimile

Schauer & Simank, P.C.
615 North Upper Broadway, Suite 2000

Corpus Christi, TX 78401

J ames L. Drought




JOHN K. MEYER, ET AL.

VS.

JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A.
INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY
AND AS TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH
TEXAS SYNDICATE TRUST AND
GARY P. AYMES

LG T

2010CI10977 -POQOG3

CAUSE NO. 2010-CI-10977
IN THE DISTRICT COURT

225™ JUDICIAL DISTRICT

BEXAR COUNTY, TEXAS

LN LGN U LN LN LD U LoD U

PIONEER NATURAL RESOURCES USA, INC.'s
MOTION FOR PROTECTION FROM DISCOVERY NOTICE

NOW COMES Pioneer Natural Resources USA, Inc. (Pioneer) and files its

Motion for Protection from a Notice of Record Request served by Plaintiffs pursuant to

§59.006 of the Texas Finance Code, and in support of its Motion Pioneer shows as

follows:

iF

2.

{01732461.D0C/ } 1

Pioneer is not a party to this lawsuit.

Plaintiffs served the attached Notice of Record Request Pursuant to §59.006

of the Texas Finance Code {Notice).

According to the Notice, Plaintiffs seek to obtain Pioneer's consent to release

its financial records maintained by the Defendant, JP Morgan Chase Bank,

N.A.

A trial court may issue an order protecting a non-party from a discovery
request that invades personal, constitutional or property rights, or is undulyﬂ

burdensome, unnecessarily expensive and/or harassmg TRG‘EﬂLQg\S(b
the nefds I
Ly}

[ o}

- 7
]

The court has the authority to limit the scope of dlscovery bas

and circumstances of the case. TRCP 192 cmt. 7. _
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. D
oy
w
~d

~1Z 030 1102
PN



5. Pioneer asks the Court for a Protective Order because the request for
documents in Plaintiffs’ Notice is overly broad. A discovery request must be
reasonably tailored to include only relevant matters. /n re Am. Optical Corp.,
988 S.W.2d 711, 713 (Tex. 1998).

6. In this instance, Plaintiffs ask for “all documents sufficient to identify any and

all business or banking relationships by and between JP Morgan Chase

Bank, N.A., or any of its affiliates, subsidiaries, or divisions and any entity

having a leasehold or other interest in the Trust Assets (JP Morgan), including

but not iimited to, the following entities and any of their affiliates, subsidiaries,
divisions, joint venture interests, partnerships, or other business relationships:
a. Pioneer Natural Resources;
b. Petrohawk Energy Corporation; and
c. EOG Resources.

7. Pioneer further objects to Plaintiffs’ request as vague, not reasonably limited
in time or scope, and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
relevant or admissible evidence.

8. Pioneer asks for a Protective Order because the request for documents in
Plaintiffs’ Notice asks for extensive sensitive banking information that should
not be disclosed in the underlying lawsuit. Plaintiffs’ request constitutes an
invasion of Pioneer's right to private and confidential banking information.
TRCP 192.6(b).

9. Pioneer does not consent to the release of its confidential, proprietary, private

and privileged information maintained by JP Morgan.

{01732461.D0C /) 2



WHEREFORE, Pioneer Natural Resources USA, Inc. asks the Court to enter a
Protective Order from the release of its banking information, and for all other relief to
which this Defendant is entitled.

Respectfully submitted,

e

David L. Ortega )

State Bar No. 00791377

Naman, Howell, Smith & Lee, PLLC
10001 Reunion Place, Suite #600
San Antonio, Texas 78216
Telephone: 210-731-6353
Facsimile: 210-785-2953

ATTORNEYS FOR PIONEER NATURAL
RESOURCES USA, INC.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that a copy of the above and foreg(.}oing was served in compliance
with the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure on this the 21° day of December, 2011 to the
following counsel of record:

Mr. Jim L. Flegle

Loewinsohn Flegle Deary, LLP
12377 Merit Drive, Suite #900
Dallas, Texas 75251

Mr. Patrick K. Sheehan
Mr. Mark A. Randolph
Hornberger Sheehan Fuller & Beiter Incorporated

7373 Broadway, Suite #300

San Antonio, Texas 78209
David L. Ortega Y

{01732461.D0C /) 3
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LQEWINSOHN FLEGLE DEARY

Ses———— |- L P e —

November 18, 2011

Pioneer Natural Resources USA, Inc. Via Hand Delivery
¢/o C T Corporation System

350 North St. Paul St., Ste. 2900

Dallas, TX 75201

Re:  Notice of Record Request Pursuant to §59.006, Texas Finance Code
To Whom It May Concemn:

We represent Plaintiff Emilie Blaze in Cause No. 2011-CI-10977; John K. Meyer, et ai.
v. JP Morgan Chase Bank N.A., Individually/Corporately and as Trustee of the South Texas
Syndicate Trust and Gary P. Aymes; in the 225th District Court, Bexar County, Texas
(“Litigation™). JP Morgan Chase Bank N.A. (“JP Morgan”) has been sued
individually/corporately and in its capacity as Trustee of the South Texas Syndicate Trust.

In the Litigation, my client has requested discovery of records of JP Morgan relating to
Pioneer Natural Resources USA, Inc. as a customer of the financial institution. A copy of our
Request for Production #92 is attached.

Pursuant to §59.006, Texas Finance Code, you are hereby given notice of your rights as a
customer under §59.006(¢). You, as a customer, bear the burden of preventing or limiting the
financial institution’s compliance with a record request subject to §59.006 by seekmg an
appropriate remedy, including filing a motion to quash the record request or a motion for a
protective order. Any motion filed shall be served on the financial institution and the requesting
party before the date that compliance with the request is required. If we have not received your
consent form, as requested below, by December 19, 2011, we will file a motion seeking an in
camera :nspectlon of the documents. The service address for JP Morgan, the financial
institution, is:

JP Morgan Chase Bank N.A.

c/o Patrick K. Sheehan, Esq.
Hornberger Sheehan Fuller & Beiter Inc.
The Quarry Heights Building
7373 Broadway, Suite 300
San Antonio, TX 78209
Fax: 210-271-1730

12377 Merit Drive, Suite 900 Daltas, Texas 75251 - 3102
M 2145721700 £213.572.1717 wwwLFOlawcom
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. Pioneer Natural Resources USA, Inc.
November 17, 2011
Page 2

The service address for Plaintiff, the requesting party, is:

Emilie Blaze
¢/o Jim L. Flegle, Esq.
Loewinsohn Flegle Deary, LLP
12377 Merit Drive, Suite 900
Dallas, TX 75251
Fax: 214-572-1717

Further, my client requests your written consent authorizing JP Morgan to comply with
the request. A consent form is enclosed. If you wish to consent to the release of the records my

client has requested, please execute the attached consent form and return it to the undersigned by
December 19, 2011.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.
Very truly yours,
Jim L. Flegle

(214) 572-1701
Email: jimf@LFDlaw.com

ILF/mlj



. Pioneer Natural Resources USA, Inc.
November 17, 2011
Page 3

Consent for JP Morgan to Release Banking Records

I, ' » have capacity to act on behalf of Pioneer Natural Resources
USA, Inc.. Pioneer Natural Resources USA, Inc. consents to the release of the records requested
by the Plaintiffs in Request for Production #92 and hereby authorizes JP Morgan to comply with
the Request and provide any documents covered by the Request to the Plaintiffs.

PIONEER NATURAL RESOURCES USA, INC.

By:

Printed Name:
Title:
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CAUSE NO. 2011-CI-04747

EMILIE BLAZE, IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF

Plaintiff,

V.
: 225™ TUDICIAL DISTRICT
JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A.,
INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY AND AS
TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH TEXAS
SYNDICATE TRUST and GARY P. AYMES,

Defendants.

T con 07 S0P COB WON COR L0 <07 LR 0N OB CO%

BEXAR COUNTY, TEXAS

PLAINTIFF’S SECOND SET OF REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION TO DEFENDANT
JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A., INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY
AND AS TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH TEXAS SYNDICATE TRUST

TO: Defendant JP Morgan Chase Bank, N.A., Indmclua]lleorporately and as Trustee
of the South Texas Syndicate Trust, by and through its attorney of record, Patrick
K. Shechan, Homberger Fuller Sheehan & Beiter Inc.,, The Quarry Helghts
Building, 7373 Broadway, Suite 300, San Antonio, TX 78209

Plaintiff Emilie Blaze (“Plaintiff”), hereby requests that Defendant JP Morgan Chase

Bank, N.A., Individually/Corporately and as Trustee of the South Texas Syndicate Trust’

(“Defendant”) produce the follpwing described documents for inépection.imd copying pursuant
to Tex. R. Civ. P. 196, at the offices of Loewinsohn Flegle Deary, L.L.P., 12377 Merit Drive,
Suite 906. Dallas, Texas 7525 l‘-2224_, within thirty (30).days'6f service and that Defendant sgﬁe
a written response to this First Request For Production to Defendant within thirty (30) days of

service in accordance with the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure.

Page |l




REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 92:

_ All documents suffici¢nt to identify any and all business or banking relationships by and
between JP Morgan Chase Bank, N.A., or any of its affiliates, subsidiaries, or divisions and any
entity having a leasehold or other interest in the Trust Assets, including but not limited to, the
following entities and any of their affiliates, subsidiaries, divisions, joint venture interests,
partnerships, or other business relationships: '

(a) . Pioneer Natural Resources; -
(b)  Petrohawk Energy Corporation; and
(¢) EOG Resources. - :

RESPONSE:

Pagpe |9




[

CAUSE NO. 2010-CI1-10977

JOHN K. MEYER, ET AL, IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF

Plaintiffs,

JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A,,
INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY AND
AS TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH TEXAS
SYNDICATE TRUST AND GARY P.
AYMES,

" 225" JUDICIAL DISTRICT

Defendants. BEXAR COUNTY, TEXAS

PLAINTIFFS’ RESPONSE TO PIONEER NATURAL RESOURCES USA, INC.’S
MOTION FOR PROTECTION FROM DISCOVERY NOTICE

Plaintiffs hereby file this Response to Pioneer Natural Resources USA, Inc.’s (“Pioneer™)
motion for Protection from Discovery Notice and would respectfully show the Court as follows:
I

FACTUAL AND PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

A, The I_nstant Actiqn .

This lawsuit involves the administration of the South Texas Syndicate Trust (“STS
Trust”). Defendant JP Morgan Chase Bank, N.A. (“JP Morgan™) is the current Trustee of the
STS Trust. Plaintiffs, beneficiaries of the STS trust, have sued Dcfendants because of
Defendants’ pattern of neglect, mismanagement and tOrtic;us behavior that has caused millions of
dollars of damage to the STS Trust assets and estate.

B. Relevance and STS Beneficiaries’ _Right to the Documents

Part of the damage to the STS Trust was caused by Defendants’ inter.

dealings with third parties, including Pioneer. For example, in their Amen

el \\\
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many other violations, Plaintiffs specifically allege Defendants violated their fiduciary duties by
actions taken and not taken in filing, litigating and settling an action against Pioneer and EOG
Resources, Inc., previously pending as Cause No. 09-04-00036-CVL,; JP Morgan Chase Bank,
N.A., in its capacity as Trustee of the South Texas Syndicate Trust v. Pioneer Natural Resources
USA, Inc. and EOG Resources, Inc.; in the 218th Judicial District Court, LaSalle County, Texas.
Am. Pet. at 7,9, 12. |

Additionally, upon information and belief, JP Morgan has relationships with Pioneer that
create conflicts of interest that JP Morgan has a duty to disclose. JP Morgan has failed to
disclose thosc relationships as required by the Texas Trust law.

The STS Beneficiaries are entitled to this information because of their rights under the
Texas Rules of Civil Procedure and Texas Trust law.

C. The Discovery Request

During discovery, Plaintiffs requested documents related to the business and banking
relationships between Defendants and a limited number of third parties. The document request
at issue reads as follows:

All documents sufficient to identify any and all business or banking relationships
by and between JP Morgan Chase Bank, N.A., or any of its affiliates, subsidiaries,
or divisions and any entity having a leasehold or other interest in the Trust Assets,
including but not limited to, the following entities and any of their affiliates,
subsidiaries, divisions, joint venture interests, partnerships, or other business
relationships:

(a) Pioneer Natural Resources;
(b) Petrohawk Energy Corporation; and
() EOG Resources.



D. Plaintiffs Have Complied with Tex. Fin. Code § 59.006

Because Defendants objected in part that the request sought documents consisting of
banking records related to third parties, Plaintiffs strictly complied with the process set out in
Tex. Fin. Code § 59.006 and provided Pioneer with notice of the request and opportunity to
consent. As a result of Plaintiffs’ notice, Pioneer contacted counsel for Plaintiffs for an
extension of time to discuss the information sought. Exhibit A, Letter dated December 19, 2011
from D. Ortega to J. Flegle. However, before the parties could discuss the request, Pioneer filed
its Motion. Exhibit B, Letter dated December 21, 2011 froﬁ D. Ortega to J. Flegle.

1L

ARGUMENTS AND AUTHORITIES

Plaintiffs’ request is limited to documents sufficient to identify the relationship between
Defendants and Pioneer. The request is narrowly tailored to the‘speciﬁc issues in this litigation —
conflicts of interest and Defendants’ actions with respect to the administration of the STS Trust.
The request is therefore not overly broad or vague, is limited in time and scope, and seeks
documents that are clearly likely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.! Accordingly,
the Court should deny Pioneer’s Motion.

To the extent that Pioneer is concerned about the sensitivity of its documents, a protective
order has been entered in this case that will adequately protect any proprietary information.

Additionally, counsel for Plaintiffs is willing to work with Pioneer’s counsel and Defendants’

! To date, Defendants have failed to comply with their discovery obligations by stating the specific basis
for their objections and the extent to which they refuse to comply. See TEX. R. CIV. P. 193.2(a); In re
CI Host, Inc., 92 S.W.3d 514, 516-517 (Tex. 2002); In re Exmark Mfg. Co., 299 S.W.3d 519, 524 (Tex.
App. — Corpus Christi, 2009, no pet.). Moreover, Defendants have refused to produce those documents
that are not covered by Tex. Fin. Code § 59.006.

.



counsel to determine what information could be redacted without impacting the substance of the
relevant information.
Because Plaintiffs have a right to the documents under the TRCP and Texas Trust law,
and because adequate protections are in place, the Court should deny Pioneer’s Motion.
Pioneer’s assertions of privilege are without merit. There can be no privilege for
documents that include “information maintained by JP Morgan.” Motion at p. 2. Thus, the Court
should deny Pioneer’s Motion on the basis of privilege.

I1I.

REQUEST FOR RELIEF.
For the reasons described in this Response, Plaintiffs respectfully request that the Court

deny Pioneer’s Motion for Protection from Discovery Notice.



DATE: December 282011,

Respectfully submitted,
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the above and foregoing instrument has
been served on the below listed counsel of record via the method indicated, this 28th day of
December 2011:

Patrick K. Sheehan Via Facsimile
David Jed Williams

Mark A. Randolph

Hornberger Shechan Fuller

& Beiter Inc.

The Quarry Heights Building

7373 Broadway, Suite 300

San Antonio, TX 78209

David L. Ortega Via Facsimile
Naman Howell Smith & Lee, PLLC

Union Square II

10001 Reunion Place

Suite 600

San Antonio, TX 78216

Q/ James L Droﬁght
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To: | Jim Flegle ) Fax No.: \214-572-1717
Erom:} David L. Ortaga o o
L Date; | December 18, 2011 ‘
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SMITH&.LEE " Unlon Sgquare k
ALFUMNEYS AL LAW 10004 Reumlon Placa
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(210) 1116383
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December 19, 2011 . :,1;;".‘,@,,_“,”_",” lcem
Mr, Jim L, Flegle Qffoge In:
Loewinsohn Flegle Deary, LLP v
12377 Merit Drive, Suite 900 . Hrker Helghls
Dallas, Texas 75251 - Ben Antonio
Via Facsimﬂe - 214-572-1 717 Frmple
, Weeo

Re; Cause No. 2011-CI-10977; John K. Meyer, €t al. v JP-—=
Morgan: Chase Bank N.A., Individually/ Corporately and as
Trustes. of the, South Texas Syndicate Trust and Gary P.
Aymes;- In the 225% District Court, Bexar. County,
Texas; NHSL File #99134.20 '

Deaf Jim:

[t response to your.call on Friday, this letter is to extend Pioneer Natural
Résdurces; Inc.'s deadline: to. respond to your request of November 18, 2011.
“The original deadline of today (December 19, 2011) is extended to Thursday,.
December 22, 2011, Hopehilly this will give us time fo visitin pérson or on the:
phone about the information you are trying to: obtain about my clierit; If the.
contents of this letter are accurate, please sign where indicated and return a
copy to me via, pdf or fax for use pursuant to TRCP 11.

: Sincerely,

NAMAN HOWELL SMITH & LEE, PLLC

L .
' A

By:.

e ot

AGREED:
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Decemnber 21, 2011

Mr. Jim L. Flegle Offices
Loewinsohn Flegle Deary, LLP SN
12377 Merit Drive, Suite 900 et o
Dallas, Texas 75251 San Anlonio
Yia ,E‘acsimile -214.572-1 717_ * Temple
+ Waco

Mr. Mark A. Randolph e

} wivw: namanhoweli com

Hornberger Sheehan Fuller & Beiter Incorporated
7373 Broadway, Suite #300
San Antonio, Texas 78209
Via Facsimile - 217-1730Q

Re:  Cause No. 2011-CI-10977; John K. Meyer, et al. v. JP
Moigan Chase Bank N.A., Individually/ Corporately and
as Trustee of the South Texas Syndicate Trust and Gary
P. Aymes; In the 225% District Court, Bexar County,
Texas: NHSL File #39134.20

Dear Jim:

[t looks like the rush to Christmmas has kept us from visiting about the specific
information you are trying to obtain from JP Morgan, Since foday is my
deadline to respond to your notice, attached are the following documents:

1. Pioneer Natural Resources USA, Inc.'s Motion for Protection from
Discovery Natice; and

2. Fiat setting a hearing with JP Morgan's Motion at 10;00 a.m. on
December 29, 2011 in the 37% Judicial District Court, Bexar County,

Texas,

In the interim, please call me with any questions. Othetwise, I look forward to
meeting you on the 29t Thank you.

{01733237.D0OC Y ) Eatabllehad 1947
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December 21,2011
Page 2.

NAMAN HOWELL $MITH: & LEE, PLLC
Ty

/” % f//:)

gLt e

By:..

“David L. Ostega i
DLOYmlk

g Patrick X, Shechan =~

Via Facsimile and With Enclosures.

‘Enclosures

GETIENATOH0T Establshoil 139X
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& A CAUSE NO. 2010-C{-10977
o B -
JOHNK MEYER ET AL. § IN THE DISTRICT COURT
§
VS, § 225™ JUDICIAL DISTRICT
§
JPMORGAN GHASE BANK, N.A. §
INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY §
AND AS TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH  §
TEXAS SYNDICATE TRUST AND §
§

GARY P. AYMES BEXAR COUNTY, TEXAS

PIONEER NATURAL RESOURCES USA, INC.'s
MGTION FOR. PROTEGTION FROM DISCOVERY NQTICE:

NOW COMES Ploneer Natural Resources USA, Inc. (Pioneer) and files its
Motion for Protection from a Notice of Record Request served by Plaintiffs pursuant to
§59.006 of the Texas Finance Code, and in support of its Motion Pioneer shows as
follows:

1. Pioneer is not a party to this [awsuit.

2. Plaintiffs served the attached Notice of Record Reguest Pursuant to §58.006

of the Texas Finance Code (Notice).

3. According to the Notice, Plaintiffs seek to obtain Pioneer's consent to release
its financial records maintained by the Defendant, JP Morgan Chase Bank,
N.A.

4, A ftrial court may issue an order protecting a non-party from a discovery
request that invades personal, constitutional or property rights, or is unduly
burdensome, unnecessarily expensive andfor harassing. TRCP 192.8(b).
The court has the authority to limit the scope of discovery based on the needs

and circumstances of the case. TRCP 192 cmt. 7.

(01732461 DOC 1 t
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5. Pioneer asks the Court for a Protective Order because the request for
documents in Plaintiffs' Notice is overly broad. A discovery request must be
reasonably tailored to include only relevant matters. In re Am. Optical Corp.,

988 S.W.2d 711, 713 (Tex. 1998).
6. In this Instance, Plaintiffs ask for “all documents sufficient to identify any and

all_business or banking relationships by and between JP Morgan Chase

Bank, N.A,, or any of its affliates. subsidiaries. of divisians and any_entity

having a leasehold or other interest in the Trust Assets (JP Morgan), including

but not limited to, the following entities and any of their affiliates, subsidiaries,

divisions, joint venture interests, partnerships, or other business relationships:
a, Pioneer Natural Resources,
b. Petrohawk Energy Corporation; and
¢. EQOG Resources.

7. Pioneer further objects to Plaintiffs' request as vague, not reasonably limited
in time or scope, and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
relevant or admissible evidence.

8. Ploneer asks for a Pratective Order because the requast for documents in
Plaintiffs' Nctice asks for extensive sensitive banking information that should
not be disclosed in the underlying lawsuit. Plaintiffs’ request constitutes an
invasion of Pioneer's right to private and confidentiaf banking information.
TRCP 192.6(b).

9. Pioneer does not consent to the relsase of its confidential, proprietary, private

and privileged information maintained by JP Morgan.

i

(0173246 LD0C1 )
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WHEREFORE, Pioneer Natural Resources USA, Inc. asks the Court to enter a

Protective Order from the release of its banking information, and for all other relief to

which this Defendant is entitled.

Respectfully submitted,

WAL S L
David L. Ortega
State Bar No, 00791377

Naman, Howell, Smith & Lee, PLLC.
10001 Reunion Place, Suite #600°
San Antonio, Texas 78216
Teléphone: 210-731-6363
Facsimile: 210-785-2953

ATTORNEYS FOR PIONEER NATURAL
RESOURCES USA, INC.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that a copy of the above and foregoing was served in compliance
with the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure on this the 21% day of December, 2011 to the
following counsel of record;

Mr. Jim L. Flegle

Loawinsohn Flegle Deary, LLP
12377 Merit Drive, Suite #3500
Dallas, Texas 75251

Mr. Patrick K. Sheehan

Mr. Mark A. Randolph

Homberger Sheehan Fuller & Beiter Incorporated
7373 Broadway, Suite #300

San Antonig, Texas 78209 -

(01732861.00C ) 3
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LOEWINSOHN FLEGLE DEARY

R 3‘ L L 2
Navember 18,2011
Pioneer Natural Resources USA, Inc. Via Hand Delivery
¢/o C T Corporation System
350 North St. Paui St., Ste. 2900
Dallas, TX 75201

Re: Notice of Record Request Pursuent to §59.006, Texes Finance Code

To Whom It Mey Concem:

e represent Plaintiff Emilic Blaze in Cause No. 2011-C1-10977; John K. Meyer, et al.
v: JP Morgan.Chase Bank:N.A.,. IndividualiCorporately and as Trusiee of the South Texas
Syndicate Trist. and Gary P, Aymes, in the 275th District Court, Bexar Connty, Texas
(“Litigation”); 4P’ Morgen Chase Bark N.A. (P Morgan’) has been sued
individually/corporately and in'its capacity a3 Trustee of the South Texas Syndicate Trust.

In the Litigation, my clicnt has requested digcovery of records of JP Morgan relating to
Pioneer Natural Resources USA, Inc. as a customer of the financial institution. A copy of our
chnf.st for Production #92 ig attached.

Pursuant to §59.006, Texas Finance Code, you are heteby given siotice of your rights as a
customer undet §59.006(c). Yau, &s a cusiomer, bear the burden of preventing or limiting the
findncial ‘instintion’s compliance with'  Tecard: request subject to §59.006 by seeking an
appropriate remedy; iheluding: filing-a. motion to quash the record sequest or & motion for &

protectivecider, Any iotion filed shall be served'on the financial institution and the requesting
party’ beforé the date that-compliance with the request is required. If we have not reccived your
consent Torm, as requested below, by December 19, 2011, we will file a motion seckihg an in
camera inspection of the documents, The service address for JP Morgan, the financial
institution, is:

JP.Morgan Chase Bank N.A.
cfo Patrick K. Sheehan, Esq.
Hombetger Sheehan Fuller & Beiter [ac.
The Quarry Heights Buiiding
7373 Broadway, Suite 100
San Antonio, TX 78209
Fax: 210-271-1730
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Pioneer Natural Resources USA, Inc,
November 17, 2011

Page 2

The service address for Plaintiff, the requesting party, is:

Emilic Blaze
¢/o Jim L. Flegle, Hsg,
Loewinsoho Flegle Deary, LLP
12377 Mexit Drive, Sulte 900
Dallas, TX 75251
Fax: 214-372.1717

Further, my client requests your written consent authorizing JP Morgan to comply with
the request. A consent form is enciosed. If you wish to conisent 1o the releass of the records my
client has roquested, ploase execute the atiached consent formn and retum it to the undarsigned by
December 19, 2011.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact the,
— . Vexy tuly yours, .

T T,
;:Ii et

Jim L, Flegle
(214) §72-170}
Emall: Jimf@LEDlawsom

ILE!ing
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Pioneer Natura! Resources USA, Inc.
November 17, 2011
Page 3

Consent for JP Morgan to Release Banking Records

L have capacity to act on bebatf of Pioneer Naturel Resources

USA, Inc.. Pioneer Natura! Rescmrccs USA, inc. consenls to the release of the recotds requested
by the Pleintiffs in Request for Production #92 nd hefeby authorizes SP Mocgan to comply with
the Request and provide any documents covered by the Requesi to-the Plaintiffs.

PIONEER NATURAL RESQURCES USA, INC.,

By:

Prined Names,
Titla .
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CAUSE NO. 2011-C1-04747
EMILE BLAZE, § IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF
&
Plaintiff, 8
§
V. ] .
§ 225™ JUDICIAL DISTRICT i
7P MORGAN CHASE BANK, N;A., §
INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY AND AS §
TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH TEXAS §
SYNDICATE TRUST znd GARY P. AYMES, §
H o
Defendents, }‘ BEXAR COUNTY, TEXAS
PLAINTIFF'S SECOND SET OF REQUESTS FOR PRODOCTION.TO DEFENDANT. !

JF MORGAN CHASEBANK, N.A, INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY
AND AS TRUSTREQF THE SOUTH TEXAS SYNDICATE TRUST:

T0: Deféndani JP Moigan Chase Bank, N:A., Individially/Corporately and s Trustee

i the Soiii Texis Syndicate Trust, by end thiough its attoriey of record, Patrick
K. Shicehain; Hombesger: Fuller: Sheehan & Beiter Tiic., The Quamy. Heights

‘Biiilding;' 7373 Brosdway, Suite 300, San Anteniv, TX 78209
Plaintiff Emilic Blaze (“Plaatiff”), bercby requests that Deféndant JP Morgan Chase
Bank, N.A., Individually/Corporately and es Trustes of the: South Texas Syndicate Trust
(“Defendant”) produce the following described documents for inspection end copying pursuant
to Tex. R. Civ. P, 196, at the offices of Loewinsohin Flegie Deary, LLP., 12377 Mexit Drive,
Suite 500, Dallas, Texas 752512224, within thisty (30) days of service and that Defendant serve
a written response to this First Request For Production to Defendent within thirty (30) days of

service in accordance with the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure,

Page |l

e e bt et R
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-Ail. dacuingnts’ suificient 1o ’idnntify BNy and all business or banking rclahonslﬂps by and ‘

bstwean TP Mg, Chase. Bagik, N.A.; b anyic of itsaffilintes, subsldiaries, or divisions and E0§
entity, havmgfn Yeasebold;or-0}
followlng entitics‘and my of *thiel affiliates, ‘subsidiaries, divisiotis, Joint vegture iigterests,

partriceships, ot other business Felaticnships;

ey PiopcerNatwrdl: Resources;.
1) ‘Petrohawk Bocigy Corporation: dnd
{y EOGResources.

RESPONSEs

Pagel9y

""mlewst in the Trist. Adsels, including but not. limited to, the

_-..:..—_J; JEECE P

e
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G J CAUSE NO. 2010-C1-10977
..:-_“ B ‘ ‘:{
SAOHN K. MEYER, ETAL. § {N THE DISTRICT CCURT
vt -h ¥
R f §
IV S § 225™ JUDICIAL DISTRICT
§
JPRORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A. §
INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY §
AND'AS TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH  §
TEXAS SYNDICATE TRUST AND §
GARY P. AYMES § BEXAR COUNTY, TEXAS
FIAT,

A hearing on Ploneer Natural Resources USA, Inc.'s Motion for Protection from
Discovery Nofice is hereby set for December 29, 2011 at 10:00 a.m. in the 37" District
Court, Bexar County, Texas.

SIGNED this 21* day of December, 2011,

.
o

JUPGE DAVID A BERCHELMAN, JR.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby. certify that a copy of the above and foregoing was served in compliance
with the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure on this the 21¥ day of December, 2011 fo the
following counsel of record:

Mr. Jim L. Flegle

Loewinsohn Flegle Deary, LLP
12377 Merit Drive, Suite #9300
Dallas, Texas 75251

Mr. Patrick K. Sheehan

Mr. Mark A. Randolph

Hornberger Sheehan Fuller & Beiter Incorporated
7373 Broadway, Sulte #300

San Antonlio, Texas 78209

(01732640.D0C / } i
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CAUSE NO. 2010-CI-10977

JOHN K. MEYER, ET AL,, IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF

* Plaintiffs,

JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A,,
INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY AND
AS TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH TEXAS
SYNDICATE TRUST AND GARY P.
AYMES,

225" JUDICIAL DISTRICT

BEXAR COUNTY, TEXAS

SO O O SO GRS LGN O LN D

Defendants.

PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO COMPEL WITNESS STATEMENTS AGAINST A
DEFENDANT JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A., INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY (V\l .
AND AS TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH TEXAS SYNDICATE TRUST

Plaintiffs hereby file this Motion to Compel against Defendants JP Morgan Chase Bank,
N.A., Individually/Corporately and as Trustee of the South Texas Syndicate Trust and Gary P.
Aymes (“Defendants”) and would respectfully show the Court as follows:
L
FACTUAL AND PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND
This lawsuit involves the administration of the South Texas Syndicate Trust (“STS

Trust”). Plaintiffs, beneficiaries of the STS trust, have sued Defendants because of Defendants’

pattern of neglect, mismanagement and tortious behavior that has caused millions of dollars of

damage to the STS Trust assets and estate. Plaintiffs also seek a statutory accounting, the

removal of Defendants as Trustee and judicial reformation of the STS Trust instrument to protect

the beneficiaries’ interests in the future, provide transparency, " define the duties and

responsibilities of the trustee, and ensure the efficient and proper admmstratmn :E__&

=

Trust. i é o & Y5
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In their Amended Petition, among many other violations, Plaintiffs specifically allege
Defendants violated their fiduciary duties by actions taken and not taken in filing, litigating and
settling an action against Pioneer Natural Resources USA, Inc. and EOG Resources, Inc.,
previously pending as- Cause No. 09-04-00036-CVL; JP Morgan Chase Bank, N.A., in iis |
capacity as Trustee of the South Texas Syndicate Trust v. Pioneer Natural Resources USA, Inc.
and EQG Resources, Inc.; in the 218th Judicial District Court, LaSalle Couﬁty, Texas. Am. Pet.
at7,9,12.

Plaintiffs served Defendants with Requests for Disclosure as part of their QOriginal
Petition, which was filed on March 22, 2011, Defendants responded on May 17, 2011. Ex. A.
As part of their responses, Defendants stated that they had no witness statements. Jd at 6.
Because Plaintiffs were aware of prior deposition testimony that should have been produced in
response to the Request for Disclosure, counsel for Plaintiffs sent a letter December 9, 2011 that
specifically identified the prior deposition testimony that should have been produced as part of
the initial discovery. Ex. B, Letter dated December 9, 2011 from J. Flegle to P. Sheehan.
Defendants responded on December 15, 2011 and refused to produce the prior deposition
testimony. Ex. C.

II.
| ARGUMENTS AND AUTHORITIES

As part of their initial discovery obligations, Defendants had an obligation to produce all
witness statements. Tex. R. Civ. P. 194.2 and 192.3(h). Texas Rule of Civil Procedure 192.3(h)
specifically includes witnéss statements “r_egardless of Qhen the statement was made” and
inc.ludes “a stenographic, mechanical, electrical, or other type of recording of a witness’s oral

statement.” Id. The rule therefore clearly includes prior deposition statements.



Comment 9 to the rule provides that discovery includes witness statements subject to “the
same rules concerning the scope of dis[:overy and privileges applicable to other ‘documents or
tangible things.” Tex. R. Civ. P. 193.2(h), cmt. 9 (emphasis added). See also Inre Fontenot, 13
S, W.3d 111, 113 (Tex. App. — Fort Worth, 2000, no pet.) (finding that witness statements were
privileged because of the attorney-client relationship). Prior deposition testimony that is
reasonably calculated to lt;ad to the discovery of admissible evidence regarding the issues in the
case should be produced as part of the discovery process. In re Exmark Mfg. Co., Inc., 299
S.W.3d 519, 528-530 (Te?c. App. — Corpus Christi 2009, no pet.) (prior deposition statements
requested as part of document production). Further, the requested' witness statements are
relevant to specific allegations in Plaintiffs’ Amended Petition. Am. Pet.at7, 9, 12.

Plaintiffs requested copies of relevant witness statements pursuant to Texas Rule of Civil
Procedure 194.2. Defendants’ only response was “None.” Ex. A at 6. Defendants did not
assert any objecﬁons and therefore waived them. Tex. R. Civ. P. 193.2(¢e) and 193.3. Because
Defendants did not identify or produce prior deposition testimony, Plaintiffs sent a letter on
December 9, 2011 that specifically identified the priof deposition testimony that should have
been produced as part of the initial discovery. Ex. B, Letter dated December 9, 2011 from I.
Flegle to P. Sheechan. Defendants’ sole basis for refusing to comply with their dis_covery
obligations is that deposition testimony is not included under “witness statements.” Ex. C, Letter
dated December 15, 2011 from P. Sheehan to J. Flegle. Because prior deposition testimony is
inciuded ‘under the clear-language of Tex. R. Civ. P. 192.3(h) and because Defendants have not
asserted any privilege, the Court should grant Plaintiffs’ motion to compel and order Defendants

to produce'the pridr deposition testimony within ten days of the entry of the order.



118
REQUEST FOR RELIEE
For the reasons described in this Motion to Compel, ?laintiffs respectfuily request that
the Court enter an order requiring Defendants to produce the deposition transcripts from the éasc
styled JPMorgan Chase ‘Bank, Trustee of South Texas Syndicate Trust v. Pioneer Natural
Resources and EOG Resources, Cause No. 09-04-00036-CVL within ten days of the entry of the

order.



DATE: December 21, 2011.

Respectfully submitted,

CLEMENS & SPEI\%u
tﬁm« “ -

‘GEORGE $PENCER, JR. \

State Bar No. 18921001 '
112 E. Pecan St., Suite 1300
San Antonio, Texas 78205
Telephone:  (210) 227-7121
Facsimile:  (210) 227-0732

RICHARD TINSMAN

State Bar No. 20064000
TINSMAN & SCIANO, INC.
10107 McAllister Freeway
San Antonio, Texas 78205
Telephone:  (210) 225-3121
Facsimile:  (210) 225-6235

JAMES L. DROUGHT

State Bar No. 06135000 o
DROUGHT DROUGHT & BOBBITT, LLP
112 E. Pecan St., Suite 2900

San Antonio, Texas 78203

Telephone:  (210) 225-4031

Facsimile: (210) 222-0586

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF
JOHN K. MEYER -

LOEWJNSOHN IE;E DEARY, L.L.P.

DAVID R. DEARY

State Bar No. 05624900

JIM L. FLEGLE

State Bar No. 07118600
MICHAEL J. DONLEY

State Bar No. 24045795
12377 Merit Drive, Suite 900
Dallas, Texas 75251 :
Telephone:  (214) 572-1700
Facsimile:  (214) 572-1717

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF
EMILIE BLAZE '



CERTIFICATE OF CONFERENCE

Michael Donley has conferred with counsel for Defendants regarding the substance of
this Motion and the parties were unable to come to an agreement thereby necessitating the filing

of this Motion.

George Spéncer, Jr,

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the above and foregoing instrument has
been served on the below listed counsel of record via the method indicated, this 21st day of
December 2011: :

Patrick K. Sheehan Via Facsimile
David Jed Williams

Mark A. Randolph

Hornberger Sheehan Fuller

& Beiter Inc. ,

The Quarry Heights Building

7373 Broadway, Suite 300

San Antonio, TX 78209

Do 45 ]

George 'Sp'encer, Jr.




EXHIBIT A



W52 HORNBERGER SHEEHAN FULLER & BEITER

WA TNCORPORATED

David Jed Williams
Direct Dial (210) 2711731
Jwillizms@hstblaw.com

. May 17,2011

VIA CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. David R. Deary
Loewinsohn Flegle Deary LLP
12377 Merit Drive, Suite 900
Dallas, Texas 752512224

Re:  Cause No. 2011-C1-04747; Emilie Blaze v. JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A., et al.,
in the 225 Judicial District Court, Bexar County, Texas (the “Lawsuit™)

Dear. Mr. Deary:

Enclosed are Defendants’ Responses to Plaintiff’s‘“

'ugst' for Disclosure.

 DIW/k
Enclosures

7373 Broadway, Suite 300 « San Antonio, TX 78209 ﬁ
210.271.1700 » Fax 210.271.1740



CAUSE NO. 2011-CI-04747

EMILIE BLAZE, IN THE DISTRICT COURT

Plaintiff,

V. 225TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A,,
INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY AND AS
TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH TEXAS
SYNDICATE TRUST AND GARY P. AYMES BEXAR COUNTY, TEXAS

Defendants.

0N LOR WO WON WO CLYD O UON OGN D O SO

DEFENDANTS?! RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S RE

JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A., Individually/Corporately and as Trustee of the South Texas
Syndicate Trust (collectively “J.P. Morgan™} and Gary P. Aymes, Defendants in the above-styled
and numbered cause, submit these Responses to Pléintiﬂ’s Reqﬁest for Disclosure.

Respectfully submitted,
HORNﬁERGER SHEEHAN FULLER &
BEITER INCORPORATED

The Quarry Heights Building
7373 Broadway, Suitg/

“Pateifk K2 Shechan
_gttc Bar No. 18175500
Kevin M. Beiter

State Bar No, 02059065
David Jed Williams
State Bar No. 21518060
Mark A. Randolph
State Bar No. 00791484

- Attomeys for Defendants




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This is to certify that on this 17® day of May, 2011, a true and correct copy of the
foregoing document was served on the following Plaintiff's counsel of record by the method
indicated:

Mr. David R. Deary CERTIFIED MAIL
Mr. Jim L. Flegle

Mr. Jeven R. Sloan

Loewinsohn Flegle Deary, L.L.P.

12377 Merit Drive, Suite 900

Dallas, Texas 75251

this 17™ day of May, 2011.

Pa K. Sheeban
David Jed Williams

s
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DEFENDANTS!

TIFK'S RE T FOR DISCLOSURE

RESPONSES TQO PLAIN

The correct names and addresses of the parties to the lawsuit.
RESPONSE:
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A.

Individually/Corporately and
as Trustee of the South Texas Syndicate Trust

1020 NE Loop 410

San Antonio, Texas 78209
(210) 341-5870

Mr. Gary P'. Aymes

1020 NE Loop 410

San Antonio, Texas 78209

(210) 841-5870

The name, address, and telephone number of any potential parties.
RESPONSE:

All persons who are actually receiving distributions from the South Texas Syndicate
Trust are necessary parties to this action under TEX. PROP. CODE §115.011(b)(3).

The legal theories and, in general, the factual bases of Defendant’s claims or defenses.
.RESPONSE:

Defendants deny all of the claims and allegations contained in Plaintiff’s Original

. Petition and all amendments and supplements theréto. See Defendants’ Original Answer

and all amended and supplemental answers filed herein.

. The amount and any methods of calculating economic damages.

RESPONSE:
Defendants are not presently seeking any economic damages.




(€}

The name, address, and telephone number of
and a brief statement of each identified person's connection with the case.

RESPONSE:

Mr. Gary P. Aymes
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A.
1020 NE Loop 410

San Antonio, Texas 78209
(210) 841-5870

Defendant; Employee of J.P. Morgan.

Ms. Colleen W. Dean
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A.
1020 NE Loop 410

San Antonio, Texas 78209
210-841-5870

Employee of I.P. Morgan.

Ms, Sherry Harrison
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A.
1020 NE Loop 410

San Antonio, Texas 78209
210-841-7030

Employee of J.P. Morgan.

Mr. H.L. Tompkins
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A.
2200 Ross Avenue

Dallas, Texas 75201
214-965-2047

Employee of .P. Morgan.

Mr. Jason Beck

JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A.
420 Throckmorton

Fort Worth, Texas 76102
817-871-3528

Employee of J.P. Morgan.

ersons having knowledge of relevant facts,




Ms. Charlotte Ray
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A.
451 Florida Street

Baton Rouge, LA 70801
225-332-4218

Employee of J.P. Morgan.

Ms, Deborah M, Round
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A.
2200 Ross Avenue

Dallas, Texas 75201
214-965-3196

Employee of J.P, Morgan.

Mr. John C. Minter
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A.
221 West Sixth Street
Austin, Texas 78701
512-479-5707

Employee of J.P. Morgan.

Mr, Kevin R, Smith
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A.
2200 Ross Avenue, Floor 10
Dallas, Texas 75201
214-965-3205

Employee of J.P. Morgan

Mr. Bertram Hayes-Davis
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A.
2200 Ross Avenue, Floor 10
Dallas, Texas 75201
214-965-2225

Employee of J.P. Morgan

Defendants reserve the right to supplement the foregoing and also reserve the right to call
any witnesses designated by Plaintiff.




(f)  For any testifying expert:

(1)  the expert's name, address, and telephone number.

(2)  the subject matter of which the expert will festify.

(3) the general substance of the expért's mental impression :and opihions and @ bricf
summary of the basis for them, or if the expert is:not retained by, employed by, or
otherwise subject to the control of the ‘responding party, documents reflecting such
Information; T

(4) if the expert is retained by, employed by, or otherwise subject to the control of the
responding party:
(A) il documents, gib'lg things,. reports, models, or data compilations that
' have been provided to, reviewed by, -or prepared by or for the expert in
-anticipation of the expert's testimony and
(B) the expert's current resume and bibliography
RESPONSE:

No such experts have been retained by Defendants at this time.

(8 Anyindemnity and insuring agreements described in Rule 192.3(f) T.R.CP,

RESPONSE:

None.

(h) Any settlement agreements described in Rule 192.3(g) TR.C.P,

RESPONSE;

None.

()  Any witness statements described in Rule 192.3(b) T.R.C.P.

RESPONSE:

None.

P L. UL
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In a suit alleging physical or mental ﬁinjula’r and ‘damages from ‘the occurrence that is the
m,

subject of the case, all medical records and bills that are reasonably related to the injuries
or damages asserted or, in licu thereof, an authorization permitting the disclosure. of such
medical records and bills. B ' '

RESPONSE:

N/A

In a suit alleging physical or mental injury and damages from the occurrence that is.the
subject of the case, all medical records and bills obfained by the responding party by

virtue of an authorization furnished by the réquesting party.
RESPONSE:
N/A

The name, address, and telephone number of any person who may be dcsignatéd as a
responsible third party.

RESPONSE:

None of which Defendants are presently aware. Will supplement as appropriate.
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[OEWINSOHN FLEGLE DEARY

- ——— L~va —_————

December 9, 2011

Via Facsimile and Email

Patrick K, Sheehan, Esq.

Hornberger Fuller Sheehan & Beiter, Inc.
The Quarry Heights Building

7373 Broadway, Suite 300

San Antonio, TX 78209

Re:  Cause No. 2011-C1-10977; John K. Meyer, et al. v. JP Morgan Chase Bank N.A.,
Individually/Corporately and as Trustee of the South Texas Syndicate Trust and
Gary P. Aymes; in the 225" District Court, Bexar County, Texas

Dear Pat:

On March 22, 2011, our clients served a Request for Disclosure on JP Morgan, Item (i)
in the request requires production of witness statements.

It is our understanding that there were depositions taken in the litigation filed by IP
Morgan against Pioneer and EOG, styled JP Morgan Chase Bank, N.A, in its Capacity as
Trustee of the South Texas Syndicate Trust v. Pioneer Natural Resources USA, Inc. and EOG
Resources, Inc.; Cause No. 09-04-00036-CVL, in the 218th District Court, LaSalle County
Texas. This litigation and JP Morgan’s conduct involving it are identified in our amended
petition filed November 15, 2011. Depositions taken in that litigation are certainly statements of
persons with knowledge of relevant facts.

If there are any confidentiality concerns, they are addressed by the protective order we
previously approved in this cause.

Please forward copies of all depesitions and exhibits to us by December 16, 2011.

12377 Merit Drive, Suite $00 Dallas, Voxas 75251 - 22324
P 2145721700 £ 2145720717 www. LEDIaw com



Patrick K. Sheehan, Esq.
December 9, 2011
Page 2

If JP Morgan refuses, we will set a rehearing on our motion to compel addressing these
witness statements.

Very truly yours,

Jim L. Flegle

Direct Dial: (214) 572-1701
Email: jimf@LFDlaw.com

JLF/mlj
cc:  George H. Spencer, Jr.
Richard Tinsman

James L. Drought
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m HORNBERGER SHEEHAN FULLER & BEITER

INCORPORATED

Patrick K. Sheehan
pshechan@hafblew.com

December 15, 2011

M. James L. Flegle ViA TELECOFIER
Loewinsohn Flegle Deary, L.L.P.

12377 Merit Drive, Suite 900

Dallas, Texas 75251

Re: Cause No. 2010-Cl-10977; Jokn K. Meyer vs. JP Morgan C}rd.v’e ‘Bawk, N.A.
IndWidualty/Corporately and as Trustee of the Sowth Texas Syndicate Trust and
Gary P. Aymes, inthe District Court, 225th Judicial District, Bexar County, Texas

Dear Jim:

This letter {5 sept in response to your letter to me dated December 9, 2011 requesting
production of depositions (and exhibits) from the JPM—Pionecr case.

The tanscripts of the depositions (and exhibits) 1aken inthe JPM-Pioneer case are not
“yitness statemnants” as defined in Texas Rule of Civil Procédure 192.3(h), the related
commentatles nor under Texas law. Therefore, we will.not be-producinig iy of the deposition
transcripts or exhibits that you asked us to produce in your letter.

Patrick K., Sheehan

PKS/Irk

|

7373 Broadway, Suite 300 + San Antonio, TX 78209
210.271.1700 « Fax210.271.1740
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FORNBERGER SHEEBAN FULLER& BEITER INCORPORATED
7373 BROADWAY, SUITE 300
SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS 78209
TEL: (210) 271-1700
FAX: (210) 273-1740

ECO c

Confldentiality Nofjce: The information contained in, or accompanying this telecopy is privileged and
confidential and {5 intended only for.the reciplent(s) below, Notbing in this telecopy Is intended by the
attorney or the clicnt t5 constitute a waiver of the confidentinlity of the messoge.. If you havereceived
this tetecopy In error, pleise immediately aofify us by telephone to arrange for return of the ariginal.
documents to us, and you are Berchy notified that sy disélosure; copylng, distribution or the taklng of
any actlon in rellance on the contents of this telecopied informatton Is strictly probibited.

DATE: December 15, 2011 NO. OF PAGES (with cover sheet) _2
TO: My, James L, Flegle FAX NO.: (214) §72-1117
AT: Loewinsohn Flegle Deary, L.L.F. .
FROM: Patrick K. Sheehan
MESSAGE:

- OPERATOR: Rase C, CLIENT NO. §439 TIME SENT:

If you did not receive the total number of pages listed abave,
 are experiencing difficulties in receiving this transmission, recatved this in eror,
 please call (210) 271-1700

TACLaoi\xl doo



4TH COURT OF APPEALS  Fax:210-335-2762

Dec 23 2011 01:29n P00Z/002
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December 23, 2011
No. 04-11-00914-CV

IN RE JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A., INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY AND A
TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH TEXAS SYNDICATE TRUST AND GARY P. AYMES

Original Mandamus Proceeding'

- ORDER 5/
Sitting: Catherine Stone, Chief Justice ' '

Karen Angelini, Justice
Rebecca Simmons, Justice

On December 22, 2011, relator filed a petition for writ of mandamus and a motion for
temporary relief. The court has considered relator’s petition and is of the opinion that relator is
not entitled to the relief sought. Accordingly, the petition for writ of mandamus and the motion

for temporary relief are DENIED. See TEX. R. App. P. 52.8(a). The court’s opinion will issue at
a later date.

It is so ORDERED on December 23, 2011,

“mamum
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N (,.'% ca Simmons, Justice
] w2
IN & ' ~COF, 1 haveshereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the said
court on thi Bober, 20715
. A $

%00,/ o8
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,"&Z}EOFTQJL;*& s‘ Q
g :

Kefth E. Hottle, Clerk

! This proceeding arises out of Cause No. 2010-CI-10977, styled John K. Meyer, et al. v. JP Morgan Chase Bank,
N.4., Individually/Corporately and as Trustee of the South Texas Syndicate Trust and Gary F. Aymes, pending in the
225th Judicial District Court, Bexar County, Texas, the Honorable Peter Sekai presiding. However, the order

complained of was signed by the Honorable David A. Berchelmany, presiding judge of the 37th Judicial District
Court, Bexar County, Texas.



responsibilities of the trustee, and ensure the efficient and proper administration of the, STS

; s

§ 2010C110977 -POROET
" CAUSE NO. 2010-CI-10977

JOHN K. MEYER, ET AL, IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF

Plaintiffs,

JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A.,
INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY AND
AS TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH TEXAS
SYNDICATE TRUST AND GARY P.
AYMES,

225" JUDICIAL DISTRICT

O LG O LOR LoD UDN LD WON GON WO WOD

Defendants, BEXAR COUNTY, TEXAS

PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO COMPEL WITHHOLDING STATEMENT AGAINST
DEFENDANT JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A., INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY
AND AS TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH TEXAS SYNDICATE TRUST

Plaintiffs hereby file this Motion to Compel against Defendants JP Morgan Chase Bank,
N.A., Individually/Corporately and as Trustee of the South Texas Syndicate Trust and Gary P.-
Aymes (“Defendants”) and would respectfully show the Court as follows:

I

FACTUAL AND PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND
This lawsuit involves the administration of the South Texas Syndicate Trust (*STS
Trust?). Plaintiffs, beneficiaries of the STS trust, have sued Defendants because of Defendants’
pattern of neglect, mismanagement and tortious behavior that has caused millions of dollars of
damage to the STS Trust assets and estate.  Plaintiffs also seek a statutory accounting, the
removal of Defendants as Trusteé and judicial reformation of the STS Trust instrument to protect
the beneficiaries’ interests in the future, provide transparency, define the duties and

Trust. N



In response to discovery, Defendants repeatedly asserted various privileges. See, e.g., EX.
A. Based on these assertions and pursuant to Texas Rules of Civil Procedure 1933, Plaintiffs
requested a withholding statement on November 17, 2011. Ex. B. When Defendants did not
comply within the fifteen-day period set forth by Rule 193.3, Plaintiffs followed up on December
8, 2011 and again requested the withholding statement. Ex. C, Letter dated December 8, 2011

“from J. Flegle to P. Sheehan. To date, Defendants have refused to provide a withholding

statement.

IL
ARGUMENTS AND AUTHORITIES
Pursuant to Texas Rule of Civil Procedure 193.3, Defendants must provide information

within 15 days of the request that:

(1) describes the information or materials withheld that . . . enables other parties to
assess the applicability of the privilege; and

(2) asserts a specific privilege for each item or group of items withheld.
Tex. R. Civ. P. 193.3(b).

Plaintiffs complied with Rule 193.3 and requested the withholding statement on
November 17, 2011, Ex. B. Because Defendants failed to provide the requested information,
Plaintiffs sent a letter on December 8, 2011, again requesting the withholding statement. Ex. C,
Letter ciated December 8, 2011 from J. Flegle to P. Sheehan. To date, Defendants have refused
to comply with their obligations to provide a withholding statement. The Court should grant
Plaintiffs’ motion to compel and-order Defendants to provide a withholding statement within ten

days of the entry of the order.



IIL.

REQUEST FOR RELIEF

For the reasons described in this Motion to Compel, Plaintiffs respectfully request that

the Court enter an order requiring Defendants to provide a withholding statement within ten days

of the entry of the order.



DATE: December 21, 2011.

Respectfully submitted,

MENS & SPENC M{Q/'

GEORGE SPENCER IR,

State Bar No. 18921001

112 E. Pecan St., Suite 1300
San Antonio, Texas 78205
Telephone:  (210) 227-7121
Facsimile: (210) 227-0732

RICHARD TINSMAN

State Bar No. 20064000
TINSMAN & SCIANOQ, INC.
10107 McAllister Freeway
San Antonio, Texas 78205
Telephone:  (210) 225-3121
Facsimile: (210) 225-6235

JAMES L. DROUGHT

State Bar No. 06135000

DROUGHT DROUGHT & BOBBITT, LLP
112 E. Pecan St., Suite 2900

San Antonio, Texas 78205

Telephone:  (210) 225-4031

Facsimile: (210) 222-0586

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF
JOHN K. MEYER

LOEWINSOHN JLEGLE DEARY, L.L.P:

DAVID R, DEARY

State Bar No. 05624900

JIM L. FLEGLE

State Bar No. 07118600
MICHAEL J. DONLEY

State Bar No. 24045795
12377 Merit Drive, Suite 900
Dallas, Texas 75251
Telephone:  (214) 572-1700
Facsimile: (214) 572-1717

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF
EMILIE BLAZE



CERTIFICATE OF CONFERENCE

Counsel for Plaintiffs has conferred with counsel for Defendants regarding the substance
of this Motion and the parties were unable to come to an agreement thereby necessitating the

filing of this Motion. _

George Spencer, Jr.




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the above and foregoing instrument has
been served on the below listed counsel of record via the method indicated, this 21st day of

December 2011:

Patrick K. Sheehan Via Facsimile
David Jed Williams

Mark A. Randolph

Hornberger Sheehan Fuller

& Beiter Inc.

The Quarry Heights Building

7373 Broadway, Suite 300

San Antonio, TX 78209

'Gebrgé' '-Spen‘cer, Jr.






CAUSE NO. 2010-CI-10977

JOHN K. MEYER IN THE DISTRICT COURT

VS. 225™ JUDICIAL DISTRICT
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A.
INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY
AND AS TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH
TEXAS SYNDICATE TRUST

and GARY P. AYMES

O LN ELM WO COm L0 LI LD LoD

BEXAR COUNTY, TEXAS

DDFBNDANT IPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N:A:’S OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES:
TO PLAINTIFF’S FIRST REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION

Defendant JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. (“J.P. Morgan™) submits these Objections and

Responses to Plaintiff’s First Request for Production.
Respectfully submitted,

HORNBERGER SHEEHAN FULLER
& BEITER INCORPORATED
The Quarry Heights Building
_ 7373 Broadway, Suite 300
San Antonio, Texas 78-709

S: (5 as:"No 18175500
Kevin M. Beiter
State Bar No. 02059065
David Jed Williams
State Bar No. 21518060
Mark A. Randolph
State Bar No. 00791484

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANTS
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

~

This is to certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was served upon

the following by the method indicated:

Mr, George H. Spencer, Jr.
Clemens & Spencer

112 East Pecan St., Suite 1300
San Antonio, Texas 78205

Mr. Richard Tinsman
Tinsman. & Sciano, Inc.
10107 McAllister Frwy.
San Antonio, Texas 78216

Mr. James L. Drought

Drought, Drought & Bobbitt, LLP
112 East Pecan Street, Suite 2900
San Antonio, Texas 78205

on this 23™ day of May, 2011.

CERTIFIED MAIL R.R.R.

CERTIFIED MAJL R.R.R.

CERTIFIED MAIL R.R.R.

‘David Jed Williams

i R
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DEFENDANI'S RESPONSES AND OBJECTIONS TO PLAINTIFF'S FIRST SET OF
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION e

L. GENERAL OBJECTIONS AND REQUEST FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER

A. These Requests in some instances seek the production of information that would
constitute an invasion of Defendants® (or other person’s or entity's) personal rights of privilege,
confidentiality, and privacy. Additionally, many of these Requests have questionable relevance
to the subject matter of this case, are overly broad in scope and would unduly burden J.P.
Morgan with the need to search for, organize, review and produce a massive amount of
information.and data from over ten. (10) years at gréat time arid ‘expesise.. J.P. Morgan has filed a
‘Motion for Protectivé Otder, which Motion is’ incorporatéed herein by reference in its entirety,
and J.P, Morgan objects o these discovery teqiiests (whiere applicable) on each and all of the
bases set forth in the Motion for Protective Order (and as provided below).

B. Defendant objects to producihg “e.mail, electronic calendars, voice mail and
billing and accounting files in hard copy and electronically, together with software required to
access the same” as unduly burdensome and harassing. Defendant will produce such information
as it is kept in the ordinary course of its business or in such other format as may be convenient to
Defendant or agreed to by the parties.

€.  Defendan objects o the tifne and place designated for the production. Defendant
will produce responsive iniforration:at 2 mutually agreeable date, time, and place or at such time,
date,and place as may be designated by Defeddant.

Subject to these objections and following the entry of an appropriate agreed order and/or
the Court’s ruling on J.P. Morgan’s Motion for Protective Order (and protections requested
hereinabove on the general objection and requests for protective order incorporated herein),
Defendant will further respond and/or supplement as appropriate or required.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 1:

Produce the initial trust instrument with regard to the STS.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:
1. This Request is vague and undefined (e.g. “initial”).
RESPONSE:

Subject to and .without waiving the foregomg objections, Defendant will produce
documents responsive to the request at a mutually convenient date, time and place.

ata ——y - . ~



REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 2:

Produce the docurnent(s) which authorizes you to act as sole trustee of the STS.

RESPONSE:

Defendant will produce documents responsive to the request at a mutually convenient
date, time and place.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 3:

Produce each version in existence during the last 10 years of the written criteria
" employed by you to determine whether services performed by you regarding STS were
“extraordinary” within the meaning of the Final Decree entered on or about February 12, 1951 in
Fred W. Shield, et al. Eva M. Barrington, et al., No. F-62,656 in the 73" Judicial District Court
of Bexar County, Texas.

OBJECTIONS: -

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases: -

1. This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and unduly
burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 4;

If at any time during the preceding 10 years, you have received compensation for your )

services and responsibilities as Trustee of the STS on any basis or under any formula other than
that set out in the Final Decree entered on or about February 12, 1951 in Fred W. Shield, et al.
Eva M. Barrington, et al., No. F-62,656 in the 73" Judicial District Court of Bexar County,
. Texas, produce copies of the documents setting forth each such basis or formula.




RESPONSE: i

Defendant has no documents within its possession or control responsive to this Request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 5:

Produce all agreements you have made with the beneficiaries of the STS. ;
RESPONSE:
Defendant has no documents within its possession or control responsive to this Request. l
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 6: g

Produce all cormespondence, including emails, between Gary Aymes and any 1

beneficiaries of the STS, regarding the STS, since January 1, 2001. 1
OBJECTIONS: ,
Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases: %

1. This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope, l j
harassing, and unduly burdensome. I

Sy
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2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
* subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks eorifidéntial, private; and/or proprietary informafion pertaining to

the South Texas Syndicafe Trust., :Actordiigly; J.P. Morgan has filed: & Motion for

Protective Otder. and objécts to further responding to, ihis discovery request until such

Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein, , '
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 7:
Produce all correspondence, including emails, between you and any beneficiaries of the 1t '

STS,; regarding the STS, since January 1, 2001. i
5 X



OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2. This Réquest seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 emt. 1.

3. This Request $éeks confidential, private, and/or propriefary. inforrigtioh pertaining to
the South Téxas Syndicate Trust. Ageordingly, J.P. Morgan ‘has filed a Motion for
Protective Ordet:and objscts to further responding to this diseovery, request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted es requested therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 8:

.. Produce all correspondence, including emails, between you and Patricia Ommond
reparding STS.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2. This Request secks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request sséks: confidential, private, and/or proprietary iiforination pertaining to

the South Texas‘Syrdicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed & Motion for'
furthér-responditig to this discovery:request until such.

Protective Ordér arid objectsto .
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

REQUESTFOR PRODUCTION NO.9:

Produce all correspondence, including emails, between you and Joseph M. Finger, Jr.,
Consulting Petroleum Geologist.
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OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1.

This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 10:

"Produce all correspondence, including emails, between you and Carnciro, Chumhey &
Co regarding the STS since January 1, 2001. ’

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1.

This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome. :

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for

Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such

Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.
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REQUEST FORPRODUCTIONNO. 11:

Produce all ST tax returns prepared by Carnciro, Chumney & Co. since January 1, 2001,

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 ¢mt. 1. ’

2. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a2 Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such..-
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

REQUEST FORPRODUCTIONNO. 12:

Produce all correspondence, including emails, between you and any potential lessee of

oil, gas or minerals owned by the STS, since January 1, 2001.

OBJECTIONS:
Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.
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REQUEST FORPRODUCTION NO-13:

s mmes e, ur e

Produce all correspondence, including emails, between you and any lessee of oil, gas or
minerals owned by the ST, since January 1, 2001.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases: . i

1. This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case ‘ ;
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to .
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 14:

Produce all correspondence, cmails, memos and documents exchanged between your _
employees with regard to any oil, gas or mineral lease or potential oil, gas or mineral lease to i
which JPM, as Trustee of the STS, is a party or potential party, since January 1, 2001.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases: : o

1. This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2. This Request secks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case g
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the i
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, priviite;and/or propriétary information pertaining to

the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly;-J.P. Motgan has filed a Motion for

. Protective Order and bjécts to furtherresponding to this.discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.




B L TR S

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s détérmination-as to the proper scope of
this Request and J.P. Morgan's obligations (if'any) to further respond and produce
documents thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that:daciitients responsive to this Request
will be withheld from production under attorney-client and work produet privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 15:

Produce all correspondence, emails, memos and documents exchanged between your

employees with regard to the accounting, administration and management of the STS, since
January 1, 2001.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1.- This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matier of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and'the (Couirt’s deétermination as. to"the proper scope of
this Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligaticns (if" any) to further: reéspond and produce
documents thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipatés fhiat documents fesponisive to this Request
have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-client and work product

privileges.

' REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 16:

Produce all documents and files kept by Patricia Ommond with regard to any oil, gas or

mineral lease or potential oil, gas or mineral lease to which JPM, as Trustee of the STS, is a party
or potential party, since January 1, 2001, -
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OBJECTIONS:

1.

This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1. '

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accerdingly, I.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein. '

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 17:

Produce the 666.99 acre Oil, Gas and Mineral Lease between the STS and Activa
Resources, LLC, dated January 23, 2008 (Activa Lease).

OBJECTIONS:

1.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request uatil such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 18:

Produce all documents regarding. the amount of bonus and relay [sic] rentals regarding
the Activa Lease.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1.

This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
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subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 19: -

Produce the Division Order regarding the Activa Lease.

OBJECTIONS:

1. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

2. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 20:

Produce all documents you relied on in negotiating the terms of the Activa Lease.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

"1. This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome. :

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, I.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for

Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 21:

Produce all documents, including commiitee minutes, regarding committee review and/or
recommendation regarding the Activa Lease. .

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not rclevant to the subjecf matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
" subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 22:

Produce the 483.3 acre Oil, Gas and Mineral Lease between the STS and H.P. EHS‘INOﬂh
dated May 12, 2008 (Ellsworth Lease). .

1. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined

i by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

2. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested
therein. ‘

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 23:

Produce all documents regarding the amount of bonus and relay [sic] rentals regarding
the Ellsworth Lease.
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OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1.

This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested
therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 24:

Produce the Division Order regarding the Ellsworth Lease.

OBJECTIONS:

1.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this

case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined

by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested

therein.

REQUEST FOR FRODUCTIONNO.15:

Produce all documents you relied on in negotiating the terms of the Ellsworth Lease.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1.

This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.
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This Request secks information that is not relevaat to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining

to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed 2 Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested
therein.

REQUEST FORPRODUCTIONNO.26:

Produce all documents, including committee minutes, regarding committee review and/or
recommendation regarding the Ellworth Lease.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1.

This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,.

 harassing, and unduly burdensome.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. Sze TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested
therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 27:

Produce the 12,772.93 acre Oil, Gas and Mineral Lease between the STS and Petrohawk
Properties, LP, dated May 27, 2008 (12,772 ac. Petrohawk Lease).

OBJECTIONS:

1.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request secks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
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to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed 2 Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granied as requested

therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 28:

Produce all documents regarding the amount of bonus and relay [sic] rentals regarding
the 12,772 ac. Petrohawk Lease.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2 This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining

to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion

. for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request

until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested
therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO, 29:

Produce the Division Order regarding the 12,772 ac, Petrobawk Lease.

OBJECTIONS:

I. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

2. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining

to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion
for Protective Order and obiects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested
therein. ’
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 30:

Produce all documents you relied on in negotiating the terms of the 12,772 ac. Petrohawk

Lease,

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1.

This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. I.

_This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining

to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed 2 Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been deternmiined and protections granted as requested

therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 31:

Produce all documents, including commitiee minutes, regarding committee review and/or
recommendation regarding the 12,772 ac. Petrohawk Lease.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request'on the following bases:

1.

This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 emt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan bas filed a Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested

tlperein.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 32:

Produce the 12,073.475 acre Oil, Gas and Mineral Lease between the STS and Petrohawk
Properties, LP, dated May 27, 2008 (12,073 ac. Petrohawk Lease).

OBJECTIONS:

1.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See'TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or propneta:y information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested
therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTIONNO: 33:

Produce all documents regarding the amount of bonus and relay [sic] rentals regarding
the 12,073 ac. Petrohawk Lease.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1.

This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 emt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested
therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 34:

Produce the Division Order regarding the 12,073 ac. Petrohawk Lease.
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OBJECTIONS:

1.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1. -

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted. as requested
therein. '

REQUEST ¥OR PRODUCTION NO. 35:

Lease.

Produce all documents you relied on in negotiating the térms of the 12,073 ac. Petrohawk

'OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1.

This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome. .

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this

case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt, 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been” determined and protections granted as requested
therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 36:

Produce all documents, including committee minutes, rega:diﬂ:g committee review and/or

recommendation regarding the 12,073 ac. Petrohawk Lease.

OBJECTIONS

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:
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This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cot. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
untit such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested
therein.

' REQUEST'FOR PRODUCTION NO.37:

Produce the 16,903.43 acré Oil, Gas and Mineral Lease between the STS and Petrohawk
Properties, LP, dated July 16, 2008 (16,903 ac. Petrohawk Lease).

OBJECTIONS:

1.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes.of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 152 emt, 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprictary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. ‘Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested
therein.

REQUEST FORPRODUCTION NO. 38:.

Produce all documents regarding the amount of bonus and relay [sic] rentals regarding
the 16,903 ac. Petrohawk Lease.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1.

This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.

This Request secks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
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by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed 2 Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested
therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 39:

Produce the Division Order regarding the 16,903 ac. Petrohawk Lease.

OBJECTIONS:

1.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan hes filed a Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested
therein. -

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 40:

Produce all documents you relied on in negotiating the terms of the 16,903 ac. Petrohawk

Lease,

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

L

This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
barassing, and unduly burdensome.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining

to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
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uniil such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested
therein. :

‘REQUESTFORPRODUCTIONNO. 41:

Produce all documents, including committee minutes, regarding committee review and/or
recommendation regarding the 16,903 ac. Petrohawk Lease.

OBJECTIONS:

_Defendant q_bj ects to this Request on the following bases:

1.

This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 emt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion.
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion bas been determined and protections granted as requested
therein.

'REQUEST RFORPRODUCTIONNO. 42:

Produce the 15,456.66 acre Oil, Gas and Mineral Lease between the STS and Petrohawk
Properties, L.P. dated December 12, 2008 (15,456 ac. Petrohawk Lease).

OBJECTIONS:

1.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this™

case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trist. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested
therein.
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REQUEST FORPRODUCTIONNO. 43:

Produce all documents regarding the amount of bonus and relay [sic] rentals regarding
the 15,456 ac. Petrohawk Lease.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 crt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested

. therein.

Produce the Division Order regarding the 15,456 ac. Petrohawk Lease.

OBJECTIONS:

1.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining

- to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion

for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested

therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 45:

Produce all documents you relied on in negotiating the terms of the 15,456 ac. Petrohawk

Lease.
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OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1.

This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested
thercin.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NGO. 46:

Produce all documents, including committee minutes, regarding committee review and/or
recommendation regarding the 15,456 ac. Petrohawk Lease. . :

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1.

This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome. N

This Request seeks information that is not. relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request

_ until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested

therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 47:

Produce the 3,845.305 acre Oil, Gas and Mineral Lease between the STS and Petrohawk
Properties, L.P. dated December 12, 2008 (3,845 ac. Petrohawk Lease).
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OBJECTIONS:

1.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposcs of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 ¢mt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed 2 Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested
therein.

Produce all documents regarding the amount of bonus and relay [sic] rentals regarding
the 3,845 ac, Petrohawk Lease.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1.

This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.

This Request secks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 emt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion
for Protective Orxder and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested
therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 49:
Produce the Division Order regarding the 3,845 ac. Petrohawk Lease.

OBJECTIONS:

1.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.
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.This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining

to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed 2 Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested
therein. ’

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 50:

Produce all documents you relied on in negotiating the terms of the 3,845 ac. Petrohawk

Lease.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1.

This Request is non-specific and overly broed as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 emt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested
therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 51:

Produce all documents, including committee minutes, regarding committee review and/or
recommendation regarding the 3,845 ac. Petrohawk Lease.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1.

This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.

This Request seeks information that is pot relevant to the subject matter of this

case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.
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This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed 2 Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery reguest
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested
therein. ' :

‘REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.52::

Produce the 18,473.04 acre Oil, Gas and Mineral Lease between the STS and Petrohawk
Properties, L.P. dated December 12, 2008 (18,473 ac. Petrohawk Lease).

OBJECTIONS:

1.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject maiter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed 2 Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested
therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 53

Produce 2ll documents regarding the amount of bonus and relay [sic] rentals regarding
the 18,473 ac. Petrohawk Lease.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1',;

This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject maiter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.

This Request seeks information that is not relcvant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request secks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested
therein. .

27

Genl o2 TR S
Wb e n T rrar

et




REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO: 54:.

Produce the Division Order regarding the 18,473 ac. Petrohawk Lease.

OBJECTIONS:

1. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

2. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested

therein.

REQUEST FORPRODUCTION NO.55:

Produce all documents you relied on in negotiating the terms of the 18,473 ac. Petrohawk
Lease.

OBJECTIONS:
Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is non-specific and overly broad 'as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2. This Request secks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by
the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 56:

Produce all documents, including committee minutes, regarding committee review and/or
recommendation regarding the 18,473 ac. Petrohawk Lease. ’
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" OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1.

This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
herassing, and unduly burdensome.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. L '

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested
therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 57

Produce the 750.015 acre Qil, Gas and Mineral Lease between the STS and Bishop
Petroleum, Inc., dated October 15, 2008 (Bishop Lease).

OBJECTIONS:

1.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested
therein. :

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 58:

Produce all documents regarding the amount of bonus and relay [sic] rentals regarding
the Bishop Lease.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:
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1. This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined N
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 emt. 1.

3. This Request secks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion .
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request !
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested o
therein. i

QUEST FOR PRODUCTION:NO. 59:

Produce the Division Order regarding the Bishop Lease.

OBJECTIONS:
1. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this s
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined '

by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 emt. 1. >

2. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining r
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion >
for Protective Order and objects to further responding fo this discovery request '
until suck Motion has been determined and protectiops granted as requested
therein. ;

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. §0:

Produce all documents you relied on in negotiating the terms of the Bishop Lease. i

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome. .

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant fo the subject matter of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.
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This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion
for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested
therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 61:

Produce all documents, including committee minutes; regarding committee review and/or
recommendation regarding the Bishop Lease.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objecté to this Request on the following bases:

1.

This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matier of this
case for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined
by the subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining
to the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion

for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request °

until such Motion has been determined and protections granied as requested
therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 62:

Produce all oil, gas and mineral leases between the STS and any third party which are
currently in effect.

OBJECTIONS:

1. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1. .

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaming to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 63:

Produce copies of all checks you received for STS, since January 1, 2001.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1.

This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,
harassing, and unduly burdensome.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request untjl such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

‘RESPONSE:

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Defendant refers Plaintiff to the
trust statements already provided and/or made available that contain much of the
requested information.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTIONNO. 6t

Produce copies of all documents that evidence the distribution of bonus payments, rental
payments, royalty payments and other payments to the beneficiaries of the STS, since January 1,

2001.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is non-specific and overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope,

harassing, and unduly burdensome.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 ¢cmt. 1. -

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
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Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

RESPONSE:

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Defendant refers Plaintiff to the
trust statements already provided and/or made available that contain much of the
requested information.

‘REQUEST FOR PRODUCTIONNO. 65:

-

Produce the annual schedule of your fees and commissions with regard to administration
of the STS, from the time you became Trustee of the STS to the present.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad, herassing, and unduly burdensome as to time (e.g.
“from the time you became Trustee of the STS to the present”).

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff can ascertain much of this
information from the annual trust statements already provided and/or made available.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCYION NO. 66:

If you contend that you are entitled to compensation greater than that established in the
February 12, 1951 Final Decree in Cause No. F-62,656 in the 73™ Judicial District Court of
Bexar County, Texas, produce all such documents which authorize such greater compensation.

J P. Morgan makes no such contention.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 67:

Produce all documents with regard to fees and commissions you charged to the STS,
from the time you became Trustee of the STS to the present.
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OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad as to subject matter, time and/or scope, barassing, and
unduly burdensome (e.g. “all documents with regard to” and “from the time you
became Trustee of the STS until the present”). )

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case.
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

RESPONSE:
Subject to and without waiver of these objections, Plé.intjff may ascertain much of this

snformation from the annual trust statements for the years previously provided to and/or
made available to Plaintiff. !

‘REQUEST FOR PRODUCTIONNO, 68:

Produce all tax opinions you have obtained with regard to the STS, since January 1, 2001.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Documerts responsive to this Request have been or will be withheld from production
under attorney-client and work product privileges.

OBJECTIONS:;
Defendant objccts to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery end is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

2. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request untit such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 69:

Produce all audits conducted with regard to the STS, since January 1, 2001.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the folldwing bases:

1.

This Request is overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope, harassing, and unduly

burdensome.

This Request secks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1. :

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

[

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 70:

2001.

Produce all annual reports sent by you to the beneficiaries of the STS, since January 1,

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1.

This Request is overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope, harassing, and unduly
burdensome. :

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

RESPONSE:

Subject to and without waiver of these objections, these annual reports have been
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contained within the accounting previously provided to Plaintiff.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 71:

Produce all accountings of the STS sent by you to the beneficiaries of the STS, since p
January 1, 2001. i

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope, harassing, and unduly
burdensome. N

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case :
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the -
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1. -

3. This Request secks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

RESPONSE: o .

Subject to and without waiver of these objections, this information is contained within the
accounting previously provided to Plaintiff.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 72;

Produce all accountings of the STS, which are in compliance with Texas Trust Code
sections 113.151 and 113.152, sent by you to the beneficiaries of the STS, since January 1, 2001.

e ‘:3:“ Part et ol e

'OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases: i

1. This Request is overly broad as to subject maiter and/or scope, harassing, and unduly
burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.
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3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

- RESPONSE:

Subject to and without waiver of these objections, this information is contained within the
accounting previously provided to Plaintiff.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 73:

Produce your policy manuels regarding administration of trusts, since fanuary 1, 2001.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope, harassing, and unduly
burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed 2 Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

Produce your policy manuals regarding oil, gas and mineral leasing of trust property,
since Japuary 1, 2001.

OBJECTIONS:
Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope, harassinig, and unduly
burdensome.
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2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case

for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 75:

Produce all invoices from attomeys and accountants regarding work performed by them
related to the STS, which were paid from assets of the STS, since January 1, 2001.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1.

This Request is overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope, harassing, and unduly
burdensome.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case,
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of
this Request and J.P. Moérgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce
documents thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request
(or redacted information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from
production under attorney-client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 76:

Produce all invoices from third partics regarding work performed by them related to the
STS, which were paid from assets of the STS, since January 1, 2001.
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OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope, harassing, and unduly
burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan bas filed a2 Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of
this Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce
documents thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request
(or redacted information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from
production under attorney-client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 77:

Produce STS Reports 1 through 30 prepared by Joseph M. Finger, Jr.

OBJECTIONS:
Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope, harassing, and unduly
burdensome.-

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.
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RESPONSE:

Subject to and without waiver of these objections, this information is contained within the
annual reports previously provided to Plaintiff.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 78:

Produce all other STS Reports prepared by Joseph M. Finger, Jr.

OBJECTIONS:
Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope, harassing, and unduly
burdensome. ' ‘

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 emt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas ‘Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

REOUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 79:
Produce all STS Certificates of Beneficial Interest.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad as 1o subject matter and/or scope, harassing, and unduly
burdensome. :

2. This Request séeks information that is not relevant to the subject mafter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Reguest seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to

the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
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Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCGTION NO. 80:.

Produce the STS 2008, 2009 and 2010 Lease Maps.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1.

This Request is overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope, harassing, and unduly
burdensome.

This Request secks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1. '

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

RESPONSE:

Subject to and without waiver of these objections, this information is contained within the
accounting previously provided to Plaintiff.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 81:

Produce the Oil and Gas Development Map prepared by Joseph M. Finger, Jr.

OBIECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope, harassing, and uﬁduly

burdensome.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 emt. 1.

This Request secks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed 2 Motion for
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Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

RESPONSE:

Subject to and without waiver of these objections, this information is contained within the
accounting previously provided to Plaintiff.

REQUEST FORPRODUCTION NO. 82:

REQUEST FO PRODUCTIONNO.83

v

Produce the division orders from all wells located on STS land.

OBJECTIONS:
Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope, barassing, and unduly
" burdensome,

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of digcovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed 2 Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery.request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein. .

Produce all STS statements prepared by Carneiro Chumney & Co.

_OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope, harassing, and unduly
burdensome. '

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. ‘See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.
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3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 84: ) .. . L
Produce the 2009 and 2010 bank statements for all accounts maintained for the STS.

OBJECTIONS: i

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request'is overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope, harassing, and unduly
burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTIONNO. 85: ;

Produce your schedule of fees for administrating trusts for the years 2001 through 2010,
and for 2011. “

OBJECTIONS:
Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope, harassing, and unduly
. burdensome.

-----

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1. *

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to

the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
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Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 86:

Produce all lega! opinions which were paid for out of STS funds.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope, harassing, and unduly
burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed 2 Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request umtil such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

CLAM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of
this Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce
documents thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request
have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-client and work product
privileges,

QUEST FOR PRODUCTION.NO:87:

Produce all correspondence, including emails, from beneficiaries of the STS to you from
January 1, 2001 to the present.

OBJECTIONS:

‘Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is non-specific, overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope, .

harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
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subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmit. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 88:

Produce all petroleum engineer reports you received regarding STS from January 1, 2001
to the present.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1.

REQUEST FOR

This Request is overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope, harassing, and unduly
burdensome.

This Request seeks information that s not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

’RODUCTION'NO. 85;

Produce all correspondence, including emails, between you and petroleum engfneers
regarding STS from January 1, 2001 to the present.

OBJECTIONS: .

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1.

This Request is overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope, harassing, and unduly
burdensome. '

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case

for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 emt. 1.
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3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such ;
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein. i

:QUEST FORPRODUCTION.NO. 9¢:

Produce all geologist reports you received regarding STS from January 1, 2001 to the
present.

OBJECTIONS: -
Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope, harassing, and unduly r
burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

‘REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO:91:

Produce all correspondence, including emails, between you and geologists regarding STS
from January 1, 2001 to the present. "

OBJECTIONS:
Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad as to subject matter and/or scope, harassing, and unduly P
burdensome. o

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case Y
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See;TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
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Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

REQUESTFOR PRODUCTION NO. 92;

Produce all documents related to any evaluation your [sic] performed regarding STS
mineral interests from January 1, 2001 until the present.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad as fo subject matter and/or scope, harassing, and unduly
burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmit. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to
the South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, I.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 93;

Produce documents showing the names of the STS beneficiaries and the number of shares
owned by each.

OBJECTIONS:
Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case
for purposes of discovery and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the
subject matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

2. This Request (other than the names of the beneficiaries, which has previously been
provided) secks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for
Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such
Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.
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RESPONSE:

Subject to and without l'waiver of these objections, this information (in part) has
previously been provided to Plaintiff.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This is to certify that on this ?qu day of June, 2011, a true and correct copy of the

foregoing document was served on the following Plaintiff's counsel of record by the method
indicated:

Mr. David R. Deary CERTIFIED MAIL RRR, -
Mr, Jim L. Flegle e T

Mr. Jeven R. Sloan

Loewinsohn Flegle Deary, L.L.P.

- 12377 Merit Drive, Suite 900

" Dallas, Texas 75251 °
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this 24" day of June, 2011.

Patyick K. Shechah.
Dayid Jed Williams
. Mark A. Randolph




DEFENDANT’S RESPONSES AND OBJECTIONS TO PLAINTIFE’S FIRST SET OF
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION

1. GENERAL OBJECTIONS AND REQUEST-FOR PROTECTIVE -ORDER

A These- Requests in some instances seek the production of information that would
constitute an invasion of Defendants® (or other person’s or entity’s) personal rights of privilege,
confidentiality, and privacy. Additionaily, many of these Requests have questionable relevance
to the subject matter of*this case, are overly broad in scope and would unduly burden I.P.
Morgan with the need to search for, organize, review and produce a massive amount of
information and data from decades past at great time and expense. J.P. Morgan has filed a
Motion for Protective Order, which Motion is incorporated herein by reference in its entirety,
and J.P. Morgan objects to these discovery requests (where applicable) on each and all of the
bases set forth in the Motion for Protective Order (and as provided below).

B. Defendant objects to the instructions contained in 1. A. as same are unduly
burdensome and harassing. Defendant will produce such information as it is kept in the ordinary
course of its business or in such other format as may be convenient to Defendant or agreed to by
. the parties. ’

C. Defendant objects to the time and place designated for the production. Defendant
will produce responsive information at a mutually agrecable date, time, and place or at such time,
date, and place ag may be designated by Defendant.

SubJect to these objections and following the entry of an appropnate ag:eed order and/or -

the Court’s ruling on J.P. Morgan’s Motion for Protective Order (and protections requested
hereinabove on the general objection and requests for protective order incorporated herein),
Defendant will further respond and/or supplement as appropriate or required.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 1:

All documents regarding or referring to Plaintiff or John Blaze.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome,

2. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff. X
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CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, JP. Morgan anticipates thet documents responsive to this Request (or redacted

information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney--

client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 2:

All documents regd}djng or reflecting communications or information exchanged by and/or
between You and Plaintiff or Jobn Blaze.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the fo]i‘owing bases:
1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2, All:necpssary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)

have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be,

confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined

and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the’

release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

. Subject to the above-objections and the Cowrt’s determination as to the proper scope of this
. Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be mthheld from production under attorney-
client and work product prmlcges

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 3:

All documents regarding or referring to the Trust. '

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects.to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and wnduly
burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope: of discovery as confined by the subject
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mattef of this case. See TRCP 192_cmt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust and its beneficiaries. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a
Motion for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this. Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attomney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 4:

All documents regarding or referring to the Trustee.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1.

This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and unduly
burdensome. . .

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 emt. 1. ,

- This Request seeks conﬁ;iential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the

South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein,

All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiarics of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been.joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
cconfidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.




CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this

Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents -

thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
* information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-

client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 5:

All documents regarding or referring to the Trust assets.

OBJECTIONS:
Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This .Request is vague, undef'iﬁed, non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and unduly
‘burdensome. .

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
_ discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
: South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan bas filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motlon has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4.. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that rmay be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff. :

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objectiohs and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
. Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges. :
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 6:

All documents regarding and/or reflecting Your internal communications or information
exchanged regarding any aspect of the Trust, Trust assets, or Trustee.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and unduly
burdensome.

2. This Request secks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes ‘and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request secks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed & Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4, All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

'CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges. *

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NQ. 7:
All documents regarding and/or reflecting Your internal communications and/or information

exchanged regarding any aspect of the Trust, Plaintiff (including John Blaze) or any other
_beneficiary. )

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases: ]

1. This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and unduly’

burdensome.
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2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt: 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the ©~ * -

South Texas Syndicate Trust and its beneficiaries. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a
Motion for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined

.. and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may bave to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff. '

" CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

' Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this

Request and J.P. Morgan's obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

. REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 8;

All documents regarding and/or reﬂecﬁng communications and/or information exchanged by
‘and/or between You and any individual or entity other than a beneficiary of the Trust regarding
" any aspect of the Trust, Trust assets, or Trustee.

OBJECTIONS:
Defendant objects to this Ré&;uest on the following bases:

1. - This Requeét is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and unduly
. burdensome. -

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective

Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has

been determined and protections granted as requested therein.
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4. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’'s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
. information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 9:

All documents regarding and/or reflecting any communication and/or information exchanged by
and/or between You and any beneficiary regarding any aspect of the Trust, Trust assets or
Trustee.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

L This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and unduly

burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
‘ discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confmed by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt, 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust and its beneficiaries. ‘Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a
Motion for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)

* have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be

confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined

and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

_ Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
" Request and J.P. Morgan’s .obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
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 thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withbeld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 10:

All documents regarding or reflecting.communications or information exchanged by or between
You and any potential witness You may call to testify at the trial of this matter. .

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases: '

1. ' This Request is vague, undefined, non:speciﬁc, overly broad, harassing, and unduly
' burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust and its beneficiaries. Accordingly, J.P. Mergan has filed a
Motion for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4. " All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff. ‘

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

.Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 11:

All documents regarding and/or reflecting any communications or information exchanged by or
between You and any individual or entity regarding Plaintiff, John Blaze, or any aspect of this
lawsnit. ’
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OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases: .

1. . This Request is vague, undefined, nom-specific, overly broad, barassing, and unduly
" burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
.discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of d13c:overy as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt, 1,

3. . All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any Ob_] ections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 12:

All documents regarding or reflecting communications and/or information exchanged by and/or
between You and any individual or entity who may have knowledge of facts relevant to this case.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

b 1. This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and unduly
burdensome. .

2 This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the

South Texas Syndicate Trust and its beneficiaries. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a
Motion for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
. until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein,

a. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)




have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential {or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan's obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
. client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 13:

All documents or communications regarding or reflecting Your right and/or authority to act as
Trustee of the South Texas Syndicate Trust.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2. “This Request"secks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
" discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as conﬁued by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP ]92 cmt. 1. ,

3. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)

have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be

confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections-and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and' J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from pmducnon under attorney-
client and work product privileges. ° :




REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 14:

All documents regarding or rcﬂecting any written or oral agreements of any nature entered into
with, for, or on behalf of the Trust.

'OBJECTIONS:
Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

i.  This Request is vague, undefined, overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 c¢mt. 1. .

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein. )

4, All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any obJectJons that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

. Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request {ar redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 15:

_ All documents or communications regarding or reflecting any lease, contract and/or agreement
" relating in any way to the Trust or Trust assets for the period You have been Trustee of the Trust.

ORJECTIONS:
Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and unduly
burdensome.

2, This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
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discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1. .

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective

. Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has

been determined and proiections granted as requested therein.

All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicatc Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that thcy may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff. '

" CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges )

REOUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 16:

All documents or communications regardmg or reflecting Your efforts to liquidate Trust assets.

" OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

L.

This Request is vague undefined, non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and unduly
burdensome,

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneﬁc:anes of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objcctionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the

e ahal C Ak

e
s F oy ey

[ERTE Pt



release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this

Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents

thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted

information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney- -
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 17:

All documents regérding or reflecting formal or informal communications, summaries, reports,
or analysis provided io beneficiaries of the Trust as a whole or to any individual beneficiary of
the Trust.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond-the scope of dlscovery as confined by the subject,
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust and its beneficiaries. Accordingly, I.P. Morgan has filed a
Motion for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4, All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)

have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be

" confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined

and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

" Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this.
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to furtber respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from productlon under attorney-
client and work product privileges. '




REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 18:

All documents or communications regarding or reﬂecﬁng communications to, from and/or
between, You, the Trust and/or Trustee and any or All of the beneficiaries of the Trust.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome. In addition, the
Request is vague and incapable of reasonable interpretation by Defendant.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt, 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertainjng to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust and its beneficiaries. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a
Motion for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4, All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan cbjects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined

and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the .

release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

" CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

: Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any)} to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
. client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NQ. 19:

"All documents regarding or reflecting communications (including information exchanged). by
_and/or between You and any other individual or entity 6ther than a beneficiary of the Trust
concerning any aspect of the Trust, the Trust assets, or the services provlded to, for, or on behalf
of the Trust or Trustee.

 OBJECTIONS:"
Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.
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2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3, This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust and third parties. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a
Motion for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4.°  All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)

have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential {or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may bave to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withbeld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 20:

All documents regarding or reflecting comrmunications (including information exchanged) by
and/or between You and any beneficiary of the Trust concemning any aspect of the Trust, the
Trustee, or services provided to, for, or on behalf of the Trust or Trustee.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

I This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and unduly
burdensome.
2. This Request secks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for

discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3, This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust and its beneficiaries. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a

Motion for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request .

until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein,
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4, All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

REQUEST ¥OR PRODUCTION NO. 21:

All documents or communications regarding or reflecting the characterization or structure of the
Trust.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is ovérly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome. In addition, the '

Request is vague and incapable of reasonable interpretation by Defendant.

2..  This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of dlSCOVCI'y as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1. )

3, This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been dctcnmned and protections granted as requested therein.

4. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)

have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be: :

confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any, objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
informatton in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges. ‘

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 22:

All documents or communications regarding or reflecting whether the Trust is properly
characterized, structured, operated or maintained, at any time, as a liquidating trust.
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OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and unduly
burdensocrme. )

2, This‘Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject roatter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 ¢mt. 1, .

3, All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)

; have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NQ. 23:

All documents mga.rding-or referring to the characterization or structure of the Trust. This

Request specifically includes but is not limited to characterizations or analysis for legal or tax

purposes.
OBJECTIONS:
Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. *  This Request is vague, .undeﬁned, non-specific, overly broad, ha.rassi;lg, and unduly
burdensome, .

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1. )

3. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any ebjections that they may have to-the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.
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CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 24:
All documents regarding or reflecting communications or information exchanged by andfor
between You and any other individual or entity other than a beneficiary of the Trust relating to
the characterization or structure of the Trust.

OBIJECTIONS:

Defendant objects 1o this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and unduly
burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
) discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested mformatlon to Plaintiff. _

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE;

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges. :

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO, 25:

All documents regarding or reflecting communications or information cxchanged by and/or
. between You, Plaintiff (including John Blaze) and/or any other beneficiary of the Trust regarding
or Relating to the characterization or structure of the Trust
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OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bascs:

1. This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, ha.rassmg, and unduly
burdensome.
2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for

discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 c¢mt. 1.

3. All necesséry parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined

and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that'they may have to the -

release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond. and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be thhhe]d from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 26:

All documents or communications regarding or reflecting analysis:of whether a particular action
by the Trustee, at any time, was a routine service or responsibility or an extraordinary service.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases;

10 This Request is overly broad, harassiné,_;md unduly burdensome.

2. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
' South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

3. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.
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CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scépe of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from productlon under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 27:

All documents regarding or reflecting communications and/or information exchanged by and/or.

between You and any accountant, lawyer, or other professional regarding any aspect of the Trust.
" OBIECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
“discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

| AY
3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
- Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested thérein.

- 4. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiarics before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Platntiff.

‘CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the pmpcr scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be w1thheld from production under attomey—
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 28:

All documents regarding or reflecting communications and/or information exchanged by and/or
between You and any professional advisor (including but not limited to lawyers or accountants)
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conderning any aspect of the Trust, including but not limited to the characterization, structure,
and/or operation of the Trust.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bascs:

1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
. discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 bepeficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)

bave not been joined and J.P. Motgen objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under atiorney-
client and work product privileges. ‘

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 29:

All documents or communpications regarding or reflecting any oral or written opinion from a
professional advisor (including but not limited to a lawyer or accountant) concerning any aspect
of the Trust, including but not limited to the characterization, structure, or operation of the Trust.
This Request specifically includes but is not limited to all internal communications, all written
communications, and all forms of any opinion, whether informal, formal, draft, revised, or final.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

l This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and undlilyn

burdensome.




2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for -

discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this casc. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or. proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective

Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has .

been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4, All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

" CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges. '

Any documents regarding or reflecting any communication with, or opinions by, an accountant,
attorney, or other professional, relating to the characterization of the Trust as an ordinary trust,
liquidating trust, business trust, royalty trust, association, business association, or other
characterization or structure. This Request specifically includes characterizations or analysis for
legal or tax purposes.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bascs:

1. This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, harassmg, and unduly
burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P, Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.
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4. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P, Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper sc;_\pe of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce docurnents
, thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

 REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 31:

All documents regarding or reflecting information exchanged and/or communications, including
but not limited to memorandums, reports, or opinions, by accountants, attorneys, or other
professionals relating to the characterization or structure of the Trust. This Request specifically
includes characterizations or analysis for legal or tax purposes.

'OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome. v

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of. dlscovery as confined by the subject
. matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the '

South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein. :

4. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.
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CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and I.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 32:

All documents regarding or reflecting communications and/or information exchanged by and/or
between You and any accountant, lawyer, or other professmna] advisor regarding any aspect of
the Trust, Trust assets, or Trustee.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and unduly
burdensome.
2. This Request sceks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for

discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3, This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4, All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff. _

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Sub]ect to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to.this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 33:

"All documents or communications regarding or reflecting any communications, memorandums,
reports or opinions by accountants, attorneys, or other professionals, whose services were paid
for out of Trust funds, relating to the characterization of the Trust as an ordinary trust, liquidating
trust, business trust, royalty trust, association, business association, or other characterization or
structure, to specifically include characterizations or analysis for legal or tax purposes,

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objccts to this Request on the following bases:
1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.

p This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subjéct matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the

South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective

Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has

been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects fo producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objectlons that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIV]LEGE:_

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the prdper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request {(or redacted

information in such documents) have been or w111 be withheld from production under attorney-"

client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 34:

All documents or communications regarding, reflecting or relating to the characterization of the
Trust as an ordinary trust, liquidating trust, business trust, royalty trust, assocla‘uon business
association, or other characterization or structure.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:
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1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2. - This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for

discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject’

matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the ‘

. South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been detenmned and protections granted as requested therein. .

4. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndmate Trust)
have not been joined"and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

~ Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and prodlice documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges. , s

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 35:

All documents or communications regarding or reflecting any aspect of the management and/or
operation of the Trust.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

I This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and unduty
burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.
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4, All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

.CLAIM OF PRIVILEGK:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
.thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request.{or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheid from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges. '

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 36:

All documents regarding, referring to, or reflecting any aspect of the administration of the Trust
befare you were appointed as the Trustee of the Trust.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and unduly
burdensome. ‘

2. ' This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1. ,

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertamning to the

South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, I.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein. .

4, All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objéctionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
_thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
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information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 37;

All documents or communications regarding or reflecting the operation of the Trust as an

ordinary trust.

._OBJEC’.I'IO.N_S :

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and unduly
burdensome. ,

2, This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, I.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the

_release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s'{obligaﬁons (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 38:

~ All” documents or communications regarding or reflecting the Internal Revenue Services'
treatment of the Trust, including but not limited to the Internal Revenue Services' treatment of
the characterization and/or operation of the Trust.
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OBJECTIONS:
Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:
1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and undulj; burdensome.

2, This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1. A

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the |

South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
. Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4, All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
' have not been joined and J.P, Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the

release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

' CLAIM OF PRIVILEGHE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request. (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under atforney-
client and work product privileges.

3

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 39:

All documents or communications regarding or reflecting any aspect of a decision to seek or not

.. to seek a letter ruling or other guidance from the Internal Revenue Service with regard to the

characterization, structure, operation or any other aspect of the Trust.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2.. - This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the .

South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
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Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4 All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producmg information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before-they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 40;

All documents or communications regarding or reflecting any letter ruling or other guidance,
input, or advice from the Internal Revenue Service concerning the characterization, structure,
operation, or any other aspect of the Trust.

OBJECTIONS:
Defendant objects to fhis Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2, This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
) South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has

been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P."Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.
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CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 41:

All documents or communications regarding judicial reformation of the Trust instrument that
currently governs the trusteeship of the Trust.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subjcct
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been deterrined and protections granted as requested therein.

4,.  All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objectmns that they may have to the
release of the requested mformatlon to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if.any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attomey-
client and work product pnv11egcs .




REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 42:

All documents or communications regarding or reflecting any aspect of a decision to seek or not

"to seek judicial reformation of the Trust instrument that currently governs the trusteeship of the
Trust.

OBJECTIONS:

1.

2.

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

This Request is overly broad, harassing, and undhly burdensome.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this casc for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of d1scovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the

. South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective

Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

All nccessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be

. confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined

and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 43:

All documents and communications regarding Your status as Trustee of the Trust.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

L.

This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and unduly
burdensome.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for

:::::




discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary infermation pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed 2 Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trugt)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be

confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined -

and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper-scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges. y '

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 44;

All documents or communications regarding or reﬂcctmg Yom' potential loss of the trusteeship
of the Trust.

OBJECTIONS:
Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome. In addition, the
Request is vague and incapable of reasonable interpretation by Defendant.

2. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and ‘the Court’s detcrmination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents

- thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted




information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 45:

All documents or communications regarding or reflecting the job descriptions or duties of each”

employee, independent contractor, or any other individual or entity that You have hired or
retained to administer the Trust or provide any other services to, from, or on behalf of the Trust.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgdn anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attomey-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 46:

’A_Jl documents regarding and/or reflecting communications and/or information exchanéed by
and/or between You, any of Your employees or any other individuals or entities that You have
hired or retained to administer the Trust or provide any services related in any way to the Trust.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

I. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2, This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1. '
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3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust and its beneficiaries. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a
Motion for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4, All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 47:

All documents sufficient to identify each.of Your employees or any other individual or entity
that You have hired to administer the Trust or provide eny services to or for the Trust.

OBJECTIONS:

“Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and undlily
burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 48:

All documents regarding and/or reflecting the administration of the Trust, including all services
provided by the Trustee or other individuals or entities who provided any services to, for, or on
behalf of the Trust.
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'OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1.

This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, barassing, and unduly,

burdensome.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for )

discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as conﬁned by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 emt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the .

South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested thercin.

All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

"Subject to the a‘bove—oﬁjections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this

Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
'~ thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents fesponsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges. -

REOUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 49:

All ﬁnanmal and accounting statements and records prepared for the Trust.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1.

2.

This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.

~ This Request secks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for

discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confmed by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the,

South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed 2 Motion for Protective
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Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4, All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)

have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be

confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined

and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the

release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO, 50:

All documents regarding and/or reflecting any financial accounting performed for or on behalf of -

the Trust. .

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
. South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has

been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4, All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be

' confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff. :

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this




Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under
accountant-client, attorney-client and work product privileges.

REOUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 51:

All documents regarding or reflecting any type of financial or accounting calculations or analysis
regarding the Trust, including but not limited to financial statements, balance sheets, profit/loss
statements, -and any analysis of rcvenue, expenses, cash flow, allocations, distributions,
disbursements, or any other financial analysis, calculation, projections, or estimates.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:
1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
- matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1. A

3.  This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust and its beneficiaries. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a
Motion for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4, All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined

. and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
rclease of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan's obligations (if any) to -further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted

information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under

accountant-client, attorney-client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 52

All documents or communications regarding or reflecting any accounting or any aspect of an
accounting performed on the Trust, including, but not limited to, any accounnng requested by a
beneficiary of the Trust.

Y
Fa -

TR L

e iddiy e




OBJECTIONS:
Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:
1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.

- 2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the stibject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery. as conﬁned by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3, This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4, All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
end have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

_CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the pfoper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
. thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under
accountant-client, attorney-client and work product pnvﬂeges

- REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 53:

" All documents or communications regarding or reflécting any business strategies, strategic plans,
or business plans relating to the Trust,

OBJECTIONS:.
Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and unduly
burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3.  This Request secks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
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Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein. ’

4, All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)

have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined

and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the -

release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan &nticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

" REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 34:

All documents or communications regarding or reflecting any plan, strategy, or activity to
maximize the value of the Trust to the beneficiaries.

L]

" OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, barassing, and unduly
burdensome. ,

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for

discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request natil such Motion has
been determined and protections-granted as requested therein.

4. All necessary partics (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff. '
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CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the-Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

. REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 55:

Al documents or communications regarding or reflecting any aspect of the development and/or
" implementation of business strategies, strategic plans, or business plans to maximize the value of
the Trust to the beneficiaries.

- OBJECTIONS:

" Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly bmad, harassmg, and unduly
- burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of &scove:ry as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3 This chuest seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protechons grantcd as requested therein.

4. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any-objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P, Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce decuments
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
_client and work product privileges.
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REQUEST ¥OR PRODUCTION NO. 56:

All documents or communications regarding or reflecting delay rentals related to the Trust
properties or Trust estate. This Request specifically includes but is not limited to the negotiation
of delay rentals and/or agreements for delay rentals. This Request specifically includes but is not
limited to documents or communications regarding or reflecting: the amounts; terms, conditions;

'length of time of the delay; calculation methods; investigation of comparable delay rentals; and -
any other aspect of delay rentals that the Trustee considered before entering into or negotiating

delay rentals on behalf of the Trust. -

- OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome. ,

2. This Request secks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3, This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust: Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed 2 Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4, " All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested inforrnation to Plaintiff,

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such docurments) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 57:

All documents or communications regarding or reflecting expenses, fees and/or other amounts
You charged to the Trust. This Request specifically includes, but is not limited to, documents
and communications regarding or reflecting any amounts paid to You, third parties, the Trustee
and/or affiliated entities or individuals. This Request specifically includes, but is not limited to,
documents and communications regarding or reflecting amount paid for: (I) reasonable




compensation for actions taken as part of efforts to sell trust assets; (2) amounts retained for

routine services and responsibilities as Trustee; (3) fees charged for extraordinary services in
connection with the Trust estate; (4) reimbursements for out-of-pocket expenses and reasonable
attorneys' and accountant fees incurred in connection with Trust properties.

OBJECIIONS:,

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and unduly
burdensome.
2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for

discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case, See TRCP 192 ¢mt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
' South Texas Syndicate Trust and its beneficiaries. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a
Motion for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request

until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4, All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
. information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 58:

All documents or communications regarding or reflecting any aspect of payments, distributions,
or disbursements of any kind received by the Trustee. This Request specifically includes, but is
not limited to, the determination of the method of the calculation of the amount of the payment,
the determination of the timing of the paymcnt, the actual calculation of the payment, and the
reasons for the payment.

OBJECT IONS

Defendant obj ects to this Request on the following bases:
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1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2, This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1. -

3. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

_CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as fo the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive. to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges. '

REOUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 59:

All documents or communications regarding or reflecting any aspect of payments, distributions,
or disbursements of any kind made by the Trustee to You (Individually/Corporately) and/or to

any individual or entity other than a beneficiary of the Trust. This Request specifically includes, :

but is not Hmited to, the determination of the method of the calculation of the amount of the
payment, the determination of the timing of the payment, the actual calculanon of the payment,
and the reason for payment.

. OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:
1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and undﬁly burdensome.

2. This Request seeks ‘information that is not relevant to the subject matfer of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as ¢onfined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1. :

3. All necessary parties (in.excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that-they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.
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CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
_client and work product privileges. ‘

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 60:

All documents or communications regarding or reflecting consideration (including monies or
other benefits) received by the Trustee as compensation for its administration of the Trust. This
Request specifically includes amounts paid out of the Trust estate, amounts paid out of Trust
funds, and any other source of consideration, money or benefit that the Trustee retained as
compensation for its administration of the Trust.

+

_OBJECTIONS:.
Defendant abjects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1. : )

3. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
"and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Requeést and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 61:

All documents or communications regarding or reflecting consideration (including monies or
other benefits) received by the Trustee on behalf of the Trust. This Request specifically includes,
but is not limited to, documents and communications regarding or reflecting payments from
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leasees of Trust assets and any other consideration (including monies or other benefits) from any
source received by the Trustee on behalf of the Trust.

‘OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad: harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of thls case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1. R

3.. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request untit such Motmn hag
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4., All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
_ client and work product privileges.

REOUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 62:

All documents or communications regarding or reflecting any aspect of payments, distributions,
royalties, or disbursements of any kind made by the Trustee to Trust beneficiaries. This Request
. specifically includes, but is not limited to, the determination of the method of the calculation of
the amount of the payment, the detennmatmn of the timing of the payment, and the actual
calculation of the payments.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
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discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1. .

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust and its beneficiaries. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a
Motion for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4 All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust})
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request {or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 63:

All documents regarding or reflecting communications or information exchanged by and/or
between You and Cox & Smith related in any way to the Trustee or the Trust, including but not
limited to the characterization, structure, and/or operation of the Trust.

:

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases: _
1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and uriduly burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 emt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4. All necessary partxes (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise.objectionable} to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
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and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and-the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates’ that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 64:

All documents or communications regarding or reflecting any written oral opinion from Cox &
Smith related in any way to the Trustee or the Trust, including but not limited to the
characterization, structure, and/or operation of the Trust. :

_ OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the- scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the *

South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4, All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff,

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
“thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 65:

_All documents, including internal communications, regarding or reflecting any services Cox &
Smith provided to, for, or on behalf of the Trust or Trustee.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and unduly
burdensome.

2, This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of dlscovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. Se¢e TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

+ 3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective

. Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4, All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan. anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from productlon under attorney-
client and work product privileges. -

.REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 66:

All documents or communications regarding or reflecting monies paid to Cox & Smith or any
other professional advisor for services rendered to, for, or on behalf of the Trust or Trustee. This
Request specifically includes but is not limited to all invoices, statements, and/or bills issued by
Cox & Smith or other professional advisors, as well as documents regarding or reflecting the
~ payment of such bills, invoices, or statements. ¢ .
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OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:
1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4, All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper s:cope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
. thereunder, ].P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges. ‘

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 67:

All documents or communications regarding or reflecting any aspect of the decision to seek an
opinion from Cox & Smith related to the characterization, structure and/or operation of the Trust.
This Request specifically inclndes the documents or communications regarding or reflecting the
decision to pay for the legal services connected with the Cox & Smith opinion out of Trust funds.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:
1. This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.
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3, This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges. :

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 68:

All documents or communications regarding or reflecting the identity, mental impressions, work
product, and/or opinions of any consulting expert whose mental impressions and/or opinions
have been reviewed or relied upon by any witness or testifying expert in this case, This Request
specifically includes documents or communications regarding or reflecting the following
information related to said consulting expert: (1) name, address, and telephone number; (3) the
facts known by said consulting expert that relate to or form the basis of the expert's mental
impressions and opinions formed or made in connection with this case, regardless of when and
how the factual information was acquired; (4) said consulting expert's mental impressions and
opinions formed or made in connection with this case, and any methods used to derive them; (5)
any bias of the consulting expert; (6) all documents, tangible things, reports, models, or data
compilations that have been provided to, reviewed by, or prepared by or for the consulting
expert; (7) the consulting expert's current resume, curriculum vitae, and bibliography.

RESPONSE:
. Defendant has no documents within its possession or control responsive to this Request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 69:

All documents produced to andfor received from any consulting Expert whose mental
impressions and/or opinions have been reviewed and relied upon by any witness or testifying
expert.

RESPONSE:




Defencant has no documents within its possession or control responsive to this Request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 70:

All communications and/or information exchanged by-and/or between You and any consulting
expert whose mental impressions and/or opinions have been reviewed and relied upon by any
witness or testifying expert.

RESPONSE:
Defendant has no documents within its possession or control responsive to this Request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 71:

All documents sufficient to identify (name, address and telephone number) of each individual or
entity that is a beneficiary of the Trust.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1, This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust and its beneficiaries. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a
Motion for Protective Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request
until such Motion has been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

2. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

3.-  In addition, J.P. Morgan objects to this Request to the extent that it requests the
production of information beyond the scope of the Order of Judge Martha Tanner signed
on April 5, 2011. Defendant further objects to the use by Plaintiff of such information
beyond the limited use allowed by Judge Tanner in the Order signed on April 5, 2011.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 72:

All insurance policies, including but not limited to, all primary, secondary, excess, or umbrelia
policies, and any indemnity agreements under which any person or entity may be liable to satisfy

. part or all of a judgment rendered in this action or indemnify or reimburse for payments made to

satisfy any judgment rendered in this action.
JOBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

PR

T S T el —raneT e e e

RE Sty

B



1. This Request seeks information that is cxclusively discoverable under a request for
disclosure:-

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 73:

All written or recorded statements of any person with knowledge of facts relevant to this action.
This Request specifically includes all statements that constitute discoverable information under
Texas Rule of Civil Procedure 192.3(h). :

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request secks information that is exclusively discoverable under a request for
disclosure. : .

2. This Request is overly broad, harassing, unduly burdensome and beyond the scope of
permissible discovery under the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure.

3. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)

bave not been joined and I.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionablc) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objectmns that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 74:

All written’ or recorded statements made by Plaintiff, Jjohn Blaze, You, the Trustee, any
beneficiary of the Trust, or any other individual or entity concerning in any way, Plaintiff, John
Blaze, the Trust, the Trustee, this lawsuit, and/or the alleged facts or occurrences made the basis
of this lawsuit.

OBJECTIONS:
Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

I. This Request seceks information that is exclusively discoverable under a request for
disclosure,

2. This Request is overly broad, harassing, unduly burdensome and beyond the scope of
permissible discovery under the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure.

3., This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 ecmt. 1.

4. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
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South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed 2 Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this

'Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents

thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 75:

The settlement agreement entered with Pioneer/EOG.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases: -

L.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope -of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 76:

All drafts, revisions, and/or versions of any proposed or final settlement agreement with
Pioneer/EOG.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases: .

1.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subJect
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been deterrmned and protections granted as requested therein.

- All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)

have not been joined and J.P. Motgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff. )

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and-J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges. -

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 77:

All documents regarding the settlement with Pioneer/E00.

OBJECTIONS:

" Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1.

2.

This Request is overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.

This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 emt. 1.

This Request seeks confidential, i)riirate, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
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South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, .P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4, All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not béen joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objectlons that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges. "

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NQ. 78:

All documents regarding or reflecting communications and/or information exchanged by and/or
between You and Pioneer/EOG concerning any aspect of the dispute.or settlement of the dispute.

ORJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and unduly -
burdensome.
9. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for

discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of dlscovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3.-  This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4, All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.




CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE;

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
‘client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NQ. 79:

All documents regarding the dispute with P1oneer!EOG This Request specifically includes but is
not limited to all correspondence, pleadings, discovery, documents produced, or other documents
related in any way to any aspect of the dispute or litigation with Pioneer/EQG.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, harassmg, and unduly
burdensome. N

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the suchct
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary mformahon pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed 2 Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to ‘this discovery request untﬂ such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)

have not ‘been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be

_ confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined

and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the abeve-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and I.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.




REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 80:

All documents regarding or reflecting communications or information exchanged by and
between You and counsel for the Trust in connection with the Pioneer/EOG dispute or litigation.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Reguest is.overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the sub]ect
matter of this case.” See TRCP 192 crt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE;

Subject to the above-objections. and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 81:

All documents regarding or reflecting invoices, bills, or statements received from the Trust
counsel for services rendered in connection with the Pioneer/EQG dispute or litigation.

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and unduly
burdensome.
2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case fox

d1scovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
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matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plamuﬁ'

CLAIM OF PRIVILE_(;E:

- Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 82:

" All documents regarding or reflecting the payment of all fees and expenses incurred by the

counsel for the Trust in the Pioneer/EOQG dispute or litigation.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. ' This Request is non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2, This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as’ confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. - All pecessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to thc
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

" CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responswe to this Request (or redacted

information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-

client and work product privileges.




REOU;EST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 83:

All documents rega:dmg or reflecting your internal communications or mformatlon exchanged
regarding the Pioneer/EOG dispute or litigation.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the fn;liowing bases:

1. This Request is non—speciﬁc; overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.

s 2, This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3, This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein. .

4. All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential {or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and I.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted

information in such documents) have been or will bc withheld from production under attorney- -

client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 84:

A copy of the complete litigation file, including but not limited to all work product and attorney-
client communications, for the Pioneer/EOG dispute or litigation.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant ObjECtS to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is non-specific, overly broad, harassmg, and unduly burdensome

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
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matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4 All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
' have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to preducing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLATM OF PRIVILEGE:.

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anficipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 85:

All documents or communications regarding or reflecting any aspect of the Pioneer/EOG
Settlement. This Request specifically includes, but is not limited to, documents or
communications regarding or reflecting the reasons the Trustee made the decision to enter into
the Pioneer/EOG Settlement.

OBJECTIONS: - ' |

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:
1. This Request is non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and unduly burdensome.

2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for
discovery purposes and is beyond the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 cmt. 1.

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the:

South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan has filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein,

4, All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
have not been joined and J.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
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and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff. .

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withhcld from production under attorney-
client and work product privileges. '

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 86:

All documents or communications regarding or reflecting the choice of counsel and the payment
of fees and expenses for the Pioneer/EOG Litigation. This Request specifically includes, but is
not limited to, documents or communications regarding or reflecting any aspect of the process by
which the Trustee chose trial counsel and determined the fee arrangement to enter into with trial
counsel. This Request specifically includes but is not limjted to documents or communications
regarding or reflecting the Trustee's analyses or other action to determine the propriety and/or
reasonableness of the $1,162,161.32 in fees and expenses geperated by the Trustee in the
Pioneer/EOG Litigation and Settlement. This Request specifically includes, but is not limited to,
documents or communications regarding or reflecting the Trustees' analysis, action, or
determination as to whether all or any portion of the $1,162,161.32 justified an extraordinary fee

under the Trust instrument. This Request specifically includes but is not limited to documents or -

communications regarding or reflecting any extraordinary fee taken by the trustee because of
time "consumed” by the Pioneer/EOG Litigation and/or Settlement or any other basis or reason.

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Request on the following bases:

1. This Request is vague, undefined, non-specific, overly broad, harassing, and unduly
** burdensome.
2. This Request seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this case for

discovery purposes and is beyond'the scope of discovery as confined by the subject
matter of this case. See TRCP 192 emt. 1. .

3. This Request seeks confidential, private, and/or proprietary information pertaining to the
South Texas Syndicate Trust. Accordingly, J.P. Morgan bas filed a Motion for Protective
Order and objects to further responding to this discovery request until such Motion has
been determined and protections granted as requested therein.

4, All necessary parties (in excess of 200 beneficiaries of the South Texas Syndicate Trust)
- have not been joined and I.P. Morgan objects to producing information that may be
, confidential (or otherwise objectionable) to the other beneficiaries before they are joined
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- and have the opportunity to be heard regarding any objections that they may have to the
release of the requested information to Plaintiff.

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE:

Subject to the above-objections and the Court’s determination as to the proper scope of this
Request and J.P. Morgan’s obligations (if any) to further respond and produce documents
thereunder, J.P. Morgan anticipates that documents responsive to this Request (or redacted
information in such documents) have been or will be withheld from production under attorney-

client and work product privileges.

TA32RUPMORGAN\Blaze\DiscoveryiResponses to RFP.doe
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November 17, 2011

Via Facsintile

Patrick K. Sheehan, Esq.

Homberger Sheehan Fuller & Beiter Inc.
The Quarry Heights Building

7373 Broadway, Suite 300

San Antonio, TX 78209

Re:  Cause No. 2010-C1-10977; John K. Meyer, et al. v. JP Morgan Chase Bank N.A.,
Individually/Corporately and as Trustee of the Souih Texas Syndicate Trust and
Gary P. Aymes; in the 225" District Court, Bexar County, Texas

Dear Mr. Shechan:
Enclosed is a copy of Plaintiffs’ chucst for Rule 193.3 Withholding Statement.

Very truly yours,

TV bhant  Domdesy, [

Michael J, Donley
Direct Dial; (214) 572-1728
Email: michae!ld@LFDiaw.com

MID/arh
Enclosure

R . Teleelie e [ Ny bt e ks ey e s mme o i e e

e et

12377 Merit Drive, Suile 500 Dallas, Texas 75251 - 2224
pr 2145721700 £ 214.572.1717 www.LFDlaw.com



(Consolidated Under)
CAUSE NO. 2010-CI-10977

JOHN K. MEYER, ET AL, IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF

Plaintiffs,

TP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A,,
INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY AND
AS TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH TEXAS
SYNDICATE TRUST AND GARY P.
AYMES,

225% JUDICIAL DISTRICT

O s 00 LN SO LGN CON S0 WOn WO

BEXAR COUNTY, TEXAS '

Defendants.

TO: Defendant JP Morgan Chase Bank, N.A., Individually/Corporately and as Trustee
of the South Texas Syndicate Trust and Gary P. Aymes by and through their
attorney of record, Patrick K. Sheehan, Hornberger Sheehan Fuller & Beiter Inc,,
The Quarry Heights Building, 7373 Broadway, Suite 300, San Antonio, TX
78209

In accordance with Rule 193.3, TRCP, Plaintiffs request that JP Morgen Chase Baxk,

N.A., Individually/Corporately and as Trustee of the South Texas Syndicate Trust and Gary P.
Aymes, identify the information and material that has been withheld as stated in their responses
to Plaintiffs’ discovery requests previously served on Defendants, In the withholding statement,

Defendants must describe any information or materials withheld and the specific privilege for

each item or group of items withheld within fifteen days after service of this Rule 193.3 Request,




DATE: November ‘?’, 2011.

Respectfuily submitted,

'GEORGE. sﬂENCER &

State Bar No, 18521001

112 E. Pecan St., Suite 1300
San Antonio, Texas 78205
Telephone:  (210) 227-7121
Facsimile: (210) 2270732

RICHARD TINSMAN

State Bar No. 20064000
TINSMAN & SCIANOQ, INC.
10107 McAllister Freeway
San Antonio, Texas 78205
Telephone:  (210) 225-3121
Facsimile:  (210) 225-6235

JAMES L. DROUGHT

State Bar No. 06135000

DROUGHT DROUGHT & BOBBITT, LLP
112 E. Pecan St., Suile 2900

San Antonio, Texas 78205

Telephone:  (210) 225-4031

Facsimile: (210) 222-0586

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF
JOHN K. MEYER




LOEWINSOHN FLEGLE DEARY, LL.P.

DAVID R. DEARY

State Bar No, 05624900
JIML. FLEGLE

State Bar No. 07118600
MICHAEL J. DONLEY

State Bar No. 24045795

12377 Merit Drive, Suite $00
Dallas, Texas 75251
Telephone:  (214) 572-1700
Facsimile:  (214) 572-1717

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF
EMILIE BLAZE

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the above and foregoing instrument has
been served on the below listed counsel of record via the method indicated, this }

day of
November 2011:

Patrick K. Sheehan Via Facsimile
David Jed Williams

Mark A. Randolph

Kevin M. Beiter

Homberger Sheehan Fuller

& Beiter Inc.

The Quarry Heights Building

7373 Broadway, Suite 300

San Antonio, TX 78209

Michael J. Donley
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December 8, 2011
Via Facsimile and Emall

Patrick K. Sheehan, Esq.

Hornberger Fuller Shechan & Beiter, Inc.
The Quarry Heights Building

7373 Broadway, Suite 300

San Antonio, TX 78209

Re:  Cause No. 2011-C1-10977; John K. Meyer, et al. v. JP Morgan Chase Bank N.A.,
Individua!ly/Corporately and as Trustee of the South Texas Syndicate Trust and
Gary P. Aymes; in the 225" Distiict Court, Bexar County, Texas

Dear Pat:

On November 17, 2011, we requested a withholding statement from JP Morgan pursuant
to Rule 193.3(b). JP Morgan was required to serve a response within 15 days of service
containing the information detailed in that rule. By our calculations, JP Morgan’s withholding
statement was due December 5, 2011,

To date, we have not received a withholding statement from JP Morgan or any
communication regarding same.

If we do not receive a withholding stater"nent by December 13, we will file a2 motion to
compel JP Morgan to fulfill its discovery obligations and set the motion for hearing,

Very truly yours,

Vi

Jim L. Flegle
Direct Dial: (214) 572-1701
Email; jim{{@LFDlaw.com

JLF/mlj

cc: George H. Spencer, Jr.
Richard Tinsman
James L. Drought

12377 Merit Drive, Suite 900 Dallus, Toxas 75251 - 2224
p: 214.572.1700 f:214.572.1717 www. LFDlnw.com



CATHERINE STONE
CHIEF JUSTICE
KAREN ANGELIN]
SANDEE BRYAN MARION
PHYLIS 1. SPEEDLIN
REBECCA SIMMONS
STEVEN C. HILBIG
MARIALYN BARNARD
JUSTICES

Dinah L. Gaines

Staff Attorney”

Bexar County Civil District
Courts

100 Dolorosa, Suite B-23
San Antonio, TX 78205

George H. Spencer, Jr.

112 East Pecan Street, Suite
1300

San Antonio, TX 78205-1512

Honorable Peter A. Sakai
Judge, 225th District Court
Bexar County Courthouse
100 Dolorosa, 2nd Floor
San Antonio, TX 78205

Patrick K. Sheehan
7373 Broadway, Suite 300
San Antonio, TX 78209

RE:

Court of Appeals Number:
Trial Court Case Number:

WIBEEEERCh

2010CI10977 -POoRS1

COURT OF APPEALS

FOURTH COURT OF APPEALS DISTRICT KEITH E. HOTTLE,

CADENA-REEVES JUSTICE CENTER CLERK
300 DOLORGCSA, SUITE 3200
SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS 78205-3037
TELEPHONE

WWWA4THCOA.COURTS.STATE. TX.US
. (210) 335-2635

FACSIMILE NO.
(210} 335-2762

December 22, 2011

Donna Kay McKinney
Bexar County-District Clerk
101 W, Nueva

San Antonio, TX 78205

Honorable David A.
Berchelmann, Jr.

Judge, 37th Judicial District
Court .
Bexar County Courthouse
100 Dolorosa

San Antonio, TX 78205

James L. Drought

2900 Weston Centre
112 East Pecan Street
San Antonio, TX 78205

Alnes

Richard Tinsman
10107 McAllister Freeway
San Antonio, TX 78216

T
5""{@1
pp—.
&5
¢
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i

04-11-00914-CV
2010-CI1-10977

Style: Inre JP Morgan Chase Bank, N.A., Individually/Corporately and as Trustee of the South
Texas Syndicate Trust and Gary P. Aymes, Relator

The Relator’s Petition for Writ of Mandamus and Motion for Temporary Relief in the
above styled and numbered cause has this date been filed.

Very truly yours,
KEITH E. HOTTLE, CLERK

o/

Jefhifer Saenz
Deputy Clerk, Ext. 3221
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. _{Consolidated Under)
2010-C1-10977

JOHN K. MEYER, ET AL. IN THE DISTRICT COURT

V.

JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A., 225™ JUDICIAL DISTRICT
INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY
AND AS TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH

TEXAS SYNDICATE TRUST
AND GARY P. AYMES

LN LN LD DD LDN LON LN LN U

BEXAR COUNTY, TEXAS

PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO SET ON THE JURY DOCKET

This Motion is now made that the above-numbered and entitled cause be
set for trial. The estimated length of trial is two (2) weeks.

Check type of case:
____ Family

&“333\&‘-5

(Specify type)
____ Workers’ comp. s
____Injunction
_X Other _Trust/Breach of Fiduciary Duty
(Specify)

Respectfully submitted,

Mr. Richard Tinsman-
TINSMAN & SCIANQ, INC.
10107 McAllister Freeway
San Antonio, Texas 78216
Telephone: (210) 225-3121
Facsimile: (210) 225-6235

S:A\JLDWMeyer, JohnmMotion to Set on Jury Docket.wpd
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Mr. George H. Spencer, Jr.
CLEMENS & SPENCER, P.C.
112 East Pecan, Suite 1300
San Antonio, Texas 78205
Telephone: (210) 227-7121
Facsimile: (210) 227-0732

DROUGHT, DROUGHT & BOBBITT, L.L.P.
2900 Weston Centre

112 East Pecan Street

San Antonio, Texas 78205

Telephone: (210) 225-4031

Facsimile: (210) 222-0586

By: @0""'//
Q?és L. Drought
ate Bar No. 06135000
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFFS,

JOHN K. MEYER, JOHN MEYER, JR.
and THEODORE MEYER

ORDER

The above-styled and numbered cause is set for trial on the Jury Docket for the
22" day of October, 2012 at 8:30 a.m. in them District Court, Bexar County

Courthouse, San Antonio, Texas. M/(:— é #é’/oi ?Z ?) (P

SIGNED this day of December, 2011.
| JUDGE JANET LITTLEJOMN
k.

DEC 2 2 201

Judge Presiding

S:\JLD\Meyer, John\Motion ¢ Set on Jury Docket.wpd
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been sent
by:

U.S. Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested to:
Facsimile to:

First Class Mail to:

Hand Delivery to:

Mr. Patrick K. Sheehan

Mr. David Jed Williams

Mr. Mark A. Randolph

Mr. Kevin M. Beiter

HORNBBERGER SHEEHAN FULLER & BEITER, INC.
7373 Broadway, Suite 300

San Antonio, TX 78209

on this the 21° day of December, 2011.

oo

Jatnes &2 Drought

S:\JLDWMeyer, JohniMotion fo Set on Jury Docket.wpd
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COURT OF APPEALS
CATHERINE STONE FOURTH COURT OF APPEALS DISTRICT KEITH E. HOTTLE,
CHIEF JUSTICE CADENA-REEVES JUSTICE CENTER CLERK
KAREN ANGELIN1 300 DOLOROSA, SUITE 3200
SANDEE BRYAN MARION SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS 78205-3037
PHYLIS J. SPEEDLIN WWW 4THCOA.COURTS.STATE.TX.US TELEPHONE
REBECCA SIMMONS (210) 335-2635
STEVEN C. HILBIG
MARIALYN BARNARD FACSIMILE NO.
JUSTICES (210) 335-2762
December 23, 2011
Dinah L. Gaines _ Donna Kay McKinney
Staff Attomey Bexar County-District Clerk
Bexar County Civil District Courts 101 W. Nueva
100 Dolorosa, Suite B-23 San Antonio, TX 78205
San Antonio, TX 78205
Honorable David A. Berchclmann, Jr.
George H. Spencer, Jr. . Judge, 37th Judicial District Court
Clemens & Spencer, P.C. Bexar County Courthouse
112 East Pecan Street, Suite 1300 100 Dolorosa
San Antonio, TX 78205-1512 San Antonio, TX 78205 ]
Honorable Peter A. Sakai James L. Drought —— ; -
Judge, 225th District Court Drought, Drought & Bobbitt, L.IL.B<& | g
Bexar County Courthouse 2900 Weston Centre T
100 Dolorosa, 2nd Floor 112 East Pecan Street " !n
San Antonio, TX 78205 San Antonio, TX 78205 g o
o =
Patrick K. Sheehan Richard Tinsman € puere
Homberger Sheehan Fuller & Beiter Incorporated Tinsman & Sciano, Inc. & S < g
7373 Broadway, Suite 300 10107 McAllister Freeway E f:'g
San Antonio, TX 78209 San Antonio, TX 78216 3B t __,J,

RE:  Court of Appeals Number: 04-11-00914-CV
" Trial Court Case Number: 2010-CI-10977
Style: In re JP Morgan Chase Bank, N.A., Individually/Corporately and as Trustce o heSouth
Texas Syndicate Trust and Gary P. Aymes, Relator /

Enclosed please find the order which the Honorable Court of Appeals has issued in reference to
the above styled and numbered cause.

If you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Very truly yours,
KEITH E. HOTTLE, CLERK

Deputy Clerk, Ext. 3221



December 23, 2011

No. 04-11-00914-CV

IN RE JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A., INDIVIDUALLY/CORPORATELY AND AS
TRUSTEE OF THE SOUTH TEXAS SYNDICATE TRUST AND GARY P. AYMES

Original Mandamus Proceeding’
ORDER

Sitting: Catherine Stone, Chief Justice
Karen Angelini, Justice
Rebecca Simmons, Justice

On December 22, 2011, relator filed a petition for writ of mandamus and a motion for
temporary relief. The court has considered relator’s petition and is of the opinion that relator is
not entitled to the relief sought. Accordingly, the petition for writ of mandamus and the motion
for temporary relief are DENIED. See TEX. R. ApP. P. 52.8(a). The court’s opinion will issue at
a later date.

It is so ORDERED on December 23, 2011.
\\\“\\MHUMM;%:,

\!""‘\\ < OF Ap bd?’?:’f’a ‘ m
o o -

ecca Simmons, Justice

fu

Kefth E. Hottle,

court on thi

! This proceeding arises out of Cause No. 2010-CI-10977, styled John K. Meyer, et al. v. JP Morgan Chase Bant,
N.A., Individually/Corporately and as Trustee of the South Texas Syndicate Trust and Gary P. Aymes, pending in the,
225th Judicial District Court, Bexar County, Texas, the Honorable Peter Sakai presiding. However, the order
complained of was signed by the Honorable David A. Berchelmann, presiding judge of the 37th Judicial District
Court, Bexar County, Texas.
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