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BEFORE THE JUDICIAL PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION

)
IN RE: }

)
DEEPWATER HORIZON ); MDL Docket Ne,
INCIDENT LITIGATION )

}

BP EXPLORATION & PRODUCTION INC.’S MOTION
TO TRANSFER FOR COORDINATED OR CONSOLIDATED
PRETRIAL PROCEEDINGS UNDER 28 U.S.C. § 1407

BP Exploration & Production Ine. (“BPXP"), a defendant in various of the cases listed on
the accompanying Schedule of Actions,' files this motion for consclidation and transfer of
pretrial proceedings under 28 U.S.C. § 1407. In support of its Motion, BPXP states as follows:

i. On April 20, 2010 there was an explosion and fire onboard the Deepwater
Horizon offshore drilling rig owned and operated by Transocean Ltd, and/or its subsidiaries
(“Transocean™) while it was operating in the Gulf of Mexico. The rig subséquenﬂy sank on
April 22, ‘ ‘

2. At the time of the incident, BP America Production Company (an affiliate of

BPXP) had hired Transocean Holdings LLC as an independent contractor to use Deepwater

' As shown in the accompenying Schedule of Actions, BPXP seeks consofidation and transfer of 70 cases arising

from the explosion snboard the Deepwater Horizon and subsequent ofl spill. Of the 70 Related Cases, six {6} were
the subject of a prior filing by 2 group of plaintiffs on or about April 30, 2010 seeking an MDL styled as “In Re:
Gulf Of Mexico Qil Contaminarion.” BPXF is filing this pleading as a Motion pursuant to JPML Rule 7.2{g) and (h)
because it adds 64 actions to the 6 identified by plaintiffs for tansfer and consolidation. As discussed in the
accoripanying Memorandum, plaintifs’ Moton is too narrow and the cases identified therein should be made part

of the larger MDL, that BPXP seeks in this Motion. FE LE g GP?
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Horizon to drill an exploration well on Mississippi Canyon Block 252 (“MC252"),
approximately 130 miles southeast of New Orleans. BPXP has a 65% interest in MC252.
Following the incident on the Deepwater Horizon rig, oil began spilling from the well. An
extensive spill response operation was activated, involving more than 2500 people, a fleet of
vessels, aireraft, dispersants and booms.

3. In the two weeks since the incident, at least 70 suits have been filed in federal
court relating to the incident as set forth in the Schedule of Actions {collectively the “Related
Cases™). Each of the Related Cases is based on the same facts: the explosion of Deepwater
Horizon and subsequent oil spill. Each of the Related Cases has also been filed against some
combination of the same defendants: Transocean and/or its affiliates, BPXP and/or its affiliates,
Halliburton Energy Services, Inc., Cameron International Corporation, and others. All the
Related Cases allege a cause of action for negligence, and many also seek recovery under
common theories such as strict liability, nuisance, wantonness, and trespass. The vast majority
of these cases, 59, are class actions seeking the certification of overlapping classes,

4, The Related Cases are spread across several different courts in Fiorida, Alabama,
Louisiana, Mississippi, and Texas. The need to aveid inconsistent pre-trial rulings, eliminate
duplicative discovery, and conserve the efforts and resources of the parties and the judiciary all
weigh heavily in favor of transferring these cases o a single court for coordinated and
consolidated pre-trial proceedings.

3. The Southern Distriet of Texas, Houston Division, is the appropriate forum for all
of the Related Cases because that is where (i) all ‘of the defendents’ headquarters, key witnesses

and documents are located and (ii) a majority of the state court lawsuits have been filed.



In further support of its motion, BPXP submits the accompanying Memorandum and
refers the Court to the points and authorities contained therein.

WHEREFORE, BPXP respectfully requests that the Court consolidate all of the cases on
the Schedule of Actions pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1407. BPXP further requests transfer to the
Southern District of Texas, Houstor Division.

Dated: May 7, 2010 Respectfully submitted,

By:/s/ J. Andrew Langan, P.C,
Richard C. Godfrey, P.C.
(richard.godfrey@kirkiand.com)
1. Andrew Langan, P.C.
(andrew.langan(@kirkland.com)
Matthew T, Regan, P.C.
(matthew.regan(@kirkland.com)
KIRKLAND & ELLISLLP
300 North LaSalle Street
Chicago, IL. 60654

(312) 862-2000

Attomeys Jor BP Exploration & Production
Ine.
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MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT OF BP EXPLORATION & PRODUCTION
INC’S MOTION TO TRANSFER FOR COORDINATED OR CONSOLIDATED
PRETRIAL PROCEEDINGS UNDER 28 U.S.C. § 14087

BP Exploration & Production Inc. (“BPXP™) moves pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1407 to
transfer for coordinated or consolidated pre-trial proceedings seventy (70) actions — including
fifty-nine (59) putative class actions -— pending in six district courts across the southeastern
United States (collectively the “Related Cases”). Each of the Related Cases arises from the April
20, 2010 explosion and sinking of the Deepwater Horizon drilling rig in the Gulf of Mexico and
subsequent oil spill, and all are premised on similar allegations and legal theories,

All of the factors considered by this Panel support the transfer of these actions 1o a single
court. Centralization of this litigation will serve the interests of Jjustice and efficiency by
avoiding inconsistent pretrial rulings and duplicative discovery. The risk of inconsistent pre-trial
rulings is particularly high here, where the defendants face dozens of overlapping putative class
actions. All of the Related Cases are premised on the same alleged events and conditions and

seek relief under similar legal theories. The Related Cases will involve the same discovery
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regarding the Deepwater Horizon drilling rig and its blowout preventers, the cause of the
explosion and ensuing oil spill, and the acts taken by each of the defendants. Discovery requests
in these actions will be overlapping and duplicative, and will result in unnecessary burden on the
defendants and the many courts before whom these cases are currently pending, Moreover,
because plaintiffs’ legal theories are similar, BPXP expects that dispositive motions and other
pretrial filings likewise will be similar. As the Related Cases are all still in their initial stages,
having been filed within the past two weeks, these inefficiencies can be avoided by immediate
transfer and coordination or consolidation.

The Southern District of Texas, Houston Division, is the most appropriate forum for
transfer and centralization because: (i) d.efcndants BPXP, Transocean, Halliburton and Cameron
maintain their principal places of business and their key documents and witnesses within that
District, and (i} several of the state lawsuits arising from the Deepwater Horizon incident are
pending in Houston, Additionally, Judge Lynn N, Hughes, who was assigned the first Related
Case to be filed in the Southem District of Texas, Houston Division, is experienced in managing
multidistrict litigation, See Jn Re Service Corporation International Securities Litig., MDL-1609
{Dist. J. Lynn N. Hughes). Transfer and consolidation of this litigation in the Southern District
of Texas, Houston Division, would greatly promote the just and expeditious resolution of these
actions.

BACKGROUND

Transocean Lid. and/ or its affiliates (“Transocean™) owned and operated the Deepwater
Horizon offshore drilling rig, which’ drills exploration wells on the seabed, BP America
Production Company (an affiliate of BPXP) hired Transocean Holdings LLC as an independent

contractor to use Deepwater Horizon to drill an exploration well on Mississippi Canyon Block



252 ("MC252™), in the Gulf of Mexico approximately 130 miles southeast of New Orleans.
BPXP has a 65% ownership interest in MC252. .

Drilling a deep sea oil well is a compléx task, and requires the use of specialized
equipment and numerous contractors who perform specialized services. One of the contractors
working on the MC252 exploration well was Halliburton Energy Services, Inc. ("HES"), also a
defendant in many Related Cases, which provided specialized “cementing” services.! Defendant
Cameron International Corp, and/ or its affiliates (“Cameron™ menufactured the blowout
preventer (a large series of valves that can seal off the wellhead) used on the MC2352 exploration
well — a key piece of equipment for a deep sea well. Both HES and Cameron have been named
as co-defendants with BPXP and Transocean in many of the Related Cases.

On April 20, 2010, an explosion and fire occurred onboard Deepwater Horizon. The rig
subsequently sank on April 22. Following this incident, the well began to spill oil. An extensive
spill response operation was activated, which has involved more than 2500 people, a flest of
vesscls, aircrafi, dispersants and booms. A few days after the Deepwater Horizon incident,
plaintiffs began filing suits.

To date, more than 70 lawsuits arising from the Deepwater Horizon incident have been
filed in state and federal courts before dozens of judges in at least six different districts in the
five states that border the Gulf of Mexico, All of these Related Cases are in their initial stages,
Indeed, each was filed within the last two weeks, BPXPs initial responsive pleading has not yet
come due in any of the cases, and no discovery or pretrial schedules have been set.

All of the Related Cases raise similar fact and legal issues, as demonstrated by the

complaints provided with this Motion, First, the Related Cases are all based on similar factual

! “Cementing"” refers to the process used 1o bond the well with the well casing, The wel casin g is a farge steel pipe
placed in a well as drilling progresses to prevent cave-ins ‘and'seepage.



allegations. Every complaint is premised upon the incident on the Deepwater Horizon offshore
drilling rig and the ensuing oil spill. Indeed, many use the same language 1o introduce their
allegations: “This is a class action ... to recover damages suffered by Plaintiffs and the Class
Members as a result of the oil spill that resulted from the explosion and fire aboard, and
subsequent sinking of, the oil rig Deepwater Horizon (hereinafter ‘Deepwater Horizon’ or “Oi
Rig’) on April 20, 2010, at or about 10‘:‘00 p.m. on the outer Continental Shelf” {Compl. 71
filed in e.g., Gulf Shores West Beach Investments, LLC, et al. v, Transocean Holdings, Inc., Case
No. 10-cv-00213 (S.D. Ala); Frilowx, ef al. v, BP, ple, er al., Case No. 10-cv-01246 (ED. La),
Ocean Reef Realty, Inc. v. Transocean Holdings, Inc., et al., Case No. 10-cv-00132 (N.D. Fla)),
Salley v. Transocean Holdings, Inc. et al., Case No. 10-cv-00133 (N.D. Fla.y, Trahan, et ol v,
BF, ple, et al., Case No, 10-cv-00198 (S.D. Ala.); Carrone, et al. v. BP, ple, et al., Case No, 10-
ev-01315 (E.D. La.); Joz Patti Seafood Co., et al. v. Transocean, Ltd et al., Case No. 10-¢cv-
00137 (N.D. Fla,)y; Wilkerson, et al, v. Transocean Holdings, Inc., et al., Case No. 10-¢v-00201
(5.D. Ala)).

Secord, the complaints generally allege the same legal theories. Each alleges that the
defendants were negligent. Most plaintiffs also seek recovery under the federal Oif Pollution
Act, 33 U.S.C. § 2702, and common law theories such as strict liability, nuisance, trespass, and
wartonness.

Third, the Related Cases have been brought against the same group of defendants.
Almnost all of the cases name Transocean and/ or its affiliates, BPXP and/ or its affiliates, HES,
and Cameron,

Fourth, 59 of these cases are putative class actions, often with the same or overlapping

class definitions. Most of the putative class complaints seek certification of statewide classes



consisting of “[a]ll [state] residents who live or work in or derive income from the [state]
‘Coastal Zone,” as that term is defined in 42 US.C. §1331(e), and who have sustained any
legally cognizable loss and/or damages as a result of the April 20, 2010 fire and explosion which
occurred aboard the Deepwater Horizon drilling rig and the oil spill resulting therefrom.” (£g.
Complaint § 13 filed in Robin Seafood Co., et al v. BP, ple, et al., Case No, 10-cv-01314 (E.D.
La)) Multiple plaintiffs in each state seek to represent a statewide class so defined.
Additionally, other plaintiffs seek certification of classes ranging from “commercial fisherman
--. who hold a Gulf reef fish permit and IFQ shares for gulf Red Snapper and Grouper/Tilefish”
to “real estate owners, rental managers and rental agents.” (Complaint § 5 filed in Harris v,
Transocean LID., et al., 10-cv-00129 (N.D, Fla.); Complaint § 31 filed in Gulf Shores West
Beach Investments, LLC, et al v. Transocean Holdings, Inc., Case No. 10-cv-00213 (S.D. Alay),
Although most of the putative class definitions are limited to potential class members in a single
staie, some plaintiffs have sought to represent multi-state classes. (See, e.g., Complaint 918
filed in Bill’s Opster House, et al. v. BP, ple, et al,, Case No, 10-cv-01308 (E.D. La.); Complaint
§ 5 filed in Harris v. Transocean LID,, et al,, 10-cv-00129 (N.D. Fla.); Complaint § 26 filed in
Billy s Seafood, Inc. v, Transocean Holdings, Ine., et al., Case No, 10-cv-00215 (8.D. Ala)).

ARGUMENT

1. TRANSFER IS APPROPRIATE UNDER 28 U.S.C. § 1407

The purpose of 28 US.C, § 1407 is to ensure the just, efficient and consistent conduct
and adjudication of actions pending in multiple districts by providing for the centralized
management of pretrial proceedings under a single court’s supervision. 28 U.S.C. § 1407(a). In
deciding whether to consolidate or coordinate proceedings, the Panel assesses whether
centralization will (1} avoid the possibility of conflicting pretrial rulings; (2) eliminate or reducs

duplicative discovery; and (3) conserve the efforts and resources of the parties, their counsel,



witnesses, and the judiciary. In re Imagitas, Inc., Drivers' Privacy Prot. Act Litig., 486 F. Supp.
2d 1371, 1372 (JP.MLL. 2007); In re National Sec. Agency Telecomms. Records Litig, 474 F.
Supp. 2d 1355, 1356 (J.P.M.I. 2007). Each of these considerations decisively favors MDIL,
consolidation here.

A. Transfer Will Avoid The Possibility Of Conflicting Pretrial Rulirgs.

Centralization will avoid the possibility of conflicting pretrial rulings. Plaintiffs assert
many of the same claims — negligence, strict liability, nuisance, trespass, wantonness and
violation of the federal Oil Pollution Act — which could result in inconsistent rulings if
addressed separately. See In re Terrorist Attacks on Sept. 11, 2007, 295 F. Supp. 2d 1377, 1378
(J.P.M.L. 2003) (noting that overlapping legal issues counsel in favor of transfer). Dispositive
and other motions asserted by BPXP, other defendants, and/ or plaintiffs in the vatious cases will
require resolution of essentially the same issues of fact and law. See /it re Alr Crash Over Mid-
Atlgntic On June 1, 2009, No. MDL 2144, 2010 WL 1529554, at *1 (J.P.M.L. Apr. 14, 2010)
(approving centralization where all actions concerned the cause or causes of an airplane crash);
Inre Oil Spill by “Amoco Cadiz” Off Coast of France on March 16, ] 978, 471 F. Supp. 473, 478
(J.P.M.L. 1979) {ordering cenwalization where actions “involve common questions of fact,
including questions uflfauit concerning the steering breakdown; questions of fault with respect to
the activities on ship, shore and tug during the hours from the breakdown until the grounding;
questions of the causes and amount of damage by pellution; and guestions concerning [the
govemment's] responsibility in aggravating or failing to mitigate damages.”). Issues relating to
BPXP’s (and the other defendants’) conduct that arise in pretriai motions can and should be
determined by one judge, in one proceeding,

In addition, the Related Cases include 59 putative class actions seeking certification of

overlapping classes. There is a substantial risk of inconsistent pretrial rulings where putative



class actions proceed simultaneously in different forums. As the Panel has noted, it “is in the
field of class action determinations in related multidistrict civil actions that the potential for
conflicting, disorderly, chaotic judicial action is the greatest.” In re Plumbing Fixture Cases,
298 F. Supp. 484, 493 (I.P.M.L, 1968); see also In re Countrywide Fin. Corp. Mortg. Mite &
Sales Practices Litig,, 582 F. Supp.2d 1373, 1375 (J.P.M.L. 2008) (ordering consolidation where
“[tihe sufficiency of class allegations is an overarching issue in the putative nationwide class
actions . . ."); In re Temporomandibular Joint (TMJ) Implants Prods. Liab. Litig., 844 F. Supp.
1553, 1554 (JP.M.L. 1994) (consolidation neeessary fo prevent inconsistent pretrial rulings,
“especially with respect to class certifications™).  This Panel has held that transfer and
coordination or consolidation is particularly appropriate, if not essential, in putative clags action
cases. In re fmagitas, Inc., Drivers' Privacy Prot. Act Litig., 486 F. Supp.2d at 1372 (ordering
transfer of eight class actions to “prevent inconsistent pretrial rulings (especially with respect to
issues of class certification)”™); see also In re First Nat! Bank, 451 F. Supp. 995, 997 (JP.M.L.
1978) (Panel cansolidated two class actions brought on behalf of the same plaintiff class because
“it is desirable to have a single judge oversee the class action issues™); In re Public dir Travel
Tariff Litig., 360 F. Supp. 1397, 1399 (JP.ML.'1973) (Panel transferred several actions where
plaintiffs sought to represent the sa:;ié class due to the “real danger of conflicting class
determinations™).?

B. Transfer Will Etiminate Or Redace Duplicative Discovery,

The Related Cases are all primarily premised on the same alleged events and conditions,
involve the same actors, and are built on many of the same legal theories. Without question, the

Related Cases will involve largely duplicative discovery requests and require discovery of the

? Although BPXP seeks censolidation for pretrial proceedings as part of an MDL, nothing in this Memorandem is

imtended to suggest that class certification, which involves a different standard and consideration of factors not at
issue here, s appropriate for any of thess claims. BPXP reserves the right to oppose ¢lass certification,
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same documents and witnesses regarding, among other things, (i} the cause of the explosion on
the Deepwater Horizon, (i) the cause of oil spill and (iii} actions taken by each of the
defendants, Absent coordination or consolidation, BPXP and the other defendants would be
required to respond to multiple requests for the same information, and witesses would be
required to submit to multiple, duplicative depositions. Moreover, absent centralization, disputes
over such discovery would be largely duplicative, and district courts of coordinate Jjurisdiction
deciding discovery disputes may reach confradictory conclusions, Transferring and coordinating
will allow disputes to be argued and resolved just once. See, eg, In re Ocean Fin Corp,
FPrescreening Lirig., 435 F. Supp. 2d 1350, 135 1-52 (JP.M.L. 2006) (holding that centralization
would eliminate duplicative discovery where plaintiffs brought claims on behalf of overlapping
putative classes); In re Teflon Prods. Liab. Litig., 416 F. Supp. 2d 1364, 1365 (J.B.M.L. 2008)
(holding that transfer was necessary to eliminate duplicative discovery).

. Transfer Will Couserve The Efforts And Resources Of The Parties, Their
Counsel, Witnesses And The Judiciary.

By eliminating or reducing duplicative discovery and avoiding the possibility of
conflicting pretrial rulings, coordination will substantially reduce the efforts and expenditure of
resources by all parties involved. It would defeat the -core purpose of MDL coordination or
consolidation to require two or more federa) judges to preside over the same claims involving the
same parties. Because the same documents, witnesses and physical evidence will be involved,
document discovery and other written dlscovery should be provided once through coordinated
discovery, and depositions should proceed once as to aIl parties instead of numerous times with
the need to resolve the scheduling conflicts that no doubt would ocour. Sge In re Asbestos Prods,

Liab. Litig. (No. V1), 771 F. Supp. 415, 422 (JP.M.L, 1991),



Moreover, transfer of these actions for coordinated pretrial proceedings will not unfairly
prejudice any plaintiffs, Discovery has not yet commenced in any of the Related Cases.
Because there has been no production of discovery and no discovery or pretrial schedules
established, there are no practical impediments to expedient coordination and the implementation
of uniform pretrial procedures and scheduling,

IL THE RELATED CASES SHOULD BE TRANSFERRED TO THE SOUTHERN
DISTRICT OF TEXAS, HOUSTON DIVISION,

The Southern District of Texas, Houston Division, is the proper forum for all of the
Related Cases because that is where (i) all of the defendants’ headquarters, key witnesses and
documents are located and (ii) a majority of the state court lawsuits have been filed,

First, defendants BPXP, Transocean, HES and Cameron are sl headquartered in the
Southern District of Texas and maintain their principal offices, key witnesses and documents in
the Houston area. The Panel has identified the Jocation of corporate defendants’ headquarters
and, correspondingly, the location of the defendants’ key documents and witnesses as an
important factor when determining the proper forum for MDL proceedings. See, e.g., In re Deltg
Air Lires, Inc., 170 F. Supp. 2d 1359, 1360 (JP.M.L. 200D {observing that “pertinent
documents and witnesses” are usually located at the defendant’s principal place of business); In
re dir Crash Over Mid-Atlantic, 2010 WL 1529354, at *1 (transferring to district where three
actions are pending and two defendants maintain their principal places of business); n re
Avandia Mktg., Sales Practices and Prod. Liab. Litig,, 528 F. Supp. 2d 1339, 1341 (JP.M.L.
2007) (transferring to district of defendant’s principal place of business because “many witnesses
and documents relevant to the litigation .'aré'likelyétc‘} be found there™); In re Air Crash Disaster
in lonian Sea on September 8 1974, 407 K. Supp. 238, 240 (JP.M.L. 1976) (transferring to

district where one defendant maintains ifs principal place of business and four individual



defendants reside in part because “a substantial amount of the relevant discovery will occur in
that district”),

Second, related state court litigation is also pending in Harris County, Texas, which is
encompassed within the Southem District of Texas, Houston Division. See, e.g., Kleppinger v.
Transocean Offshore Deepwater Drilling, Inc., et al., No 2010-25245 (Harris County, Texas) (a
copy of the Complaint is attached hereto as Exhibit A), Davis v, Transocean Lid, et al., No.
2010-25752 (Harris County, Texas) (a copy of the Complaint is attached hereto as Exhibit B);
Stone et al. v. Transocean Offshore Deepwater Drilling, Inc., No. 2010-25245 (Harris County,
Texas) (a copy of the Complaint is attgched hereto as Exhibit C). As this Panel has recognized,
the presence of state court actions invélving common issues of fact favors transfer to the district
court that contains them. See eg., In ré Internal Revenue Serv. § 1031 Tax Deferred Exch.
Litig., 528 F. Supp.2d 1343, 1344 (J.P.M.L. 2007) (“Nevada is also the location of related state
court proceedings, and centralization in the District of Nevada will enhance the potential for
coordination between the state and federal courts regarding this matter.”); In re General Motors
Corp. Sec. & Derivative Litig., 429 F, Supp.2d 1368, 1370 (J.P.M.1L. 2006) (“Further, since
Michigan is the sius of related state court proceedings (two shareholder derivative actions),
centralization in the Eastern District of Michigan carries the added benefit of fostering
coordinated discovery between the federal and state proceedings, should such a need arise.”); In
re Air Crash Disaster at Siowx City, lowa, on July 19, 1969, 128 FR.D. at 132-33 (*Our transfer
to the Northern District of Ilinois could facilitate coordination among the federal and Iilinois
state court actions.”) (citing MANUAL FOR COMPLEX LITIGATION, SECOND, § 31.3 (1985)).

Finally, the Southern District of Texas is experienced in handling MDL proceedings, see,

e.g, In re Enron Corp, Securities, Derivative & “ERISA” Litigation, MDL-1446 (Dist. J.
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Melinda Hamon); n re Service Corporation International Securities Litigation, MDL-1609
(Dist. . Lynn N. Hughes); In re Heartland Payment Systems, Inc., Customer Daita Security
Breach Litigation, MDL-2046 (Dist. J, Lee H. Rosenthal), but is not overtaxed by multidistrict
litigation. See In re Gator Corp. Softiware Trademark & Copyright Litig,, 259 F. Supp.2d 1378,
1380 (J.P.M.L. 2003) (transferee district selected in part because it was not currently overtaxed
with other multidistrict dockets). Indeed, Judge Lynn N. Hughes, who is experienced in
managing multidistrict litigation, is the district judge assigned the first-filed case in the Southern
District of Texas, Houston Division. See Nar? Vietnamese American Fisherman FEmergency
Assoc. etal,, v. BP ple et al., No. H-10-01607 (8.D. Tex.), The fact that the Southern District of
Texas has both the experience and capacity to' manage these pretrial proceedings counsels in
favor of its selection as the transferee district.

The Southern District of Texas, Houston Division thus provides the appropriate forum for
the Related Cases.
IIl.  THE MDL PROPOSED HEREIN BETTER SERVES THE PURPOSES OF 28

US.C. § 1407 THAN THE SMALLER MDL RECENTLY PROPOSED BY
CERTAIN PLAXNTIFFS.

Shortly before filing the instant Motion, BPXP learned that certain plaintiffs filed a
Motion before the Panel on or about April 30, 2010 seeking transfer and consolidation of six ©)
of the 70 Related Cases into an MDL known as “In re: Gulf of Mexico Oil Contamination.”™
These plaintiffs propose a much more limited MDL that would consist only of those actions
alleging “virtually identical” legal theories arising from the defendants’ alleged “designing,
manufacturing, selling, and putting in'tc;-the st;eam of commerce their defective products.”

{4/30/2010 Br. In Support of Mot. to Transfer filed in /n re: Guif of Mexico Oil Contamination,

* BPXP has not yot received a service copy of the Motion filed April 30, and the papers that BPXP obtained did not
cantain an MDL Docket number,
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atp. 2.) Plaintiffs’ Motion seeks too little in the way of transfer and consolidation, and the Panel
should grant the MDL sought in the instant Motion instead,

Consistent with the plain language of the multidistrict litigation statute, BEXP seeks an
MDL that consolidates or coordinates aff of the 70 Related Cases “involving one or more
common questions of fact.” 28 U.S.C. § 1407(a). As the Panel has previously recognized,
“lt}ransfer under Section 1407 . . . does not require a complete identity or even a majority of
common factual or legal issues as a prerequisite to transfer” In re Merscorp Inc. et al, Real
Estate Settlement Procedures Act (RESPA) Litig., 560 F. Supp.2d 1371, 1372 {(J.P.ML. 2008);
see also In re Avandia Mktg., Sales Practices and Prods. Liab. Litig., 543 F. Supp.2d at 1378
(similar). The plaintiff movants’ limitation of the MDL sought in /n re: Gulf of Mexico Oil
Contamination to only those cases sounding in preducts liability is unnecessarily restrictive
under Section 1407. Further, the establishment of two or more MI3Ls, one or more of which is
restricted to cases alleging certain narrow legal theories, would result in the very sort of potential
for inconsistent adjudications, overlapping discovery and waste of party and judicial resources
that transfer and consolidation under Section 1407 are intended to avoid, Instead, the Panel
should transfer and consolidate all of the Related Cases as BPXP requests, which would place
“all actions . . . before a single judge who can formulate a pretrial program that: (1) allows
discovery with respect to any non-common issues to proceed concurrently with discovery on
common issues; and (2) ensures that pretrial proceedings will be conducted in a manner leading
to the just and expeditious resolution of all actions to the overall benefit of the parties.” fn re
Avandia Miag., Sales Practices and Prods. Liab. Litig., 543 F. Supp.2d at 1377 (internal citations

omitted),
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CONCLUSION

Just two weeks after the Deepwater Horizon incident, seventy cases have already been
filed which are subject to coordinated or consolidated pretrial proceedings. Additional cases are
likely to be filed. BPXP therefore respectfully requests that the Court consolidate all of the
Related Cases listed in the accompanying Schedule of Actions for discovery and pretrial
purposes under 28 U.S.C. § 1407 and _transfér i:};cm to the Southern District of Texss, Houston
Division.

Dated: May 7, 2010 Respectfully submitted,

By: _/s/J. Andrew Langan, P.C
Richard C. Godfrey, P.C.
(richard.godirey@kirkland.com)
J. Andrew Langan, P.C.
(andrew.langan@kirkland.com)
Matthew T. Regan, P.C.
(matthew.regan@kirkland.com)
KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP
300 North LaSalle Street
Chicago, IL. 60654

Telephone: (312) 862-2000
Facsimile: (312) 862-2200

Attorneys for BP Exploration & Production
“Ine.
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'TRACY KUEPPINGER, Individualiy ami§ INTHE DISTRICT COUHT QF.

DEEPWATER DRILLING, NG,
DEEPWATER HORKZON, and

BP PRODUCTS NORTH AMER!CA.,
mdC,

] Reprmniatzve of'the Estate of §
KARL KLEPPINGER, Jr. dod as next §
friead of AARON THOMAS §
KLEPPINGER, a minor chitd g
_ ' § : _
VS, § HARRIS COUNTY, TEX A S
. ' §
’ ’I‘MS{}C‘EM OFFSHORE §
§
§
§
§

234" JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST AMENDED ORIGINAL PETTIION
‘ dnd REQU DISCLOSURE |

TO THE EONORABLE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:

COMES NOW, TRACY KLEPPINGER, Ind%vidually'and as Representative of the Estate of
=KARLKLEP?H\TGER.JR arid as Next Friend of AARON THOMAS KLEPPINGER, a minor child,
P]amtszs » complaining of and against ’IRANSOCEAN OFFSHORE DEEPWATER DRILLINO
INC., DEEPWATER HORIZON, and BP PRODUCTS NORTH AMERICAN, INC,, Defendants
herem, and for cause of acuon wcu}d respectfully show a8 fo!mws

A. Discovéry Conire! Plan

1 Plaintiffs iitend to conduct discovery under Level 3 pusrstant to Rule 190.4 ¢f the Texas

Rules of Civil Procedure.
B. Parties
2.+ Plaintiff, TRACY KLEPPINGER, is an individual and is the wife of Kari Kleppingerand is
the mother of Azron Thomas Kiéppin ger, the son of Karl Kleppinger, Ir..
3, Defendant, TRANSOCEAN CFRSHORE bEEPWATER DRILLING, INC, isa Corporation

domiciled #t 4 Greenway Plaza, Houston, Harris County, Texas and conducting business in the State




of‘.{‘exas and can be served w;th process by serving its registered agent for service of process, Enc
B Bz‘o'mi al 4 Greenway Piaza , Houston, Texas 77046,

g, Defendant BP PRODUCT S NORTH AMERICA, INC.is s Mary!and corporation but may

“‘be served mth process by serving ity rcgtstered agent for service of process in Texas, Prmtme Tl

N Cm’p S}'sicm at 211 B 7TH Street, Stite 620 ; in Austin, Texas 78701,

C. Venue
s, Venue iz proper in Hams County, Texas pursuant to Texas Civil Practice & Remedies
5 0181()(1) because Defendant'IRANSOCEAN OFFSHORE DEEPWATER DRILLING INC."s
pnnmpai office i it this state is Jocated.in Hams County, Texas.

D. Jurisdiction

6., Thisis an admiralty and maritime claim within the jurisdiction of this Honorable Court,

7. Kl Kleppinger, Jr. was 2 scaman and this action is brought pursuant ta Title 46 US.C,
§3()IU4 1. yeg.-and pursuant to the ad:mra!ty and general maritime laws of the United States.

E Factual Slzmmary

8. Plamuffs wnu!d show that this !awsmt basbecome necessary asa result of an incident, which *

oceurred on or about April 20, 2010, On said. date, Karl Kleppinger, Jr. was employed by

Dcfandam ’I‘RANSGCEAN OFFSHORE DEEPWATER DRILLING, INC. as 8 scaman and wa5

asszgmd as 2 member of the crew en bumi the DEEPB’J TER HORIZON, & vessel within the

mesning of 46US.C, §30104, et seq. Karl Kleppinger, Ir.’s duties contributed to the mission of fhe
DEEPWATER H ORIZON, wh:ch i8 a semi-submersible drilling rig which was in navigation on

April 20 2910 at the time of the incident

9. On or about April 20, 2010, while working in the course and scope of bis emplovment for

Defendants, an explosion and fire occurred on the DEEPWATER HORIZON, Plaintiffs will show

4 ekt 3 s dpgen.

R S



that Defendants were negligent and snch tegligsnce was a proximate and/or producing cause of the

incident and the resulting damages.

10, Asofthe time of this filing, Karl Kepplinger, Ir. is stil} Jost ot sea and it is unknowi i he is
“alive and seriously injurgéé or dead. This pleading will be amended upon discovery of additional

" information.

F. CAUSES OF ACTION

11, Atall relevant times, Korl Kleppinger, Jr. was in the course and scope of his erplovment

with the,Dafendmts. The actions and/or inactions of the ﬁet‘endanté, and/or its officers, agenis

andfor crployees constityte neghgencc. The negligence of the Dcfendams was a proximate and/or

prodnmng cause of the Plaintiffy’ damagts

VA Defwéan:s owed a duty to-Karl Kleﬁ;')ingc:; Ir. to maintain the vessel in a seaworthy

condition. However, Plaintiffs will éhc_nw that the DEEPWATER HDRIZON-was unseaworthy af:d
that said ungeaworshiness was & pmxirﬁate‘ and/or producing cause of the incident and resulting
damages, |

G. DAMAGES

13. . TRACY KLEPPINGER was the wife of Karl Kleppinger, Jr. AARON THOMAS

KLEPPINGER is the minor child of Karl Kkppmger, I, Piamnffs sue for all damages to which
- they are entitled by law,

H. REQUEST FOR DISCLOSURE
14, P’urguant to Rule 194 of the Texas Ruoles of Civil Procedure, each Defendant s
requested to disclose, within Bifty (50) days afier service of th‘i's reguest upan each Defendant,
the lnfermation oy material described o Rule 1%4.2(a) through (1.

L JURY DEMAND

s s it e

I o
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18- lennﬁé demand & irial by jury. A juy i‘ee is being paid contemporancously with the filing
of this Pcntmn ’
WEREFDRE PR.EMISBS CONSIDERED, Plamuﬁ‘s pray that, &ﬂcr trial on the merits,
Piaint;ﬁ's have 3udgnenz Bgamst Defendauts both gaimly and severally for the foliowing:

R &sumin excess of thg minimoms furisdictions) Hnsits r}frms Honorable Court;
b, rca—,}udgmam intesest thereon at the maximmy legat rate;

€. postjudgments Interest thervon at the maxin iega! saite;

d. costs of Court; and,

©. srch other ad ﬁzrt':xcr relief to whxch Plaintiffs may be justly entitled,

Respectfu!!){ submitied,

R, Todd Elias

SBN: 00787427 -

Jeffray R, Seely

BBN 24033172
3821 Southwest I‘reeway, Suite 422
~. Houston, Texdy 77057

{713) 668-9999

(713) 6681980 (Fax)

ATTORNBYS FOR PLAINTIFFS

A ST et e e o it e v ——..-,--.'.--—--—--v-;um "




IRTIL T
e g,

+
R

ot " e,
o of HAge
I “\ Pt TN {?- “#
L N e L
R B SN
SR RSN
igys L et
LR E: TR
3 el Py
k1 53’" “{ “{'.'
"’», ’éfﬁ . g &
% L t 5
% ¥ g a"{@.‘
o TigppE® K
~ Sy *

", ki1 k) ot

s
. L E T

§, Loren Jackson, Distric Clerk of Harris
County, Texascertily that this is & true g
correct copy of the original revord filed and or
recorded in my office, slecironically or har

. COpY, as it appears, o this date

Witness-my official hand and seal of office
s Apil 222010 .

Certificd Document Nomber: 45118578 Total Pages: 4

LOREN JACKSON, DISTRICT CLERK
HARRIS COUNTY. TEXAS :

docaments are valid, 17 there Iy a question regardin

please e-mall sepport@hcdistriciclerk, com
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. Filed 10 April 23 P12:44

. i~ ' : | : . Y ¢ = Dlafict O '
1 2010-25752 7 Court: 151 o e o
. EiOiIIB785720 ’ .
NO.___ By Sharon Garton
MATTHEW DAVIS § IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF
, § HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS .
Vs, § . ‘ o
_ § . JUDICIAL DISTRICT
TRANSGCEAN LTD., TRANSOCEAN §
OFFSHORE DEEPWATER DRILLING &
*LLC,BP EXPLORATION AND § _ )
PRODUC’I_‘ION, NC. and BP, PLC § JURY TRIAL i)EMANDED(

PLAINTIFF’'S ORIGINAL PETITION

Plaintiff MATTHEW DAVIS complains of Defendants TRANSOCEAN LD,
'I’RANSOCE@ OFfSHORE DEEPWATER DRILLING, L1.C., BP EXPLORATION AND
PRODUCTION, INC., and BP, PLC, and for cause of action respectfully shows this Hnnomblrex
Court ﬁze following:
| .!.

Discovery in this matter will be conducted pﬁrsuant 10 L;vcl‘z.

o

Defendant TRANSGCEAN LTI, is a foreign company doing business in the State of

- Texas, TRANSOCEAN LTD. may be served with process through its registered agent for

service: Capital Corporate Services, Ine., 800 Brazos, Suite 400, Austin, Texas 78701,

Defendant TRANSOCEAN OFFSHORE DEEPWATER DRILLING, LLC.isa fb:eigzm

limited Hability company doing business in the State of Texas. It can be served through its

registered agent: Capitol Corporate Services, Inc., 800 Brazos, Suite 400, Austin, Texas 78701,

Defendants BP EXPLORATION AND PRODUCTION, INC. and BP, PLC are foreign
entities that do business in Texas. These Defendants can be served via their registered agent in

Texas: C.T. Corporation System, 350 North St. Faul 8t., Dallas, TX 75201-4234,
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.
Plaintiff is s resident of Mississippi.
W,

The Court has _;nnsdscnon over this matter in that Defendants do busmcss in the State of
Texas, Venue is propcr in this matter becavse two of the Defendants are headquartered in this
County.
‘ Y.
.Plaintiﬁ' és an American s;eaman a.n'd brings this action pursuant to Title 46 U.S.C. § 688,
| | VI

At all times material hereto, Plaintiff was aboard the DEEPWATER HORIZON a2 a

bormwed cmpioyce of the Transamn Defendants. The DEEPWATER HO‘R}ZON wiis owned . -

by the Transocean Defendants, but was jeased by the BP Defepdants.
VIL,
On_ April 20, 2010, as Plaintiff was performing his regular duties aboard the, vesssl, he

sustained severe injuries to his body, including & injuries to his neck, back, both legs, shoulder, and .

. -Other parts of.-hi_s_ body. Such injuries were legally caused by the negligence of the Defendants, and

the. uniseaworthiness of the Vesséi_ in question. Specifically, the DEEPWATER HORIZON caught
fire '@d exploded, and u]timégtefy sunk, infuring more than hr;renty, and likely killing eleven. Such
inci;ﬁent does not oceur without an unseaworthy ccmditioé, or negligence. Due to his severe
injuries, Plaintiff cannot work. Indeed, in Tight of the circumstances leading to PlaintifP's injuries,
there is a rebuttable presumption that the vessel was unscaworthy. Further, because the vessel was
leased to the BP Defendants, such Defendants have a duty to ensure that operations are conducted

in a-pradent manner. The BP Defendants failed in that regard, legatly causing Plaintiff injury.
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Plaintiffalso specifically pleads ﬂ;c doctrine of Res Jpsa Loguiter.
: By reason of‘ the ocqurrences fnade the basig of this action, {ncluding the condyct on the- part
of the Dofendants, Plamtxff sustained severe bodziy injuries. Plaintiff has suffered physical pain and
menmi anguish and, in reasonable medical probability, will continue to'do so for the balance of }xis-
nm! iife, _
H
. As & result of the foregoing Aiﬁnjurim, the Plaintiff has suffered a loss of wages in the past

and a loss of or reduction in the capacity to work and earn money in the fiture and, in reasonable

probability, his earning capacity has been irnpai;—ed permanently,

X
Additionally, Plaintiff has mcum:d reasonable emd necessary medical expenses in the past
and, in reasonable probabifity will inour reasonable medical expenses in the future.
, XL
Additiona]!y, as a result of the injuries sustamed in the cccurrences as set forth above,
Plaintiff has suﬁ‘crcd in the past and wﬂl in reasunable medica) pmbabduy, continue to suffer

permanent physical impairment.

pATS
Plead}ﬁg further, in the alternative, i j1 ié shown that Plaintiff was suffering from some
prcw'existing injury, discase an,d‘/or condition, then such was aggravated and/or exacerbated 25 &
proximate result of the otcurrence.made thé basis of this Jawsuit.
P A1 R

Plaintiff is physipaify impaired as a resujt of injuries sustained in the above-referenced
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occurrences.  As'a ::onsequencc, he has jost the abxhty to perform household services and, in
reasonable pmbabxixty, this loss is permanent,
_ Xiv.
Plamnﬂ‘ would show that on the. ahove—mcnhonad date he was injured while in the

scmce of a vessel, -Because he e borrowed employee, the Transecean Defendants have and -

) centmue o have, a non—deiegabie duty to prov:de the Plamuﬁ‘ with the benefits of maintenince

and cure. Pfamnff would show that he has not reachcd maximum medical improvement and that + -

. Det‘endants’ duty continues,. Detendants have denied payment and/or have unredasotiably delayed

pa}'ments for'maintenance and cure andlor have pald mamtenance in an insufficient amount.
Defcndants conduct towards this njured seaman is arbitrary, malicious, capricions, and’ Wrong.
As a result of Defendants’ failure.to pay and/or delay in paying the benefits of maintenance and
cure, Plaintiff has. suffered further i m_;unes and damages for which he pow sues. P]amnﬁ‘ would
?ﬁm‘hcr show that Defendants failure to provade the benefits Uf maintenance and cure wag not

i

only unreasonabie bui was arbitrary and capncxous, or willful, callous and persistent, :md that as

@ result thaeof Plaintiff is thus enuﬂed 10 PUNI'I’IVE DAMAGES and an award of attomeys

fees, for which he now sues, in gddition fo.all other rehef seught

WHERFFORE, PREMISFS CGNSIDERED Plamt:ff prays for. judgment against
Dcfendants in the amount of FIVE MILLION FIVE HUNDRE’D THOUSAND ($5,500,000.00,

DOLLARS plus pre- and postqudgment interest at the Ecgal rale, for all costs of court, and-al

* such other and Further relief, at law and in equity, to which he may be justly entitled.

PLAINTIFF RESPECTFULLY REQUESTS A TRIAL BY JURY.
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Rcsﬁectfhﬁy submitted,”
THE BUZBEE LAW Fikn

Byi___ fe/ drihony G, Buzhee - .
ANTHONY G. BUZREE
State Bar No. 24001820 .
3P Morgan Chase Tower
600 Travis, Suite 7300

- Houston; Texas 77002
Phone: 713-223.5393
Fax: 71342233392

e xsttornevs oo

“ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFE
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1, Loren Jackson, Distries Clark of RHarris
Coundy, Texas certify that this is a tue and
correct capy of the original record filed and or
recorded in my office, electronical ty or hard
capy, 85 it appears on this date

Witness my official hand'and seal of office
this April 24, 2010

Cestified Document Number: 45132919 Tota! Pages: 5

" LOREN JACKSON, DISTRICT CLERK
HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS

lu accordance with Texas Government Code 406.013 elestronically transmitted authentjested
documents are valid. If thereis a question regarding the validity of this decument and or seal
please e-mnail support@hedistrictelerk.com 1






| COMIRAD, FItE DT 473072010

. S’FEPHEN STGNE & SARA STQNE}

- DRILUING, INC., DEEP WATER

© D/BJA CAMERON SYSTEMS

FILED

@_}. L L!”ihdw
: : APR{ 862010 .
‘CAUSE NO. 2010-25245 [ —— X& Vi -

IN THE DISTRICT cmm'r OF wr
" Plainiife,

Ve

TR&NSG&%&& GWS&GRE X}EEFWATER

— o mmwE -

HORKZON, BP PRODUCTS NORTH: HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS-
AMERICA, TRE.. HALLTBURTON |
ENERGY SERVICES, CAMERON
INTERNATIONAL CORPORATION

CORPORATION, and MI SWACO,
Lefendants,

mmmmmmmmmmmmmm

234™ JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PL&INT!FFS’ PE?E‘I’Z&R in INT&RVENTIQR APPHC;&"&QN F\C}R TEM?’ORARY

RES RAINING ORDER & TEMPORARY INJUCTIO
‘ ' i}f$€i§.€§SURE

TO THE HONORABLE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:

- - COMES NOW, Stephen Stonz and Sars Stone, referred te as Plaintiffs,
@mblaining of anid against TRANSOCEAN OFFSHORE DEEPWATER -DRILLING, INC.,

 DEEPWATER HORIZON, BP PRODUCTS NORTH AMERICA, INC., HALLIBURTON ENERGY

SZERVICES, CAMERON INTERNATIONAL CORPORATIOND/B/A - CAMERON' SYSTEMS #:
CORPORATION and Mf SWACQ Defendants herein, and for cause of action, would
respectfully show unto the Court as follows: |

A. DISCOVERY CONTROL PLAN
1. Plaintiffs intend to conduct discovery under Level 3 pursuant to Rule 190.4 of the

Texas Rules of Civil Procedure,

PLaini ' Frerpam i [RYGRVLNTION, Anit FCAION FUIs TEMIORARY PLsiontiimes Ot ¥ TEepeasy SRILNCTION Ak REGUES
#05t L5 osume
Page Ty 12



B.PARYIES
2. P!ainﬂffs,jStephen Storie and 'SaraAStpﬁe are réﬁldeﬁts o'fr Harris County, Texas
and bring this sult In their individual capacity. |
3. Defendant, TRANSOCEAN OFFSHORE * DEEPWATER- . DRILLING,: __INC,, |
'(hefié‘iﬁafter -"re‘fe'rrei':!” to as ;;‘Trahsccéé.n}’); s & corporstion--domiclled at 4 - - -
. Greenway P%a?a, ‘Houston, Harris Ct}un{y, Texas #nd canda}ttmg business in the State of -
‘I”v:-?,:nfasg and can be seweti w;th process by serving ﬁ:s reglstered agent for service of -
' process, Eric B. Brown, at 4 Greenway Plaza, Haustcn TX 77046,
4, Defendant BP ?roducts North America, Ing., ("‘here nafter referred to as . 3
“BP" , is-a Deiaware ccrporahon doing busaness in the State of Texas.--Tts registered-~ - .
agent for service of process in the State of Texas is Prentwe Hall Corporation System,
701 Brazos Street, #1056, Austin, Texas 78701.
VS._ Defendant, Halfiburton Energy Semces Inc., (herernafter referred to as-
“Halli burtan”}, is a Delaware corparatcon wlth a principal place of business In Houston,
HarHs Cuu;;;y, T&ms and may be sewad with process by serving its registered agent for
service GF,MQSS:C.T. Corporation Systems, 350 N, St. Paut ‘Stree;, Suite 2900, Dallas, _._
Téxas, 75201, |
"6 Defendant,” Cameion Intemational Comoration d/o/a Cameron Systems
Corporation (_bereinafter referred to as Cameron), is a Delaware corporation
whose principle place of business is In Houston, Harris County, Texas and may be
served with process by serving Bs registered agent for service of process in Texas, CT

Corporation System, 356 N, St. Paul $t., Sulte 2908, Dalias, TX 75201,

PRI PRIITHON th INTERVELON, AFDLIESTION FOR TEamuRany Reyreatiomits Osnen & Trewoiany LOCion s Rugueen
(OR Disgrasting
PAGE 7 0F L7



?‘ Defendant My Swaw s oa Texas joinit venttzre mmpany owned by Simith
.Ins:ematxana Inc., and ‘Sthfufemberger Lid,, €heremafter referred to as “MI '
vSwace"}; with its” printipal place of busmass at 595{} North Course Drive, Houstm

' ‘Texas }?"?‘{}?'2 and may .be served wth process by serving its President, Chris Rivas at

., ‘S?SU Ncrthtcurse Dl Ve Houstc}n, Taxas FHTL T

(LTI

S VENUE

8' Senle proper in Hams Caunty, Taxas, pursuant i:o Texas Cvif Practice and - .

“Rem&eﬁes §15, GlBi{a}(i} “’because Defendant TR&NSOC&AN OFFSHORE DEEPWATER
DRILL}NG INC. 5, prmc?pai office in this stat:e Is Jocated In Harris County, “f”sxas

e : . ﬁ 3URIS$ICTIQN

9. Th!s is an admiratry ang: mantime Cidim wzthin the jurisdiction of this. Honorable
Court,

10,  Stephen Stbne, was a seaman and this action is brought pursuant to Title 46
,NU,,S,;C; §688,.ét -seq. and pursuant to the admira!’ry and general marltime Jaws of the
United Stata; This Court has concurrent Junsdactmn

E. INTERVENTION |

11.,' Pfaint;ffs wouid show that this lawsult arises out of the same transaction and
occurrances as Tracy Kleppinger v, Transmean GﬁSﬁore Deepwaler an,f//ng, Ine. et af,
Cause No. 2010-25245 and that this intervention is Proper pursuant to Rule 60 of the

Texas Rules of VCivii Procedure,

Puasinsee's PErss s b RVENROR, AMUICSHCH Fon Trenerany Restramime Do & Tiaporaser (Hnhmenon ANy REGUESY
SR DISELOSIRE
PriE 3oz 12
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: Incident which occwred on or about Aprif 20 2(}1(} Lm spid date, Ste;ﬁ;en Storze was. .

F. FACTUAL SUMMARY

12, Plaintiffs would shew that this | Jawsult has become necessary as @ resmt of an |

emp?oyed by E}E!%ndant TRANSGCEAN OFFSHORE- DﬁEF’WA'l'ER DRILLI%EG INE,, as a--

seaman anf} was as&ignéé as @ member of the crew o b&are:i the- «QE&PW&R‘TER -

HORIZGN a vesse! within the meanmg of 46 U.SCEH 36}184 et, seq. Si"even Sz:o;aes*
- dutfes contributed to the mzssm of the DEEPWATER H@Rzze:m which Is a seril-

suhmersxbief i} img rfg which was in navigaﬂan on Al 20, 2{)1{) Bt the-time of the

mcrdfj;nt.

13.- Hanéimrton WaS ontracted.. te provide - cement semces tﬁ the ng Deepwabsr ...

. Horizon by Tranman andfor BP, Upon mﬁsrmatran ang beisef Halliburton set or

&themi&e attempted to set a cement plug at the. end of the drilling phase but fafled to

properly set the piug in vislation of industry protc}cef and ;:mhc%as thus afiowing gas to

escape around the cement piug or plugs, uttamate{y resulting In a blowout, | fgnition and |

deadly exﬁiossa:},

4. ML Swaco was contracted to provide drilfing fuid services o the rig Decownter
Hamcﬂ owned by Transocean and leased to BP. M1 Swaco in conjuncion with
Hafﬁbur’ézm failed to maintain appropriste drilfing- ﬁuid welght before and during the

cement operation, thus allowing gas to escape ignite, uftimately resulting in a tdeadly

- explosion,

15 On or about Apri 20, 2010, while Plaintiff, Stephen Stone working in the course

andl scope of his employment on the Deepwater Horizon, a deadly explosion and fire

Buants 10 P rmion i IRTIRAED b, ReACATION Pesnmniy REstersne Ot &) basany Teymacrron A feguisT
168 DistaOsie: .
Prge d or §2



: of:curi‘ed.; Pfaintiffs wWill show that "Deféndantéi' were jointly and-severally negligent and.

such negirgence Was a proximate and/or producing cause of the Incident and the

.remiting damages to Plaintiffs, ~ . |

. ST 6l CausES oF ACTION :

1. m;qf&s?e;ésgsfmmesf- | IR L s
: Tréﬁsﬁceédtwéé'ﬁegfigent'ag that term is known. in Texasfaw by:

a" Faiimg ta pmvfde g competent mew

b. Fa;lmg 0 properly suparwse its employees; R S
£ Faslmg to pmpeﬁy t!aln and/or supervise Plaintiff and other employees;
g 'Fasllng to provide Plaintlff with a safe place to work, and requiring Piainﬁi‘f

mwork in unsafe condat:ons

8 Faﬂmg to provide sufficient personne! to perform nperatmns aboard the
vessei

f. . Failing to properly follow driling protocols and policies, proper well
- -monitoring.and confrol practices;

g ?ailirfg to exercise due care ang caution;
h.  Falling to avoid this accident;
I Failing to provide Plaintiff Stephen Stone with & seaworthy vessel;

} Other acts of négiigence which wiil be shown more fully at trial;

2. BP AND BP PRODUCTS

BP was negligent as that term is known in Texas law by:

a, Falling to properly train andfor supervise &5 crew and other emplicvees;

Badnn s buremm sy Tangen NSO, APRICATION ke TUnuimiey FEsriams Cxor B Tunrtae: LBUsCIon A REGURRY
FOH L}Lv LSRG
Pt S 17



-Falling to ensure that Its crew worked i a safe and prudent manner; -

© - Falling to provide Plainti with a safe place to work, and requiring Piaintiff”
- _to work in unsafe conditions;
d. Fazimg tc: exarcsse dﬂﬁ cama and caution;
e Faitfné to. avold this ac:ddenf,
) f. ‘ .Faz!:ng to prowde. Plaintlff Stephen Stone with a seawor!:hy vessei
G- . Other acts of neghgence_‘whlth will be shown more fully at -
'tnai . '
'1::"-!::‘3.-' .Ha]libum : YN Rnm—

Ha!ﬁburtnn was negtigent as that term Is known In Texas law by:

a, Faihng ta preperty set cement plugs,
b. , Fa;img !:o maintam pressure during cement operation, -
o Fa:img to use adequate material for cement services.
d Fa iling to follow Industry protoco and pracedures for setting cement
plugs. - .
e Fa:!ing to prevent escape of 985 or combustible hydrocarbons to the
< surface, -
f Attempiting to carry out drii!!ng operations with substandard and defective
© cement casmg
3. MR Sanaco ,

MI Swaco was negligent as that term is known is Texas Law by:

a. - Falling to monitor pressures of welks,
b. Failing to use adequate weight drilfing Auid to prevent gas escape,
c. Failing to follow industry protoco! and procedure during plug completion
_phases,
PLAIRIIFT " PeYss ) 11 IHroe FERTHOR, APPLALAINN LR Tatmaky RESTRAGNG Cliii fTmsﬂ.‘mr\uvJi»x}é.im;a‘u':mmzHr.r,:usf.:'
1R Lastunz g
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“8T Use OF seawater “BS-welght ang 'gas cené:{oi medium during driiﬁrxg =aﬁ:;i
mmpieﬁm nmca:;ses : - ) ;

e - &ttem;}ting o car‘ry UL drifling operat:fms with st}bsmnciam and de?’ectw&
: cement casing .

4 Camm'on Iﬂm&tiona‘ Cﬁrpﬁrathn - S e e LRILOLI TR g e

Camereﬁ Zn‘temaﬁeﬁa! Corpcratmn was nagizgent gs that term s | anWﬂ in Texas,
Law by: S
., _?r‘as‘.ﬁng 10 i:mvida édéquate Subsea flow controf devices;
B Faiimg tc }ﬁri}per y eng ne&g’ the subsea gas flow control devices.
| € 'Faﬁ{ng fo g;rapeﬂy mﬁ:aii 8 suibses gas flow control devices,

d. Fa:émg tc pmper!y monitor the subsea eng‘fnearirsg and gas flow control
) devices, - o T

e Plading into the stream of commerce.s defective biowout preventer which
wag unﬁt for'the mrpase for which it was intended, -

H. DAMAGES

T 6 T A ai§ r&ievant tmes, Stephen Stone was in the Course and stope of hHis - .

" empzoyment w:th tf&& Defendants The actions andfor inactions of the Defendants,
) andfar"‘rti? dff‘mefs, agentg andfcsr employees constitite - negligence: The negligence of .
the. E)efendants was a proximate andjor progucing cause of the Plaintiffs’ damages.

i7. [}efandants owad & doty t{) Stephen Stong to maintain the vessel in & seawrthy
condition, However Plalntiffs will show that the DEEPWATER HORIZON was
unseaworthy and that saief uﬁseawm"éhmess Was & proximate and/or producing cause of

the incident and resulting damages,

PLASAINS PUyiion i ERYENVEN 30N, b 1k Lo Ty Prsanmint Cuory 8 Tesporar BOIUNCTION Aty Reguns
Q% MR
PAsE Fu 13



’_;:18. {Defendar;tx }:}fnt%y aﬂd swmﬁy aise owed a duty to St&phen Stone to provide a
’ safe mrk;)!aca in consideration of the processes being undertaken by Defendants at
o f:he time of. th& intident made the subject matter of this lawsult, Defendants fa: ed to do
B As & TEsulE-gT C?efenﬁan%:s neg?zgerﬁ: -aeis and Cmtssions, Plalntiy Ste;nhea Stopg. -
suffemd in;unes for. wh)ch he TIOW sugs, T

| L fRTE?iTIGﬁAL INFLICTR’W OF Eﬁiﬁmﬂﬁi DISTRESS

18, Sara Stone is a. ;remem Defendants acted sntﬁnﬁaﬂaﬂy and/or reckiessly to keep .

e e s

incident. F*urthemre, they reﬁxsed to allow her husband to centact her to Jet her

kn::xw he was alive, - Hnder tﬁeir ovm emergency policies angd procedures one of the first. . - -2 -

ordem of businaas for i:he Defendants was to determine the status of aff emplovees
aboard the vessel at the time of the explosion,
thﬂugh severa! cmwmembers were m ssfng, Defendants shou i have quickly
determfned the. whereabﬁyt’s of many ndivfdvais on.the vessel. They made an
ﬁfﬁi"ttﬂdi’ta | decision to w:mhséd this information from the familles for an extend&d time
period, ﬁef&ndaﬁtS' tonguct m w&hhaidmg this bas«: information from the families of
the seaman workmg_an the Tig 8t the time of the explosion -was exireme ang
QUtrégeau& AS 3 result of ﬁ'n’s cér@ciuaz Sara Stone suffered severe and uhnecessary
emotionat distress,
. There is no altemative CBuse of action which would provide a remedy for the

Severe emotional distress caused by the defendants.

PLAITEFS FRTricn (0 Instnvprnon, APPLICATIN 0% Tepmmay Resitatmine Gnnen & TEMPORAY Tummerion s Ritsssy
FOR Loy
Pace g oe 32

kh&wiadge af her husbanscf S‘C&‘}I’Y{ili't[}ﬂ from her for more than- 24 hours foll owing the-

LREPY



4

7,108 OF CONSORTIUM
20 Plaintiff, Sara Stane, suffered as a result of the Defendants’ egligent actons

outlined below, lgss of consortiam, inchiding but not imited to thﬁ it right of the ...

;'hus:&}an@and wzfe to-the afféttion salaﬁe cc)ms"crzzv companionsh p, sodfety, assistance,-
ard &exua? relatm& netessary 10 a sxjccessfuf marriage and has sustained extreme

nentsl angu;sh in conmf:tmn with the injuries to her hushand 1t is antitipated that-- -

she ‘may- rﬁqmre medfca! treatment arid counseling m the fidure as a result of these

e Bh e et L

“otcurrences; - R e

' K. APPLIC&TION FOR TEMPORARY RE‘STRAINING ORDER ARD APPLICATION. .

TO EN$?ECT FELM & PHOTOGRAPH - e

21, Plaintiffs assert that Defendants may change alter or destroy desciments or

physical evidence retated to or invofved inthe nckient made the bams of this !awsult or

.uness this Court enters a Temporary Rest:ammg Order (“TRO”) restraining Defendants

from changing, attering, or d&straylng any tangible evidence re!atec! to the mcndent in

order for Plaintiffs to' properly mvestxgate ard pursua theur clafms and remver the:r )

- damages-and sse .f:hat justice is dane thfs Court should restram Defendants

TRANSOCEAN OFFSHORE DEEPWATER DRILLING ING,, DEEPWATER HORIZON, -BP- -

PRUDUCTS NORTH AMERICA INC HALHBURTON ENERGY SERVICES CAMERDN
INTERNATIONAL CORPORATION D/B/A CAMERON SYSTEMS CORPORATION ang MI
SWACO and thelr agents, corporate parents, servants, employees, contractors,

independent contrattors and other contratt employees attorneys and those acting In

FAMH RS FEer e e Famy HYLNTION, APILICATIOM FUR TERIMIRARY RESTRAtNIAL O & Trrivnware Tnae 1 on ano REDUES?
Hoa T omon
Prgator 12



concert with.the: fmegemg Defeﬁdaﬁts from t:hangmg, a%tering and]er dmaymg and;’or
mcwng evidence of any- ktnd

- i RﬁQE!ES’S‘ FOR TﬁMPORARY INJBNWGN ‘
~~227 “Plaintiffs-ask tﬁe{ﬁurt tt} set thelr application for temporary m;unc;tm fur &
‘hearing and; at’t@r the hear%ngf issue 8 tem;sorary njuns:tmn agamst ﬁ&fendants
MS&CEAN GFFSHGRE DEEPWA?“ER EERILLI?\%G IN{"‘, DEEPWATER H{}R}}ZQN B
PRGDUQ’I’S NORTH AMERICA iNC HALMB!.}M’ON ENERGY SERVXCES CAMERG&E

T IN?ERNATEGN&L‘CQRPORATION“DJWJR CAMERONSYSTEMS CORPGRNEON and MI-

SWAC{) .
. ::" e 1_, ~n&mm£} FBR JURY N - SR
23, Plaintiffs demand a. 3ury triai and tender the appmpﬁate fee w;th the ﬁ%sng of this
Crighhal Petition, }
| - N. CONDITIONS PRECEDENT |
24; Nl.mnditions precedeﬁt to Plaintiffs’ claims for'reli.ef:'ha;ve ‘been -performed or - -
have accurred. c

‘0. REQUEST FOR DISCLOSURE .

25.  Pursuant to Texas Rule of Ciyi Procedure 194, Plaintiffs request that Defendants - - .-

disclose, within 50 days of the ¢efvice of this request, the information or -materlal

described In Rule 194,2,

PULASIYIFF'S PEYPH 1 JeAVERTION, Amscauow FOR TERIMARY RESTRAINING Ot & TEmmtreaty FUNCTION A REQUEST
Rk EaesCiiasauy:
Rast My or i2



"P:NOTICE OF DEMAND FOR PRESERVATION OF © ~ - 37+~ imcbes

ELE&TRO&ICALL? STORED INFORMATION ‘
25 Plaintiffs. demand thsat ALL DEFENDANTS named In Plaintiffs Stephen ‘*Stene and

S:ara Stones P&tstmrs ir; In%ewantron presgrve all s:icc;zments tangibie thiﬁga ¥:isle _

e el

eiectmnicaiiy stc:red mfomtatmn petaﬁﬁaiy reievant 10" the-issues._in . this cause, -

';'acccréance with' 5peaﬁc not;ce provisions as further set forth In the ADDENDUM, - -

'f.}U?'PC‘S&S
Q. PRAYER

A WREFORE PREMISE‘S CGNSIE}ERED Plaintifts pray that; aﬁer trial on the
- merfts Piaﬁztrﬁ’s have judgmeﬁt againsi: ﬁefendants’ both jointly and savera Iy fcf the =~
k}wmg |

2. asum in excess of the mimmum Jurisdictional limits of this Honorable
Court; o ‘

'prequdgment interest thereon & the maximum legal rate; ~ - -
post-judgment interest thereon at the maximum {egal rate

costs of Court; and

such other and further relief to which P!aint:ffs may be gustfy ent:t! d

pang

Frarae s Pesreng s 1R TV ICR, Armtm:w r-m'luﬂww\v RESTRAmIG Onner S0CTRmoually INWRCTION At REOUES
g Lna nmee
e 1E oy te

EEEY



Respectfully submitted, \
. BRENT GOON & ASSOCIATES

g Sta‘ae Bar No. 4769750
: ARTHUR 1, GONZALEZ &
Cebwlper .. State Bar No. 08124050
e T o e, GARY M, RIFBSCHLAGER
T o State Bar No, 16502200
, _ . .. 300 Fannin, Ste 200
S e ST Houston, Texas 77002
S * Telephoner 713,225.1682
T Facsrmlfe 713. 225 1?85
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Before the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation

MDL-

In re Deepwater Horizon Incident Litigation

REVISED SCHEDULE OF ACTIONS

JUICIAL PANES DR
SULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION

1
Frd

CLERK'S DFFICE

- Case Captions Court - - | Civil Action - Judge
K TR P o No. : ‘
Plaintiffs: ED. 10-cv-01156
Shane Roshto, Natalie Roshto Lounisiana Hon. Ivan Lemelle
Defendants: Magistrate Judge
Transocean, Ltd., BP, PLC Daniel E. Knowles,
Il

Plaintiffs: ED. 10-cv-01196 Hon, Ivan Lemelle
Michelle M. Jones, Individually and | Louisiana '
as Personal Representative of her Magistrate Judge
minor son, Stafford Hess Jones Daniel E. Knowles,
Defendants: 111
Transocean, Ltd.; BP, PLC, ABC
insurance Company and DEF
Insurance Company
Plaintiffs: ED. 10-cv-01229 Hon. Kurt D,
Acy I. Cooper, Jr. and Romnie Louis | Louisiana Engelhardt
Anderson, Individually and on behalf
of themselves and all others similarly Magistrate Judge
situated Sailly Shushan

Defendants:

BP, ple, BP Products North America,
Inc,, Transocesn, Lid.; Transocean
Offshore Deepwater Drilling, Inc.,
Transocean Deepwater, Inc.,
Halliburton Energy Services, Inc. and
Cameron International Corporation
f/k/a Cooper Cameron Corporation




Individually and on Behalf of
Themselves and All Others Similarly
Situated

Defendants:

BP, plc, BP Products North America,
Inc., BP America, Inc, Transocean,
1td., Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Dirilling, Ine., Transocean Deepwater,
Inc., Halliburton Energy Services,
Inc. and Cameron International
Corporation fk/a Cooper Cameron
Corporation

Case Captions Court Civil Action Judge
N No.

Plaintiffs: E.D. 10-cv-01246-
James J. Friloux and Ethlyn Merie | Louisiana ILRL-JCW gj;'eg’j“ LR
Banquer Friloux, Individually and on

| behalf of Themselves and all others Referred to:

| sirailarly situated Magistrate Judge
Defendants; Joseph C.
BP, plc, BP Products North America, Wilkinson, Jr
Inc., BP America Inc., Transocean,
Ltd., Transocean Offshore
Deepwater, Inc., Halliburton Energy
Services Ine, and Cameron
International Corporation f/k/a
Cooper Cameron Corporation L
Plaintiffs: ED. 10-cv-01248-
Ben Robin, In His Own Capacity and | Louisiana KDE-ALC }Eirc:n.llﬁuﬁ D-

i 2 gelharadt

on Behalf of Oyster Fisheries, Inc., |
Gulf Quality, Inc., Clearwater Qyster, Referred to:
Inc. and Eleanor Robin Mook, Both Magistrate Judge

Alma L. Chasez




" Casé Captions

Court

Civil Action
No.

Judge

Plaintiffs:

Michael Ivic, Misho's Oyster
Company, Misho’s Quality Oysters,
LLC, Vatroslav Garbin, Jakov Jurisie,
Daniel Dekovie, Capt, Jacob, Inec.,
Europe II Oysters, Inc., JI’s Oysters,
LLC, Capt. Marko, LLC, Vinka Ann
Company

Defendants:

BP, plc, BP Products North America,
Inc.,, BP America, Inc., Transocsan,
Lid., Transocean Offshore Decpwater
Drilling, Inc., Transocean Deepwater,
Inc., Halliburton Energy Services,
Inc. and Cameron International
Corporation f/k/a Cooper Cameron
Corporation

ED.
Louisiana

10-cv-01249-
JCZ-KWR

Hon. Jay C. Zainey

Referred t0:
Magistrate Judge
Karen Wells Roby

Plaintiffs:

Nova Affiliated, §,A., a British
Virgin Islands Corporation, and all
similarly situated

Defendants:

BP, ple, BP Products North America,
Inc., BP America, Inc., Transocean,
Lid., Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc., Transccean Deepwater,
Inc., Halliburion Energy Services,
Inc. and Cameron Intemational
Corporation /k/a Cooper Cameron
Corporation

E.D.
Louisiana

10-¢v-01313

Hon. Lance M
Africk

Referred to:
Magistrate Judge
Joseph C.
Wilkinson, Jr




Case Caplions

Coﬁrt'

Civil Actlon
No,

Judge

Plaintiffs:

Robin Seafood Co., Inc., Individually
and on behalf of all other similarly
situated individuals and entities
[plaintiff dismissed], and Robert
Graf, Individually and on behalf of all
other similarly situated individuals
and entities, and Ernie Campo,
Individually and on behalf of all other
similarly situated individuals and
entities

Defendants:

BP, plc, BP Products North America,
inc., BP America, Inc,, Transocean,
Ltd., Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc., Transocean Deepwater,
Ine., Halliburton Energy Service,
Inc., Cameron International
Corporation fk/a Cooper Cameron

Corporation, and Swaco, a division of |

M-1 LLC.

E.D. Louisiana

10-¢v-01314

Hon, Helen G.
Berrigan

Referred to:
Magistrate Judge
Sally Shushan

Plaintiffs:

Troy Wetzel, Extreme Fishing, LLC
and a Class of Similarly Situated
Individuals and Entities
Defendants:

Transocean, BP LLC, “A, B, and
Insurance Companies as Insurers of
Transocean, and “X, Y, and 27
Insurance Companies as Insuress of
BPF, LLC

E.D, Louisiana

10-¢v-01222

Hon, Mary Ann Vial
Lemmon

Magistrate Judge
Alma L. Chasez

Plaintiffs:

Michael Williams

Defendants:

Transocean, Litd., Transocean
Offshore Deepwater Drilling, Inc.,
Transocean Deepwater, Inc., BP,
PLC, BP Products North America,
Inc., BP Exploration and Production,
Inc., and Halliburton Energy
Services, Inc.

E.D. Louisiana

10-cv-01243-
LMA-SS

Hon. Lance M.
Africk

Magistrate Judge
Sally Shushan




Case Captions Court Civil Action Jadge
. : Na,

Plaintiffs: E.D. Louisiana 16-cv-01245-
Darleen Jacobs Levy SSV-DEK Hon. Sarah 8. Vance
Defendants: Referred to!
Transocean, Ltd,, Transocean Magistrate Judge
Offshore Deepwater Drilling, Inc., Daniel E. Knowles,
Transocean Deepwater, Inc., BP, plc, 11
BP Products North America, Inc, and
Halliburton Energy Services, Inc.
Plaintiffs: E.D, Louisiana 10-cv-01250- :
Felix Alexie, Jr., Individually and on CIB-DEK Hon, Carl Barbier
behalf of all others similarly situated Referred to:
Defendants: Magistrate Judge
BP, ple, BP Products North America, Daniel E. Knowles,
Inc., BP America, Inc., Transocean, i
Ltd., Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Brilling, Inc., Transocean Deepwater,
Inc., Halliburton Energy Services,
Inc., and Cameron International
Corporation f/k/a Cooper Cameron
Corporation
Plaintiffs: E.D. Louisiana 10-cv-01273-
Ray Vath and Louisiana ILRL-JCW g’;;gm LR.
Environmental Action Network, Inc.
Defendants: Magistrate Judge
BP, plc, BP Bxploration & Jaseph C.
Production Inc.; Transocean, Ltd.; Wilkinson, Jr.
Anadarko E&P Company LF;
Anadarko Petroleum Cerporation;
Moex Offshore 2007 LLC; Cameron
International Corporation;
Halliburton Energy Services, Ing, and
Halliburton Company
Plaintiffs; . . E.D. Léuisiana 10-cv-01255 Hon. Helen G.
Charles & Lisa Robin, 111 Berrigan
Defendants:
BP, plc, BP Exploration & Magistrate Judge

Production Inc.; Transocean, Lid.;
Anadarko E&P Company LP;
Anadarko Petroleum Corporation;
Moex Offshore 2007 LLC; Cameron
International Corporation;
Halliburton Energy Services, Inc.;
and Halliburton Company

Daniel E. Knowles,
1




Case Captions

LCourt

. Civil Action
Mo,

dJudge

Plaintiffs:

Bill’s Oyster House, Michel
Williams, Ronald Qliver and Nicole
Worthman, Individually and on
behalf of themselves and all others
similarly situated

Defendants:

BP, plc, BP Products North America,
Inc., BP America, Inc,, Transocean,
Ltd,, Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc., Transocean Deepwater,
Inc., Halliburton Energy Services,
Ine. and Cameron Intemational
Corporation fk/a Cooper Cameron
Corporation

E.D, Louisiana

10-cv-01308

Hon. Martin L.C.

Feldman

Referred to:
Magistrate Judge
Alma L. Chasez

Plaintiffs:

Bryan C. Carrone and Raymond K,
Landry, Individually and on behalf of
themselves and all others similarly
sitnated

Defendants:

BP, ple, BP Products North America,
Inc., BPF America, Inc., Transocean,
Lid., Transocean offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc., Transocean Deepwater
Inc., Halliburton Energy Services,
Inc. and Cameron International
Corporation /k/a Cooper Cameron
Corporation

E.D. Louisiana

10-ev-01315

Hon. Mary Ann Vial
Lemmon

Referred to:
Mapistrate Judge
Joseph C,
Wilkinson, jr




Case Captions

Court

1 Civil Action

No.

Judge

Plaintiffs:

Captain Eugene B. Dugas and Rather
Be Fishing Adventures LLC
individually and on behalf of all
others similarly situated
Defendants:

BP, ple; BP Products North America,
inc.; BP America, Inc.; BP
Exploration & Production, Inc.;
Transocean, Ltd.; Transocean
Offshore Deepwater Drilling, Inc,;
Transocean Deepwater, Inc.;
Halliburton Energy Services, Inc.;
and Cameron International
Corporation f/k/a Cooper Cameron
Corporation

E.D. Louisiana

10-cv-01322

Hon. Lance M.
Africk

Magistrate Judge
Daniel E. Knowles
M

Pizintiffs:

George Barisich, individually and on
behalf of all others similarly situated,
and United Commercial Fisherman's
Association, Inc., individually and on
behalf of all others similarly situated
Befendants:

BP, P.L.C.; BP American Production
Compeany; BP Exploration &
Production Inc.; Transocean, Lid.;
Transocean Holdings, Inc.;
Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc.; Transocean Deepwater,
Inc.; Anadrakc E&P Company LP;
Anadarko Petroleum Corporation;
Moex Offshore 2007 LLC; Cameron
International Corporation;
Halliburton Energy Services, Inc.;
and Halliburton Company

E.D. Louisiang

10-cv-01316

Hon, Kurt I,
Engelhardt

Magistrate Judge
Joseph C.
Wilkinson, Jr.




Case Captions Ceurt - Civil Action Judge

. : L o No.
Plaintiffs: E.D. Louisiana 10-cv-01325-
Brent J. Rodrigue, St., Randy John KDE-KWR gﬁ;i};’fgt})‘
Picou, Donald Weaver and Roland
Michaei Lyons, Individually and on Magistrate Judge
behalf of themselves and all others Karen Wells Roby
similarly situated
Defendants:
BP, Plc; BP Products North America, |
Inc.; BP America, Inc,; Transocesn,
Lid.; Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc.; Transocean Deepwater,
Inc.; Halliburton Energy Services,
Ine.; and Cameron Infernational
Corporation f/k/a Cooper Cameron
Corporation
Plaintiffs: E.D. Louisiana 10-cv-01332- :
T&D Fishery, LLC; NguyenVan MLCF-KWR | o Mertin k-G
Kha; Nguyen Dinh Loc; Charity
Nguyen; Food Express, LLC; Reel Magistrate Judge
Peace, LLC; Eddie Burger d/b/a H20 Karen Wells Roby

QOutfitters; on behalf of themselves
and all others similarly situated
Defendants:

BP, PLC; BP Americs, [ngc.; BP
Corporation North America, Inc.; BP
Company North America, Inc.; BP
Products North America, Inc.;
Anadarko Petroleurn Corp.; Moex
Offshore 2007, LLC; Transocean,

Ltd.; Transocean Offshore Deepwater

Drilling, Inc.; Transocean Deepwater,
Inc.; Halliburton Energy Services,
Inc.; Cameron International
Corporation, /l/a/ Cooper Cameron
Corporation; and M-I, LLC




Case Captions

Court

Civil Action
No.

Judge

Plaintiffs:

Fish Commander, LI.C

Defendants:

BP, Plc., BP Products North America,
Inc., BP Exploration and Production,
Inc., Transocean, Ltd., Transocean
Offshore Deepwater Drilling, Inc.,
Transocean Deepwater, Inc.,
Halliburton Energy Services, Inc.,
Cameron Internationa! Corporation
fx/a Cooper Cameron Corporation
and Marine Spill Response
Corporation

E.D. Louisiana

10-cv-01339-
JCZ-ICW

Hon. Jay C. Zainey

Magistrate Judge
Joseph C.
Wilkinson, Jr.

Plaintiffs:

Cajun Offshore Charters, LLC
Defendants:

BP, PLC; BP Products North
America, Inc.; BP Exploration and
Production, Inc.; Transocean, Ltd.;
Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc.; Transocean Deepwater,
Ine.; Halliburton Energy Services,
Inc.; Cameron International
Corporation fk/a Cooper Cameren
Corporation and Marine Spill
Response Corporation

E.D. Louisiana

10-cv-01341-
ILRI-85

Hon, Ivan L.R.
Lemelle

Magistrate Judge
Sally Shushan

Plaintiffs:

Gulf Crown Seafood, Inc.;
individually and on behalf of
themselves and all others similarly
situated

Defendants;

BP, ple.; BP Products North Americs,
Inc.; BP America, Inc.; Transocean,
Lid,; Transocean Qffshore
Deepwater, Inc.; Halliburton Energy
Services, Inc.; and Cameron
International Corporation f/k/a
Cooper Camercn Corporation

E.D. Louisiana

10-cv-01344-
MLCF-JCW

Hon. Martin L.C.

Feldman




Cage Captions

Court

Civil Aciion
No.

Judge

Plaintiffs:

Joseph A. Kunstler, individually and
or behalf of all other similarly
situated individuals; Bay E. Ingram,
individually and on behalf of all other
similarly situated individuals; Harold
H. Cummins, individually and on
behalf of all other similarly sttuated
individuals; Farrel Weil, Jr.,
individually and on behalf of all other
similarly situated individuals
Defendants:

BP, P.L.C.; BP Exploration &
Production, Inc.; BP Products North
America, Inc.; BP America, Inc.;
Transocean, Lid.; Transocean
Offshore Deepwater Drilling, Inc.;
Transocean Deepwater, Inc.;
Anadarko E&P Company LP;
Andarko Petroleum Corporation;
Moex Offshore 2007 LLC;
Halliburton Energy Services, Inc,;
Cameron International Corporation,
f/k/a/ Cooper Cameron Corporation;
and M-I, L.1.C. (using Trade Name
“SWACQ™)

E.D. Louisiana

10-cv-01345-
LMA-ALC

Hon. Lance M
Africk

Magistrate Judge
Alma L. Chasez

Plaintiffs:

Isadore Creppel

Defendants:

B?, Pic.; BP Products North
America, Inc.; BP America, Inc.;
Transocean, Ltd.; Transocean
Offshore Deepwater Drilling, Inc.;
Transocean Deepwater, Inc.;
Halliburton Energy Services, Inc.;
and Cameron International
Corporation /k/z Cocper Cameron
Corporation

| E.D. Louisiana

10-cv-01346-
TLRL-KWR

Hon. Ivan L.R.
Lemelle

Magistrate Judge
Karen Wells Roby

10




Case Captions

Court

Civil Action
Na,

Judge

Plaintiffs:

Ben Chenault, individually and for
CMCO, LLC on behalf of others
stnilarty sitvated

Pefendants:

Transocean, Ltd.; BP, Ple,
Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc.; Transocean Deepwater,
Inc.; BP Products North America,
Inc.; Cameron International
Corporation and Halliburton Energy
Services, Inc,

N.D. Alabama
Southem
Division

10-cv-01139.
PWG

Magistrate Judge
- Paul W Greene

Plaintiffs:

Charles & Annette Douglass, John
Chandler Loupe, Mary P. Loupe and
Edward R. Bryant IT1, individually
and on behalf of others similarly
situated

Defendants:

Transocean Holdings, Inc.;
Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc.; Transocean Deepwater,
Inc.; BP, Plc; BP Exploration and
Production, Inc.; BP America, Inc.;
BP Products North America, Ing.;
Halliburton Energy Services, Inc.;
and Cameron International
Corporation, /k/a Cooper-Cameron
Corporation

N.D. Florida

10-cv-00136

Hon. M Casey
Rodgers

- Magistrate Judge
Elizabeth M
Timothy

Plaintiffs;

Ocean Reef Realty, Inc., d/b/a Ocean
Reef Resorts, Ine.

Pefendants:

Transocean Holdings, Inc.;
Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc.; Transocean Deepwater,
Inc., BP, PLC; BP Exploration and
Production, Inc.; BP America, Inc.;
BP Products North America, Inc.;

- Halliburton Energy Services, Inc.;
and Cameron International
Corporation, fk/a Cooper-Cameron
Corporation

N.D. Florida

10-cv-00132-
LC-MD

Hon. Lacey A.
Coliier

Magistrate Judge
Miles Davis

11




Case Captiens Court Civil Action Judge

: . No, '
Plaintiffs: N.D. Florida {0-cv-00133-
Michael Salley, d/b/a Sure Short MCR-EMT ggg‘gifs‘ Casey
Charters
Defendants: Magistrate Judge
Transocean Holdings, Inc.; Elizabeth M.
Transocean Offshore Deepwaier Timothy
Drilling, Inc.; Transocean Deepwater,
Inc., BP, PLC; BP Exploration and
Production, Inc.; BP America, Inc.;
BP Products North America, Inc.;
Halliburton Energy Services, Inc.;
and Cameron International
Corporation, f/k/a Cooper-Cameron
Corporation 3
Plaintiffs: N.D. Florida 10-cv-00134-
Nicholas Harris and Kristi Chiodo, LC-MD Rodin Casey
Individually and on behalf of others
similarly situated, Magistrate Judge
Defendants: Miles Davis

Transocean, Ltd., BP, PLC,
Transocean, Ltd., (Transocean
Entity), Transocean Offshore
Deepwater Drilling, Inc., (Transocean
Entity), Transocean Deepwater, Inc,
(Transocean Entity), BP Products
North America, Inc., BP America;
Cameron International Corporation

and Halliburton Energy Services, Inc,

12




Case Captions

Court

Civil Action
Na.

Judge

Plaintiffs:

Joe Patti Seafood Company, Southern
Seafood of Pace, Ing., Premier Island
Management Group, LLC, Rooks
Marina, Inc., Phan Tran, Ray Breeze
Aquatics & Dive Center, LLC,
Benjamin Marvin Nichols, Tony
Lynn, LLC, Reel Eazy Charters,
LLC, and Mega-Bite Inshore
Charters, Individually and on behalf
of all others similarly situated
Defendants:

Transocean, Ltd., BP, ple,
Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc., Transocean Deepwater,
Inc,, BP Products North America,
Inc., Halliburton Energy Services,
Inc., Cameron International
Corporation f'k/a Cooper Cameron
Corporation (Cameron) and BP
America, Inc.

N.D. Florida

10-ov-00137-
MCR-EMT

Hon. M. Casey
Rodgers

Plaintiffs:

Dewey Destin, an individual; and
Edgewater Beach Owners
Association, Inc. a Florida
condominium owners association, on
their own behalf and on behalf of all
others similarly situated

Defendants:

BP, Pic; BP Products North America,
Inc.; BP America, Inc.; Transocean,
Ltd.; Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc.; Transocean Deepwater,
Inc.; Halliburton Energy Services,
Inc.; and Cameron International
Corporation {/k/a Cooper Cameron
Corporation

N.D. Florida

10-cv-00141-
MCR-EMT

Hon. M. Casey
Rodgers

13




Case Captions

Court

Civil Action
No.

F iudige |

Plaintiffs:

George Weems Ward, Jeff Gslloway,
and Constance Crawford,
Individually and on behalf of
themselves and all others similarly
situated

Defendants:

BPF, plc, BP Products North America,
Inc., BP America, Inc., Transocean,
Lid,, Transocean Offshore Degpwater
Drilling, Inc., Transocean Deepwater,
Inc., Halliburton Energy Services,
Inc., and Cameron International
Corporation f/k/a Cooper Cameren
Corporation

NI, Florida

10-cv-00157-
SPM-WCS

Chief Judge Stephan
P. Mickle

Plaintiffs:

Water Street Seafood, Inc., Greg
Abrams Seafood Inc., Blue Parrot
Oceanfront Café Inc., Tarpon Dock
Seafood Market, G.A. Fish, Inc,, WI2
LLC, SGI Rentals, Inc., Steve Lima
a/k/a Captain Shelley Seafood and
John 8. “Stan’ Grant, each
individually and on behalf of all
others similarly situated
Defendanis:

BP, p.l.c.; BP Products North
America, Inc.; BP America, Inc.;
Transocean, Ltd.; Transocean
Offshore Deepwater Drilling, Inc.;
Transocean Deepwater, Ine.;
Halliburton Energy Services, Inc.;
and Cameron International
Corporation f/k/a Cooper Cameron
Corporation

N.D. Florida

10-cv-00162-
SPM-WCS

Chief Judge Stephan
P. Mickle
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Case Captions Court- - Civil Action Judge
' . -Na.
Plaintiffs: N.D. Florida 10-cv-129 Hon. M. Casey
John T. Harris, individuzlly and for Rodgers

FV St. Andrew Bay - Challenger, Inc.
Defendants:

Transocean, Ltd., BP, PLC,
Transocean, Ltd. {Transocean Entity),
Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc. (Transocean Entity),
Transocean Degpwater, Inc.
{Transocean Entity, BP Products
North America, Inc., BP America;
Cameron International Corporation,
and Halliburton Energy Services, Inc.

Plaintiffs:

Stacey P. Walsh

Defendants;

British Petroleum, P.L.C., British
Petroleum Products North America,
Inc., British Petroleum America, Inc.
British Petroleurn Exploration &
Production, Inc., Halliburton Energy
Services, Inc., Cameron International
Corporation, Transocean Offshore
Deepwater Drilling, Inc., Transocean
Deepwater, Inc., Trans Ocean, Ltd.

N.D. Florida,
Pensacola
Division

3:10-cv-00143

Hon, Roger Vinson

Plaintiffs:

James F. Mason, Ir., individually and
on behalf of K&J, Inc.

Defendants:

Transocean, Lid., BP, PLC,
Transocean, Ltd, (Transocean Entity),
Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Ine., (Transocean Entity),
Transocean Deepwater, Inc,
(Transocean Entity), BP Products
North America, Ine., Halliburton
Energy Services, Inc,, Cameron
Internationat Corporation and BP
America

3.D. Alabama

10-cv-00191-
CG-B

Hon, Callie V. S,
Granade

Magistrate Judge
Sonja F. Bivins
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Case Captions

© Conyt

Civil Action
No.

Judge

Plaintiffs:

Peter Burke, on behalf of HIMSELF
and all others similarly situated
Defendants:

BP Corporation North America, Inc.;
BP America Inc.; and Transocean
Lid.

S.D. Alabama

1G-cv-00195

Chief Judge William
H. Stecle

Magistrate Judge
Bert W. Milling, Jr.

Plaintiffs:

Shannon Trahan, and Dr. John
Gonzales, individually and on behalf
of themselves and all others similarly
situated

Defendants:

BP, plc, BP Products North America,
Inc., BP America, Inc., Transocean,
Lid., Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc., Hailiburton Energy
Services, Inc. and Cameron
International Corporation, fk/a
Cooper Cameron Corporation

S.I. Alabama

10-¢v-00198-
WS-B

Chief Judge William
H. Steele

Magistrate Judge
Sonja F. Bivins

Plaintiffs:

Jud and Sherri Smith, LP Properties,
LLC, Ben McLeod, Ben-Rip-J, Inc.,
and Harry M, Barnes, I MD and
Necessity Sport Fishing, LLC
Defendants:

BP, pic, BP America, Inc,, BP
Products North America, Inc.,
Transocean, Lid. (Transocean Entity),
Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Prilling, Inc. (Transocean Entity),
Transocean Deepwater, Inc.
(Transocean Entity), Halliburton
Energy Services, Inc., Cameron
Internationsl Corperation #k/a
Cooper Cameron Corporation
{Cameron)

S.D. Alabama

10-¢cv-00200-B

Magistrate Judge
Sonja F. Bivins
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Case Captionis

< Court

Civil Action
Ny,

Judge

Plaintiffs:

Billy Wilkerson; Tessa Witkerson,;
T&E Seafood, Ine.; Jubilee Seafood,
Inc.; Malay, Inc.; Country, Inc.; and
Deep Sea Foods, Inc.

Defendants:

Transocean Holdings, Inc.;
Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc., Transocean Deepwater,
Inc.; BP, ple; BP Exploration and
Production, Inc.; BP America, Inc.;
BP Products North Ameriea, Inc.;
Halliburton Energy Services, Inc.;
and Cameron International
Corporation, f/k/a Cooper-Cameron
Corporation

5.D. Alabama

10-cv-00201-
CB-N

Hon. Charles R.
Butler, Ir

Refermred to;
Magistrate Judge
Katherine P, Nelson

Plaintiffs:

Fishtrap Charters, LLC; Action
Qutdoors, LLC; TNT, LLC; and Jon
B. Ingram

Defendants:

Transocean Holdings, Inc.;
Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc.; Transocean Deepwater,
Inc.; BP, PLC; BP Exploration and
Production, Inc.; BP America, Inc.;
BPF Products North America, Inc.;
Halliburton Energy Services, Inc.;
Cameron International Corporation

S.D. Alabama

.l U-cv-ODZCZ-
ChB-M

Chief Judge William
H. Steele

Magistrate Judge
Bert W. Milling, Jr
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- Case Captions

Court

Civil Action
. No.

Judge

Plaintiffs:

Fort Morgan Sales, Rentals &
Development, Inc.; Prickest
Properties, LLC; and Maxgaritaville,
LLC

Defendants:

Transocean Holdings, Inc.;
Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc.; Transocean Deepwater,
Inc.; BF, PLC, BP Exploration and
Production, Inc.; BP America, Inc.;
BP Products North America, Inc.;
Halliburton Energy Services, Inc.;
and Cameron International
Corporation, fk/a Cooper-Cameron
Corporation

8.D, Alabama

10-¢v-(0203-
KD-C

Hon, Kristi K.
DuBose

Magistrate Judge
William E. Cassady

Plaintiffs;

Bon Secour Fisheries, Inc.; and Bon
Secour Boats, Inc.; individually and
on behalf of themselves and all others
similarly situated

Defendants:

BP, plc; BP Products North America,
Inc.: BP America, Inc.; Transocean,
Lid.; Transocean Offshore
Deepwater, Inc.; Halliburton Energy
Services, Inc.; and Cameron
International Corporation ffk/a
Cooper Cameron Corporation

S.D. Alabama

10-cv-00206-
M

Magistrate Judge
Bert W. Milling, Jr.
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Case Captions

Ceourt

Civil Action
No.

-Judge

Plaintiffs:

George C. Simpson, Individuaily and
on behaif of all others similarly
situated

Defendants:

Transocean, Lid.; BP, plc;
Transocean, Ltd. (Transocean Entity),
Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc. (Transocean Entity);
Transocean Deepwater, Inc.
(Transocean Entity); BP Products
Northern America, Inc.; Halliburton
Energy Services, Inc.; Cameron
International Corporation; and BP
America

8.D. Alabama

10-cv-00210-
WE-N

' Chief Judge William

H. Steele

Referred to:
Magistrate Judge
Katherine P. Nelson

Plaintiffs:

Billy's Seafood, Inc.

Defendants:

Transocean Holdings, Inc.;
Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc., Transocean Deepwater,
Inc.; BP, PLC, BP Exploration and
Production, Inc.; BP America, Inc.;
BP Products North America, Inc.;
Halliburton Energy Services, Inc.;
and Cameron International
Corporation, f/k/a Cooper-Cameron

S.D. Alabama

10-cv-00215-
M

Magistrate Judge
Bert W, Milling, Jr.
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Case Capﬁmié Court Civil Action Judge
Plaintifis; 8.D. Alabama 1G-cv-00216-N Magistrate Judge

David Meyer, individually and d/b/a
Dauphin Island Beach Rentals,
Richard M. Collier, Sr., individually
and d/b/a P.J. Seafood, Herman
Randolf Bridges, individually and
d/b/a, H.R. Bridges Seafood, John
Samuel Ponder, d/bfa Deer River
Seafood, LLC, Dennis Benjamin
Miller, Steve Denmark, individually
and d/b/a The Island Rainbow and
d/b/a The Trading Post, Gary Bratt,
individually and d/b/a Chaise
N'Rays, Kier Hodas, individually and
d/b/a Island Times Mountain Time,
Carrie Hodas, Individually and d/b/a
Isiand Times Mountain Time, all on
behalf of themselves and all others
similarly situated

Defendanis:

BP, plc.; BP Products North America,
Inc.; BP America, Inc.; Transocean,
Ltd.; Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc.; Transocean Deepwater,
Inc.; Halliburton Energy Services,
Inc.; and Cameron International
Corporation f/k/a Cooper Cameron
Corporation

Katherine P. Nelson
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Case Captions

_ Court

Civil Action
No,

Judge:

Plaintifis:

Orange Beach Marina, Inc.; Alabama
Gulf Coast Investments, LLC; Romar
Marina Chab, LLC; Oyster Bay
Marina, LL.C; Happy Harbor, LLC;
and Pass Chateau Properties, LLC,
d/b/a Dauphin Island Marina
Defendants:

Transocean Holdings, Inc.;
Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc.; Transocean Deepwater,
Inc.; BP, Plc; BP Exploration and
Production, Inc.; BP America, Inc.;
BP Products North America, Inc.;
Halliburton Energy Services, Inc.;
and Cameron International
Corporation, f/k/a Cooper-Cameron
Corperation

5.D. Alabama

10-ev-00217-B

Magistrate Judge
| Sonja F. Bivins

Plaintiffs:

Robert B. Pendarvis and Gracie
Pendarvis

Defendants:

BP, Plc; BP Products North America,
Inc.; BP America, Inc.; Transocean,
Ltd.; Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc.; Transocean Deepwater,
Inc.; Halliburton Energy Services,
In¢.; and Cameron International
Corporation

S.D. Alsbama

1G-cv-00218-
CG-M

Hon. Kristi K,
DuBose
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Case Cap,ti_ons

Court

Civil Action
Na. .

Judge

Plaintiffs:

Fran Hopkins, Fran’s on Fifty Nine,
Imagine Enterprises LLC, Imagine
Enterprises I LLC, Johnnie Spina,
Thomas Spina, Joni Robertson, John
Overstreet, Jr., Stephen Salter,
William Caldwell, B & B Properties,
Inc., Joseph Overton, Claude
Smeraglia, and Melissa Isbell
Defendants:

Transocean Ltd.; Transocean
Heldings, Inc.; Transocean Offshore
Deepwater Drilling, Inc.; Transocean
Deepwater, Inc.; BP, P.L.C.; BP
Exploration and Production, Inc.; BP
America, Inc.; BP Products North
America, Inc.; Anadarko Petroleum
Corporation; Halliburton Energy
Services, Inc.; and Cameron
International Corporation, f/k/a
Cooper Cameron Corporation

5.D. Alabama

10-cv-00221-
WS-C

Chief Judge William
H. Steele

Magistrate Judge
William E. Cassady

Plaintiffs:
Original Oyster House, Inc.; Original
Oyster House I, Inc.; Gumbo
Properties, LLC; Superb Food, Inc.;
Premium Properties, Inc.; Southern
Coastal Restaurants, LLC; and
Sportsman Fish House, LLC
Defendants:
Transocean Holdings, Inc.;
Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc.; Transocean Deepwater,
Inc.; BP, PLC; BP Exploration and
Production, Inc.; BP America, Inc;
BP Products North America, Inc.;
Halliburton Energy Services, Inc.;
and Carneron International
Corporation, f’k/a Cooper-Cameron
Corporation

S.D, Ala:bama

10-ev-00223-
KD-C

Hon. Kristi K.
DuBose

Magistrate Judge
Williarm E. Cassady

22




Case Captions

Court

Civil Action

Mo, -

Judge

Plaintiffs:

Blue Water Yacht Sales and Serviees,
Incorporated and John Forrest Long
Defendants;

Transocean Holdings, Inc.;
Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc.; Transocean Deepwater,
Inc.; BP, PLC; BP Exploration and
Production, Inc.; BP America, Inc.;
BP Products North America, Inc.;
Halliburton Energy Services, Inc.;
and Cameron International
Corporation, f/k/a Cooper-Cameron
Corporation

S.D. Alabama

10-cv-00224-
KD-N

Hon. Kristi K.
DuBose

Magistrate Judge ]
Katherine P. Nelson |

Plaintiffs:

Marine Horizons, Inc., Robert
Stephen Gams, and Jesse Carbullido,
individually and on behalf of all other
similarly sitvated persons
Defendants:

BP, PLC; BP America, Inc.: BP
Products North America, Inc.; BP
Exploration and Production, Inc.;
Transocean Holdings, Inc.;
Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc.; Transocean Deepwater,
Inc.; Halliburton Energy Services,
Inc.; and Cameron International
Corporation, f/k/a/ Cooper-Cameron
Corporation

5.D. Alabama

10-cv-00227-
WS-N

Chief Judge William
H. Steele

Magistrate Judge
Katherine P. Nelson

Plaintiffs;

George Jett, Individually and on
behalf of themselves and all others
similarly situated

Defendants:

BP, ple.; BP Products North America,
Inc.; BP America, Inc.; Transocean,
Lid.; Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc.; Transccean Deepwater,
“Inc.; Halliburton Energy Services,
Inc.; and Cameron International
Corporation fk/a Cooper Cameron
Corporation

S.D. Alabama

10-cv-00228-~
WwS-C

Chief Judge William
H., Steele

Magistrate Judge
William E. Cassady

23




Case Captions

Court

Civil Aetion
No.

Judge

Plaintiffs:

Guif Shores West Beach Investments,
LLEC; Terry L. Elkins and Janice M.,
Flkins, as Trustees of the Terry L.
Elking and Janice M. Elkins
Irrevocable Grandchildren’s Trust;
Terry L. Elkins; Janice M. Elkins,
Susan Elkins Goldsworthy; and
Richard Goldsworthy

Befendants:

Transocean Holdings, Inc.;
Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc.; Transecean Deepwater,
Inc.; BP, Plc; BP Exploration and
Production, Inc.; BP America, Inc.;
BP Products North America, Inc.;
Halliburton Energy Services, Inc,;
and Cameron International
Corporation, k/a Cooper-Cameron
Corporation

S.D. Alabama
Southern
Division

10-cv-00213-C

Magistrate Judge
Willlam E. Cassady

Plaintiffs:

Steven Lavigne & Paul Lavigne
Defendants:

British Petroleum, P.1.C., British
Petroleum Products North America,
Inc., British Petroleum America, Inc.
British Petroleum Exploration &
Praduction, Inc., Halliburton Energy
Services, Inc., Cameron International
Corporation, Transocean Offshore
Deepwater Drilling, Inc,, Transocean
Deepwater, Inc., Trans Ocean, Ltd.

3.D. Alabama
Southern
Division

10-cv-00222-C

Magistrate Judge
William E. Cassady

Plaintiffs:

Hiep Trieun, Son Nguyen, Pan Isles,
Inc., Tai Buynh and Khuyen Dinh
Defendants;

BP Exploration and Production, Inc.,
Fransocean Lid, Transocean
Deepwater, inc., BP and Other
Entities

8.D. Mississippi

10ev 177 LG-
RHW

Jr.

Hon. Louls Guirola,
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Case ﬂ&ﬁﬁun&'

Court

Civil Action
Ne.

Judge

Plaintiffs;

Jerry Forte, d/b/a Jerry Forte Seafood,
Individually and on behalf of all
others similarly situated

Defendants:

Cameron International Corporation
f/k/a Cooper Cameron Corporation;

BP, ple; BP Products North America, |

Inc.; BP America, Inc.; Transocean,
Ltd.; Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc,; Transocean Deepwater,
Inc.; Halliburton Energy Services,
Inc.; and Hyundai Heavy Industries
Co., Lid.

S.D. Mississippi

10-gv-173-
HSO-JIMR

Hon. Halit S.
Ozerden

Plaintiffs:

Jessica Staley, Individually and on
behalf of all others similarly situated
Defendants:

Cameron Intemnational Corporation
f/k/a Cooper Cameron Corporation;
BP, Pic; BP Products North America,
inc.; BF America, Inc.; Transocean,
Ltd.; Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc.; Transocean Deepwater,
Inc.; Halliburton Energy Services,
Inc.; Hyundai Heavy Industries Co.,
Litd.; Mitsui & Co. (US.A), Inc.;
Anadarko Petroleum Corporation;
and John Doe #1-100

8.D. Mississippi
Southern
Division

i0ev 181 LG
RHW

Hon. Louis Guirola,
Jr.

Magistrate Judge
Robert H, Walker
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Ca;si‘é Captions

Court

Civil Action
No.

Judge

Plaintiffs:

Ronaie Daniels, Individually and on
behalf of all others similarly situated
Defendamts:

Cameron International Corporation
f/k/a Cooper Cameron Corporation;
BP, Plc: BP Products North America,
Inc.; BP America, Inc.; Transocean,
Ltd.; Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc.; Transocean Decpwater,
Inc.; Halliburton Energy Services,
Inc.; Hyundai Heavy Industries Co.,
Ltd.; Mitsui & Co. (U.8.A), Inc.;
Anadarko Petroleum Corporation;
and John Doe #1-100

S.1. Mississippi
Southern
Division

10cv 182
H50-JMR

Hom. Halil S,
Ozerden

Magistrate Judge
John M. Roper

Plaintiffs:

Charlie C. Nguyen and Bihn Van
Nguyen, Individually and on behalf
of themselves and all others similarly
situated

Deferndants:

Transocean, Ltd.; Transocean
Offshore Deepwater Drilling, Inc.;
Transocean Deepwater, Inc.; BP, Plc;
BP Products North America, Inc.; BP
America, Inc.; Halliburton Energy
Services, Inc.; Cameron International
Corporatior;, and John Dogs 1-10

S.D. Mississippi,
Southern District

16 ¢v 178 L.G-
RHW

I
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Case Captions

Court

- Civil Action

No,

Judge.

Plaintiffs:

Cajun Maid, LLC, Robert Barnett,
Gulf Shores Sea Products, Inc. and
Keath Ladner, on behalf of
themselves and all others similarly
situated

Defendangs;

BP, Plc; BP America, Inc.; BP
Corporation North America, Inc.; BP
Company North America, Inc.; BP
Products North America, Inc.;
Transccean, Lid.; Transocean
Offshore Deepwater Drilling, Inc.;
Transocean Deepwater, Inc.;
Hailiburton Energy Services, Inc.;
and Cameron International
Corporation f/k/a Cooper Cameron
Corporation

5.D. Mississippi,
Southern
Division

10cv 176
H50-JMR

Hon. Halil 8.
Qzerden

Plaintiffs:

Ben Nelson and Jeri Nelson, d/b/a
Jert’s Seafood, Inc., Roy Tipps, and
Ned Baron, each Individually, and on
behalf of those similarly situated
Defendants:

Transocean L., Transocean
Offshore Deepwater Drilling L.L.C.,
Transocean Deepwater, Inc., BP
Exploration and Production, Inc., BP,
Plc, BP America, Inc., BP Products
North America, Inc., Halliburton
Energy Services, Inc., and Cameron
Internaticonal Corporation a/k/a
Cameron Systems Corporation

8.D. Texas,
(alveston
Division

10-cv-00172

Hon. Kenneth M,
Hoyt
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Case Captions -

Court

Civil Action
No.

Judge

Plaintiffs:

The National Vietnamese American
Fishermen Emergency Association,
Nam Nguyen, and Hung Tran
Defendants:

BP,plc, BP Products North America,
Inc., BP America, Inc., Transocean,
Ltd., Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc., Transocean Deepwater,
Inc., Halliburton Energy Services,
Inc. and Cameron International
Corporation f/k/a Cooper Cameron
Corporation

1 8.1, Texas

Houston Division

10-cv-01607

Hon. Lynn N.
Hughes

Plaintiffs:

Ellis Schouest, III and James Joseph
George, Ir.

Defendants:

BP Preducts North America, Inc.; BP
America, Inc.; BP, ple; Transocean,
Lid; Transocean Offshore Deepwater
Drilling, Inc.; Transocean Deepwater,
Inc.; Cameron International
Corporation and Halliburton Energy
Services, Inc.

W.D. Louisiana

10-cv-00727

Hon. Tucker L.
Melancon

Magistrate Judge C.
Michael Hill

Plaintiffs:

Matthews (Gaskins, individually and
on behalf of all others similarly
situated

Defendants;

BP, plc; BP Products North America,
Inc.; BP America, Inc.; BP
Exploration & Production, Inc.;
Transocean, Ltd.; Transocean
Offshore Deepwater Drilling, Inc.;
Transocean Deepwater, Inc.;
Halliburton Energy Services, Inc.;
and Cameron International
Corporation f/k/a Cooper Cameron
Corporation

W.D. Louisiana

10-cv-00738

Hon. Patricia
Minaldi

Magistrate Judge C
Michael Hill
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Pleading No. 7

MDL-2179

Inasmuch as no objection is
pending at this time, the
stay is (ifted.

May 18, 2010

CLERK'S OFFICE
UNITED BTATES
JUDICEAL PANEL ON
MULTIDIB TRICT LITIGATION

BEFORE THE JUDICIAL PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION

IN RE: OIL SPILL BY THE OIL §
RIG "DEEPWATER HORIZON" §
IN THE GULF OF MEXICO, § MDL No. 2179
ON APRIL 20, 2010 §
§

NOTICE OF POTENTIAL "TAG-ALONG ACTIOQNS"

Pursuant to Rules 7.2(i) and 7.5(e) of the Rules of Procedure of the Judicial Panel on
Multidistrict Litigation ("Panel Rules"), Defendant Halliburton Energy Services, Inc. ("HESI")
notifies the Clerk of the Panel of the following potential tag-along actions in which it has been
named as a Defendant, as listed on the attached Schedule’:

1. Fishing Magicians Charters, LLC, et al. v. BP, plc, et al.; No. 2:10-cv-01338 (E.D. La.
Compl. filed 5/4/10).

2. Dumas, et al. v. BP, PLC, et al., No. 2:10-cv-01348 (E.D. La. Compl. filed 5/5/10).

3. Gregoire, et al v. Ti ransécean, Ltd, et al; No. 2:10-cv-01351 (E.D. La. Compl. filed
5/5/10).

4. Terrebonne, ef al. v, BP, ple, et al., No. 2:10-cv-01352 (E.D. La. Compl. filed 5/5/10).

5. Sophisticated Lady, L.L.C., et al. v. BP, PLC, et al; No. 2:10-¢v-01387 (E.D. La. Compl.
filed 5/5/10).

! HESI sei:arately filed a Schedule of Actions, in conformance with Panel Rule 7.2(a)(ii), reflecting the
developments described herein. A courtesy copy of the Docket Sheet and Complaint for each Tag-Along Action
listed herein will be delivered to the Panel.

OFFECEAL F!LE CQPY IMAGED May 18 2010




6. Captain Charlie Thomason's Bayou Charters, Inc., et al. v. BP, plc, et al., No. 10-cv-
01422 (E.D. La. Compl. filed 5/6/10).

7. Parker vs. BP, PLC, et al.; No. 2:10-cv-01411 (E.D. La, Compl. filed 5/6/10).

8. Calvin J. Richard d/b/a Richard's Seafood Patio v. BP, PLC, et al.; No. 10-¢v-01438
(E.D. La. Compl. filed 5/10/10).

9, Le Discount Seafood, Inc., et al. v. BP, PLC, et al.; No. 10-00106 (N D. Fla. Compl. filed
5/6/10).

10.  Captain Edward Lockridge, et al. v. BP, ple, et al.; No. 1:10-cv-00233 (8.D. Ala. Compl,
filed 5/5/10).

11.  Drawdy, et al. vs. Transocean, Lid., et al.; No. 1:10-cv-00235 (S.D. Ala. Compl. filed
5/5/10).

12. Sea Eagle Fisheries, Inc., et al. vs. BP, PLC, et al.; No. 1:10-¢v-00238 {S.D. Ala. Compl.
filed 5/5/10).

13. Cotton Bayou Marina, Inc., et al. v. BP, plc, et al.; No.l 1:10-cv-00243 (8.D. Ala. Compl.
filed 5/7/10).

14. Sevel, et al. v. BP, PLC, et al.; No. 1:10-cv-00179 (S.D. Miss. Compl. filed 5/3/10).

15. Van Duyn, et al. v. Cameron International Corporation fikla Cooper Cameron
Corporation; ¢t al.; No. 1:10-cv-00183 (S.D. Miss. Compl. filed 5/4/10).

16. Grieshaber, et al. v. BP Products North Amevica, Inc., et al. » No. 1:10-¢v-00185 (S.D.
Miss. Compl. filed 5/4/10).

These potential tag-along actions are predicated upon the same essential factual
allegations that are common fo the cases identified in the Motion of Plaintiffs for Transfer of
Actions to the Eastern District of Louisiana Pursuant to US 28 U.S.C. §1407 for Coordinated or
Consolidated Pretrial Proceedingsz, now pending before the Panel, and in BP Exploration &
Production Inc.'s Motion to Transfer for Coordinated or Consolidated Pretrial Proceedings

Under 28 U.S.C. § 1407 ("BP's Motion ).

 MDL No. 2179, Dkt. No, 1, filed by Plaintiffs Acy J. Cooper and Ronnie Louis Anderson on May 6, 2010.
* As of the date of this Notice of Potential "Tag-Along Actions," BP's Motion to Transfer has not been docketed into
MDI. No. 2179 ("In re. O Spill by the Qi Rig "Digepwater Horizon" in the Gulf of Mexico, on April 20, 2010"}.



Dated May 11, 2010,

Respectfully Submitted,
GODWIN RonguiLLo PC

By:_/s/ Donald E. Godwin
Donald E. Godwin
dgodwin@godwinronquillo.com
Biuce W. Bowman, Jr.
‘“bbowman@godwinronquillo.com
Jenny L. Martinez
Jmartinez@godwinronquillo.com

1201 Elm Street, Suite 1760
Dallas, Texas 75270-2041
Telephone: 214.939.4400
Facsimile: 214.760.7332

and

R. Alan York
ayork@godwinronquillo.com
1331 Lamar, Suite 1665
Houston, Texas 77010
Telephone:713.595.8300
Facsimile: 713.425.75%4

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT
HALLIBURTON ENERGY SERVICES, INC.

HESI hereby incorporaics BP's Motion and, for the convenience of the Panel, attaches a true and correct copy of the
same as Exhibit A,

T 1541945 v1-24010/0002 PLEADINGS
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TN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
HOUSTON DIVISION

IN RE THE COMPLAINT AND C.A, NO.\O \-’T‘Z"l
PETITION OF TRITON ASSET LEASING
GmbH, TRANSOCEAN HOLDINGS LLC,
TRANSOCEAN OFFSHORE DEEPWATER
DRILLING INC., AND TRANSOCEAN
DEEPWATER INC,AS OWNER, MANAGING
OWNERS, OWNERS PRO-HAC VICE,
AND/OR QPERATORS OF THE MODU
DEEPWATER HORIZON, IN A CAUSEFOR §
EXONERATION FROM OR LIMITATION  §

Fed. R, Civ, P, 9(h)

COrY O QY g SO L SO 0N

- GF‘EMBIL‘JTY- reram I ‘...,.§, - _..m..KDMI-R-! ITY e e e e e e e e

ORDER DIRECTING CLAIMANTS TO FILE AND
MAKE PROOF OF CLAIMS, DIRECTING THE ISSUANCE OF

ONITION, AND RESTRAINING PROSECUTION OF CL )

A Coumplaint and Pefition having been filed herein on the _ | DI day of May, 2018,
by Peilvonay Triton Assel Leasing GmbH, Transocean Holdings LLC, Transccean Offshore
Deepwater Drilling Ine., and Transocean Deepwater Ine., ss Owner, Managing Owners, Cwners
Pro Hac Vice, and/or Operators, of the MODY Deepwater Horizon, her engines, gear, tackle,
gppurtenances, ote, claiming the bvneﬁtlé)f Linitetion of Liebility as provided for in the Act of
Congress enfitted “An Aot fo Limit Lisbility of Shipowners and for Other Purposes” passed
March 3, 1851, now embodied in 46 U.5.C.A. §§ 30501, of seq,, and the statutes supplementary
thereto, and amendatory thereof, and Rule F of the Supplemental Rules for Certain Admiralty
and Maritime Claims of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, and also contesting their liability
independently of the limitation of liability claim under szid Act for any loss, damage, personal
injurigs, death, pollution, environments] damage or destruction resuiting from or arising during
tie voyuge ucseribed in seid Compluint and Petition, including, without limitation, any claims

Ry
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asserted under the Oil Pollution Act, 33 U.S.C. § 2704, ef seq. for hydrocarbons emanating from
the sea floor, which commenced on January 30, 2010, in federal waters in the vicinity of
Mississippl Canyon Block 727 and which terminated on or about April 22, 2010, in the vicinity
of Mississippi Canyon Block 252, and said Complaint and Petition also stating the facts and
circumstances on which such excnerstion from and limitation of liebility are claimed;

A dxz irewring vounsel for Petitioners and on considering the Compisint and Petition,

- the affidavits of value and pending freight attached thereto; and the Court having found adequate
factual support”that the value of Petitioners' intersst in thie §8ld vessel and 2 thén pending
freight &t the end of the said voyage does nof exceed TWENTY-SIX MILLION, SEVEN
HUNDRED SIXTY-FOUR THOUSAND AND EIGHTY-THRER AND NO/100 DOLLARS
(326,764,083.00);

And the Court having Ordered Petitioners to file an Ad Interim Stipulation in the amount
TWENTY-SIX MILLION, SEVEN HUNDRED SIXTY-FOUR THOUSAND AND RIGHTY-
THREE AND NO/100 DOLLARS ($26,764,083.00) with Ranger Insursnce Company acting as
surety, and Petitioners having filled such Ad Inferim Stipulation and the Court having approved
the ol dptecion Stipulation execnied by Petitioners as principal and Ranger Insurance Company
as surely, with interest at 6% per annum from it date, and with both Petitioners and thelr surety
subject to such increases and decreases in the amount of such Ad Jnterim Stipuiation ag the Court
mey fom time to time order, undertaking to pay into the Court's registry within ten (10) days
alter the entry of an Order confirming the report of the commissioner, if one be appointed, to
appraise the amount or value of Petitioners’ interest in the MODU Deepwaler Horizon and her

then pending feight, the aggregate amount or value of such interest as thus ascertained, or to file

{2]
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in this proceeding & bond or Stipulation for Value in the usual form with gurety in said amount,
or agreeing to pemmnit the Ad faterim Stipulation to stand ss a Stipulation for Value if found
sufficient in amount, or if the amount thereof be not contested; and that peading payment into
Court of the amount or value of Petitioners’ interest in the said MODU Deepwarer Horizon and
her then peading freight, as ascertained, or the giving of 8 stipulation for the value thereof, the
said Ad [nterim Stipulation shall stand as security for al} claims in the limitation proceeding;

Now on motion of Attorney-in-Charge for Petitioners, it is hereby,

"ORDERED; that s Wiotitioh jssue ¢yt of and Uidss the §60] of thig ‘Courtditectng thas

Notive be provided all persons claiming demages for any end all losses, injuries, damages and
destruciion ol property ocensioned during the voyage of the MODU Deepwater Horizan as
elleged in the said Complaint and Petition, ‘which commenced on January 30, 2010, in federal
waiters in the vicinity of Mississippl Canyon Block 727 and which terminated on or about April
22, 2010, in the vicinity of Mississippi Canyon Block 252, and citing them to file their respective
claims with the Clerk of this Court and serve on or mail a copy thereof to Attorney-in-Charge for
Petitioner on or before the _'[,i%%y OFMWE/J’?M , 2010, at his offices, Frank

A, Ficcolo, Prels & Roy, A.P.L.C., Wesleyan Tower, 24 Greenway Plaze, Suite 2050, Howston,

Texas 77046, or be forever barred, subject to the rights of any person or persons claiming
demages gs aforeseid, who shall have presented his, their or its claim wnder oath to answer said
Corplaint and Petition and to controvert or question the same; and it is further,

CRUEBRED, that public Notice of such Complaint and Pelition shall be given by
publication thereof in the Houston Chronicle, 8 newspaper of general cireulation published in the

City of Houston, Texas, and within the Southern Disirict of Texas, such publication in said paper

(3]
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toc be once in each week until the refurn date gnd for st least four successive weeks before the
reren dnse of such Notice: and 1t is further,

ORDBERED, that no lster than the date of the second pubjication of such Notice of
Complaint and Petition, Petitioners shall mail & copy of the Notice of Complaint and Petition to
every person known to have made eny claim or filed any actions against the MODU Deepwater
Horizon or Petitioners ansing owt of the voyage described in the Complaint and Petition herein

and tg any such person’s attomey, if known; and it is further,

©77 CORDERED, that i Beginnilig or contiftisd prosesution of dny and il suity) sctions ¢ ™

lepal proceedings of any pafure or deseription whatsoever, in any jurisdicion except in this
action, against Petitionsrs, the MODU Deepwalter Horizon, in rem, their agents, officers,
ropresentatives, end their underwriters or against any employee or property of the Petitionsrs, or
any other person whatscever for whom Petitioners may bs responsible, in respect of any claim
arising oyt of, couseguent upon, or in connection with the aforesaid voyage of the MODU
Deggnvzier Horizon, be, and they are hereby ENJOINED, STAYED and RESTRAINED until the
hearing and termination of this proceeding; and its is further,

ORDERED, that service of this Order as a Restraining Order may be made within this
Dismot by certified maii, or in the usua! manner, and in any other District by the United States
Marshat for such District by delivering a certified copy of this Order t¢ the person or persons to
be restrained or to his or their respective aftorneys, or in the usual manner by meailing or hand
delivering a conformed copy thereof to the person or persons to be restrained or to his or their

regpective attorneys, and in any other couniry by means of overseas air mail.

[4]
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DONE at Houston, Texas, this /. § orugay of ?’)’2@? , 2010.

UNITER STATES DISTRICT JUDGR

APPROVED AND BENTRY REQUESTED:

A
7 p
B;,f:ﬁ_“{/‘/// ! /?’/CV /ﬁ/
FRANK A, PICCHLO
' 22

VRN 2403

({@preisroy.com
Wesleyan Tower
24 Greemway Plaza
Suite 2050
Houston, Texag 77046
(713) 355-6062 — Telephone
{713) 572-9129 -~ Facsimile

ATTORNEY IN CHARGE FOR PETITIONERS
TRITON ASSET LEASING GMBH, TRANSOCEAN
HOLDINGS LLC, TRANSOCEAN OFFSHORE
DEEPWATER DRILLING INC,, AND
TRANSOCEAN DEEPWATER INC,

{3}
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA
ELLIS SCHOUEST, I{T and JAMES * CIVIL ACTION

JOSEPH GLORGE, JR.
* NO. CV-10-00727

YETSUS

* SECTION
BP PRODUCTS NORTH AMERICA,
INC.; BP AMERICA, INC.; BP, ple; * JUDGE TUCKER L. MELANCON
TRANSOCEAN, LTD; TRANSOCEAN .
OFFSHORE DEEPWATER % MAGISTRATE HILL
DRILLING, INC.; TRANSOCEAN
DEEPWATER, INC.; CAMERON *
INTERNATIONAL CORPORATION
and HALLIBURTON ENERGY *
SERVICES, INC.

ORDER

CONSIDERING THE FOREGOING Motion for Stay of Proceedings Pending Transfer
by the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation filed by defendants BP Products North America
Inc. and BP America Inc. (collectively the “BP Defendants™);

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the above-captioned action is temporarily stayed unti]
ten {(10) days afier the date on which the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation (*JPML™)
issues an Order deciding the pending motion(s) to transfer and consolidate cases filed in
connection or in relation to Jrn Re: Ol Spill by the Ol Rig "Deepwater Horizon™ in the Gulf of

Mexico on April 20, 2010, MDL Docket No. 2179, pursuant to 28 U.5.C. § 1407;

Noiman_850918_]
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the BP Defendants are hereby required to notify the
Cowt, or cause it to be notified, of the disposition of the Motion to Transfer and/or any related

motion before the JPML. _
FURTHER ORDERED that counsel for BP defendants shall notify the

undersigned by telephone on September 15, 2010 if no transfer has
Tafavette , Louisiana, this _12 dayof __ May , 2010, cocured.

C kel LU

L0 wHUHARL HILL
UNPTED STATES MAGISTRATE JULGE

2.
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IN THE UNITED STATES BISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA
TALLAHASSEE DIVISION
GEORGE WEEMS WARD, et al.
Plaintiffs,
VS, CASE NO.: 4:10-CV-157-SPM/WCS
BP PLC, et al,

Defendants.

/

ORDER STAYING ALL PROCEEDINGS
PENDING JPML DECISION

THIS CAUSE comes before the Court upon the BP Defendants’
Unopposed Motion to Stay the Proceedings (doc. 4). This case involves a suit to
recover damages arising out of a recent oil rig explosion and ensuing oif spill
from a BP oif well. Defendants request Ihat this Court stay all proceedings in this
case pending a ruling from the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation (“JPML”)
on whether several related cases involving this incident, including the instant
case, will be consolidated. The Court finds ihis request o be reasonable, as the
stay will praserve judicial resources in the event that the cases are Ultimately
consolidated. Accerdingly, it is

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED as follows:

1. The B8P Defendants' Motion to Stay (doc. 4) is hereby granted.
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2. Alt proceedings in this éése are temporarily stayed, pending the
JPML's final decision on whether to consclidate the actions arising
from the 8P oil rig explosion and subsaquent oil spill.

3. Parties shall file a status report as soon as & decision has been
made by the JPML as to the request o consoclidate the casss.

DONE AND ORDERED this thirteenth day of May, 2010.

3/ C%&f/ﬂéa% ?/D Q Hichide

Stephan P. Mickle
Chief United Staiss District Judge
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA
PENSACOQOLA DIVISION

CHARLES DCUGLASS, et al
VS CASE NO,3:10cv136-MCR/MD

TRANSOUEANHOLDINGS, INC., et al.

REFERAAL AND ORDER

Referred to Judge Rodgers on May 13, 2010
Type of #otion/Pleading UNQPPOSED MOTION FOR STAY OF PROCEEDINGS
FENDING TRANSFER RBY THE JUDICIAL PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT
LITIGATION
Filed by: DEFENDANTS' ~ on 5/11/10 Doc. No., 4
BF _AMERICA INC,
BP EXPLORATION AND
PRODUCTION INC, &
BP PRODUCTS NORTH
AMERICA, INC
) Stipulated/Consented/Joint Pleading

RESPONSES:

on Doc. No.
on Dicc. No,
WILLIAM M. McCOQL, CLERK OF COURT

/s/Donna Baijzik
Deputy Clerk: Donna Bajzik

CRDER

Upon consideration of the foregoing, it is CRDERED this 13th day of
May, 2010, that:
The requested relief is GRANTED.

s/ @% %&4@% @&cﬁa%

M. CASEY RODGERS
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

EXHIBIT
G
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I THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTY
FOR THE NORTHERN DNSTRICT OF FLORIDA
TALLAHASSEE DHVISION
WATER STREET SEAFQOD INC, et al,,
Plaintiffs,
V. CASE NO. 410-CV-162-SPMWCES
B PLC, et al.,

Defendanis,

ORDER STAYING ALL PROCEEDINGS
PENDING JPWMIL DECISION

THIS CAUSE comes belorg the Court upon he BP Defendants’ Molion 1o
Stay the Proceedings (doc. 83 which Detendant Haliiburton Energy Services Inc.
haw juined (doc. 8). This case involves a suit to recover damages arlsing out of a
recent oil rig expiosion and ensuing ol spil} froz‘ﬁ a BP cit well. Defendants
reguasl hnd this Couwrt stay all preceedings in this case pending a ruling from the
Juocial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation "JJPMLT) on whether several related
cases nveiving his incident, including the instanl case, will be consolidated. The
Courd finds ihis request o be reasonable, as the stay will preserve judicial
resOurces in the evertt that the cases are ultimately consotidated. Accordingly, it
is

o

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED as follows:

EXHIBIT
H
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1. The 8P Defendants’ Molior to Slay {doc, 8) is nareby granted.
2. All proceedings in this case are lemporarily stayed, pending the

JPPML s final decision on whether [0 consolidate the achions arising
from the B8P oil rig explosion ard subseguent oil spill,
3 FParties shafl file a status report as soon as 2 decision has been

a3

made by the JPML as to the requesl io congolidate the cases.

DONE AND ORDERED his gighieenth day of May, 2610,

3/ (%(} i t‘)/ Sl e fode
r

Stephan P, Mickig
Chief United Slates Dislrict Judge
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF ALABAMA
SOUTHERN DIVISION

JAMES F. MASON, JR,, individually and
on behalf of K & J, Inc.,

)
)
)
Plaintiff, )
)
vs. ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 10-0191-CG-B
)
TRANSOCEAN, LTD., BP, PLC, )
TRANSOCEAN LTD, (TRANSOCEAN )
ENTITY), TRANSOCEAN OFFSHORE )
DEEPWATER DRILLING, INC., )
(TRANSOCEAN ENTITY), | )
TRANSOCEAN DEEPWATER, INC., )
(TRANOCEAN ENTITY), BP PRODUCTS )
NORTH AMERICA, INC,, )
HALLIBURTON ENERGY SERVICES, )
INC., CAMERON INTERNATIONAL )
CORPORATION, and BP AMERICA, )
)
)

Defendants.
ORDER

This matter is before the court on the motion for stay of proceedings pending transfer by
the Judicial Panei on Multidistrict Litigation (Dec, 7) filed by BP America, Inc. and BP Products
of North America, Inc., plaintiff's respense in opposition (Doc. 12), the notice of complaint and
petition for exoneration from or limitation of liability, order restraining prosecution of claims,
and related orders and papers filed by Transogean Offshore Deepwater Drilling Inc., and
Transocean Deepwater, Inc. (Doc. 13), and Halliburton Energy Services, Inc.'s joinder in the
motion to stay (Doc, 16).

Upon due consideration of all matters presented, the court determines that the motion to

stay is well taken, and hereby GRANTS said motion. This action hereby is STAYED pending

receipt of the MDL Panel ruling on the motion to transfer and consolidate cases pursuant to 28

EXHIBIT

I
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U.S.C. § 1407. This stay will remain in effect until the court is notified of the MDL Panel’s

decision concerning transfer.

DONE and ORDERED this [9th day of May, 2010,

/s/ Callie V. 8. Granade
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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MAY 24 2010

TONY R. RE, CLERK
BY EFUTY

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN BDISTRICT OF LOUISIANA

MATTHEWS GASKINS, individually * CIVIL ACTION
and on behalf of all others similarly
sitnated * NO. CV-10-00738
Versus * SECTION
BP, ple, BP PRODUCTS NORTH * DIVISION
AMERICA, INC., BP AMERICA, INC.,
BP EXPLORATION & PRODUCTION, * JUDGE PATRICIA MINALDY
INC., TRANSOCEAN, LTD,,
TRANSOCEAN OFFSHORE * MAGISTRATE HILL
DEEPWATER DRILLING, INC.,, , :
TRANSOCEAN DEEPWATER *
INC, HALLIBURTON ENERGY
SERVICES, INC., and CAMERON
INTERNATIONAL CORPORATION
fk/a COOPER CAMERON T
CORPORATION

ORDER

CONSIDERING THE FOREGOING Motion for Stay of Proceedings Pending Transfer
by the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation filed by defendants BP Exploration &
Productior Inc., BP Products North America Inc., and BP America Inc, (collectively the “BP
Defendants™),
IT 1S HEREBY ORDERED that the above-captioned action is temporarily stayed until
ten (10} days after the date on which the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation (“JPML™

issues an Order deciding the pending  motion(s) to transfer and consolidate cases filed in

Neiman_850912_1
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connection or in relation to fn Re: Oil Spill by the Gil Rig "Deepwater Horizon” in the Gulf of
Mexico on April 20, 2010, MDL Docket No. 2179, pursuant to 28 11.S.C. § 1407;
IT 1S FURTHER ORDERED that the BP Defendants are hereby required to notify the

Court, or cause it to be potified, of the disposition of the Motion 1o Transfer and/or any related

motion before the JPML.
Cﬁh& QQQJ\ f¢_~ Louisiana, this€ 2 day of 2010.
,(Mu& ~
JUDGE

Noiman_850912 1



