NO. FBT CV 156048103 S : SUPERIOR COURT

DONNA L. SOTO, ADMINISTRATRIX

OF THE ESTATE OF

VICTORIA L. SOTO, ET AL : J.D. OF FAIRFIELD
V. : AT BRIDGEPORT
BUSHMASTER FIREARMS

INTERNATIONAL, LLC, a/k/a, ET AL : OCTOBER 4, 2016

OBJECTION TO MOTION TO MODIFY SCHEDULING ORDER

The ink is hardly dry on the last round of briefing and order denying Remington’s'
proposal that plaintiffs forego discovery and immediately oppose its summary judgment based
on its version of the facts. Deaf to both the impracticality and the unfairness of its proposal,
Remington presses the issue again.

The Motion to Modify depends on boldly self-serving assertions that the facts are simple
and indisputable and so plaintiffs do not need discovery. The record, however, already
demonstrates the opposite -- the issues are complex and disputed. Even Remington had trouble
getting its corporate identities straight in its various representations to the Court about who is the
true seller of the XM15-E2S used in the Sandy Hook Elementary School mass shooting. Its own
public filings raise further questions about whether the Bushmaster Firearms “brand” was indeed
an independent entity. Plaintiffs need full discovery on these issues and that can best be
accomplished under the existing scheduling order. For these reasons and as further set forth
below, the Motion to Modify must be denied.

L. Factual and Procedural Background

Although plaintiffs filed their Complaint in December of 2014, defendants delayed the

! Plaintiffs adopt here defendants’ preference for referring to Remington Arms Company, LLC
and Remington Outdoor Company, Inc. collectively as “Remington.”
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commencement of discovery for more than sixteen months. The Scheduling Order — which was
not entered until April 19, 2016 — reflects that delay. It provides that fact witnesses will be
deposed by April 3, 2017, written discovery will be exchanged by June 2, 2017, and experts will
be deposed by September 8, 2017. See Dkt. #147, Scheduling Order. After the close of
discovery, the parties have a month, until October 6, 2017, to file any motions for summary
judgment; oppositions are due by November 6, 2017. Id. Trial is set to begin on April 3,

2018. Id.

On April 22, 2016, Remington filed a Motion to Strike plaintiffs’ First Amended
Complaint. (The motion was filed less than a week after the Court denied Remington’s Motion
to Dismiss and was nearly identical in substance.) Among other arguments, Remington asserted
that the Court should strike plaintiffs’ CUTPA claims because plaintiffs were not alleged to be
consumers, competitors or in a business relationship with Remington, and because they believe
the CUTPA claims are time-barred. See Dkt. #149, Rem. Mem. Mot. Strike at 31-32.
Remington also argued that it was not a “seller” of firearms within the meaning of PLCAA and
was therefore immune from negligent entrustment liability. Id. at 9-13. It is salient that
Remington said nothing whatsoever in this 35-page brief about the seller status of Bushmaster.
Consistent with previous representations that Bushmaster is merely a brand under Remington’s
control, see e.g., Dkt. #101, Notice of Removal, at 1 n.1, the Motion to Strike briefing repeatedly
argued that it is “Remington” that fails to meet the statutory criteria for “seller.” Plaintiffs
responded to these arguments with extensive briefing and the parties now await the Court’s
ruling.

On August 1, 2016, Remington filed a Motion for Summary Judgment. The Motion

makes three arguments, all of which are familiar to the Court: (1) plaintiffs are not consumers or



competitors within the meaning of CUTPA; (2) plaintiffs’ CUTPA claims are time-barred; and
(3) Bushmaster Firearms International, LLC (BFI) is not a “seller” within the meaning of
PLCAA. The CUTPA arguments are completely gratuitous, reciting verbatim the case law and
argument from Remington’s Motion to Strike in shortened form. Remington’s real purpose in
filing this Motion for Summary Judgment is to reframe their seller argument by substituting
“Bushmaster Firearms International, LLC” for “Remington.” They do so without comment or
explanation, as if BFI’s status as a seller was always the critical determination. Specifically,
Remington asserts that the invoice reflecting the sale of the Bushmaster XM15-E2S from
Remington to Camfour lists BFI’s Type 10 manufacturing license number; and that BFI did not
hold a Type 01 dealer license in 2010. Dkt. #219, Rem. Mem. Summ. J at 3-4; Galipeau Aff.
Remington then concludes: ‘“Because Bushmaster was not licensed as a ‘dealer,’ it was not a
‘seller’ of the firearm as the term is defined in the PLCAA.” Mem. at 8.

Remington offers this as a “narrow and indisputable” factual ground that justifies
expedited consideration of their Motion. Id. at 1. On the contrary, those facts only complicate
the question of which named entities among Remington’s complicated corporate structure are
relevant to the seller issue, as well as how the relationships between various subsidiaries of
Remington and their respective licenses might come into play.

Plaintiffs filed a Motion to Enforce Scheduling Order and/or Stay Response to Summary
Judgment on August 31, 2016, Dkt. # 232.00, which Remington opposed. The Court ruled that:

The scheduling order entered into by the parties and approved by court order

provides that motions for summary judgment will be argued on Monday,

December 4, 2017. The court intends to hear all motions for summary judgment

on the same date, with the exception of motions by the Riverview Sales, Inc.

defendant, given the bankruptcy stay as to that party. Should one or more

defendants wish to deviate from the scheduling order, a motion to modify must be

filed. Based on the filings to date, the complex nature of the issues presented,
plaintiff’s representation that discovery is needed to oppose the motion for



summary judgment at issue, see Practice Book § 17-47, and the fact that the court
will hear all motions for summary judgment on the same date, the argument on
the motions remains as scheduled for December 4, 2017, absent a motion for
modification which has been granted by the court.
Remington now moves to modify the scheduling order, repeating the argument that the
factual issues raised by its Motion for Summary Judgment are so straightforward that

plaintiffs need no discovery. Dkt.# 238.00 ] 4-5.

IL. The Motion for Summary Judgment is Premature and Raises
Factually Complex Issues

We repeat here the arguments made in our Motion to Enforce Scheduling Order.

Remington’s Motion for Summary Judgment is premature and should not be briefed and
resolved until the time set forth in the Scheduling Order. With respect to the CUTPA arguments,
it would be inefficient bordering on absurd to divert time and attention from discovery to brief
those arguments again when the Court’s decision on the Motion to Strike will address them in
any event. As to the seller question, Remington’s Motion for Summary Judgment amounts to
cherry picking supposedly helpful facts at the outset of discovery and declaring the issue
resolved in their favor. Yet Remington’s own statements undermine the significance of those
facts, or at a minimum, to illustrate the need for further discovery. An affidavit describing the
status of discovery as of August 31, 2016 was attached as Exhibit A to plaintiffs’ Motion to
Enforce Scheduling Order and is attached again here with supporting exhibits for the Court’s
convenience.

A. The Scheduling Order Should Remain in Place

Remington proposes that plaintiffs be given approximately a month to complete

discovery on all issues related to its Motion for Summary Judgment and file their Objection.

Dkt. # 238.00. This timeframe is so short that plaintiffs would have no opportunity to engage in



discovery before responding to the Motion for Summary Judgment. This proposal should come
as no surprise, given Remington’s previous discovery-avoidance tactics — and yet it does,
because it so completely ignores Connecticut’s commitment to liberal discovery and resolution
on the merits. To put it simply, imposing Remington’s timetable would gut these principles. For
this reason alone, the Motion to Modify must be denied.

B. Discovery on Remington’s Status as a “Seller” is Necessary Before
Plaintiffs Can Respond to the Motion for Summary Judgment

In its Motion to Modify, Remington completely ignores the fact that plaintiffs have
already shown they need discovery to respond to the Motion for Summary Judgment. Plaintiffs
explain the need for discovery again here.

The significance of the Bushmaster license number listed on the sales invoice is not as
cut and dried as Remington suggests. The notion that BFI is the only entity that matters in
determining whether the PLCAA seller definition is met — as well as the necessary premise that
BFI is meaningfully distinct from Remington — conflicts with Remington’s own statements in
this case to date. In their Motion to Strike, they asserted: “When Remington sold the firearm it
had manufactured to Camfour, it did not engage in the purchase and resale of the firearm. Thus,
Remington did not sell the firearm to Camfour as a ‘dealer.”” Dkt. #149, Rem. Mem. Mot. Strike
at 11 (emphasis supplied). Then, as now, “Remington” was defined as Remington Arms
Company, LLC and Remington Outdoor Company, Inc. See also Dkt. #123, Rem. Mem. Mot.
Dismiss at 11 (“As the plain language of the PLCAA makes clear, the Remington Defendants are
not ‘sellers.”’). Now Remington appears to claim that BFI is not Remington. Not only is that at
odds with the statements quoted above, Remington indicated in their first filing in this case that
BFI “is only an unincorporated brand of Remington Arms Company, LLC.” Dkt. #101, Notice

of Removal at 1 n.1. Remington offers no explanation for these statements.



The information publically available on Remington’s corporate structure at the time the
Bushmaster XM15-E2S was sold to Camfour aligns with Remington’s earlier statements to the
Court: BFI was a brand under Remington’s total control. In October of 2009, several months
before the sale of the Bushmaster XM 15-E2S, an entity named Freedom Group, Inc. filed a 300
page Form S-1 with the Securities and Exchange Commission as part of its initial public
offering. That document described Freedom Group as follows:

We have built and strengthened our family of brands and products over the past

three years, primarily through the successful integration of four primary

acquisitions (Bushmaster, Remington, DPMS and Marlin) made between April

2006 and January 2008. We did so with the goal of creating the world’s leading

firearms and ammunition company.

Ex. F (SEC Form S-1) at 10; see also id. at F-11 (stating that Cerberus BFI Investors, “the
ultimate parent company of Bushmaster” was merged into AHA, “the ultimate parent of
Remington” in December 2007 and renamed Freedom Group Inc., and noting that “all of these
entities are under common control”).?

Today, the Freedom Group “family of brands and products” is known as Remington
Outdoor Company, Inc. See Dkt. #101, Notice of Removal at 1 n.1 (“Defendant ‘Remington
Inc.” does not exist.”). In its most recent annual report, Remington explained:

Remington Outdoor Company is a holding company currently controlled by

Cerberus Capital Management (“CCM”). Our predecessor company,

Bushmaster Firearms International, LLC, was created in 2006 by CCM for the
purpose of acquiring the business of Bushmaster Firearms, Inc., which

? Remington asserts that it is a fundamental principle of corporate law that parent and subsidiary
corporations are treated as separate entities. Dkt # 238.00 J 4. It fails to note the host of
circumstances which may alter this principle — some of which already appear applicable at this
early stage — including when two nominally separate corporate entities (1) intermingle assets,
accounts, records, employees and business transactions; (2) flout corporate formalities; (3) have
insufficient capitalization as a separate entity; (4) hold themselves out to the public as a single
entity; or (5) one entity directs its policies primarily to the benefit of the other corporation and
not its own. See, e.g., Tyler E. Lyman, Inc. v. 19 Thames St. P'ship, 109 Conn. App. 670, 677
(2008).



subsequently merged with Remington Arms Company, Inc. on December 12,

2007, creating Freedom Group, Inc., which was subsequently renamed

Remington Outdoor Company.

Ex. G (Annual Report of Remington Outdoor Company, Inc. (Dec. 31, 2015)) at 2. Again,
Remington simply ignores these facts.

In this context — based solely on publicly available information and statements made by
Remington — it is absurd for Remington to insist that Bushmaster’s 2010 license number
conclusively establishes that defendants are not sellers under PLCAA.? Indeed, Bushmaster’s
licensing likely has no bearing on whether Remington is a seller. Remington also neglects to
mention other salient facts — most notably that Remington Arms Company did hold a Type 01
Dealer’s license at the time the Bushmaster was sold (in fact, it held four). See Ex. E; Koskoff
Aff. 9. Thus, at a minimum, discovery on the corporate identities and governance of

Bushmaster and Remington and the relationship between them would be necessary before any

meaningful response could be filed.*

3 Additionally, the significance Remington attributes to the license number being listed on the
sales invoice is a function of their position that plaintiffs must show they are a statutorily-
qualified seller of the Bushmaster XM 15-E2S specifically, as opposed to firearms in general. As
plaintiffs explained in briefing and argument on the Motion to Strike, that reading is implausible
because PLCAA defines a seller as someone who “devotes time, attention, and labor to dealing
in firearms as a regular course of trade or business.” Dkt. #187, Pls.” Obj. Mot. Strike at 20; 18
U.S.C. § 921(a)(21) (emphasis supplied).

4 See, e.g., Canino v. Wood, 2007 WL 2834693, at *1-2 (Conn. Super. Sept. 19, 2007) (Satter,
J.T.R) (deferring ruling on plaintiff’s motion for summary judgment before discovery was
completed, where discovery would shed light on applicable defenses); Plasse v. Saint Francis
Hosp., 2005 WL 895820, at *1, 5 (Conn. Super. Mar. 11, 2005) (Jones, J.) (denying summary
Jjudgment on one count based on P.B. § 17-47 because “the court will be in a better position to
address the Second Count after discovery is completed, and the parties have had an opportunity
to file supplemental responses relative to this aspect of the motion.”); Bogrette v. Clark Equip.
Co., 1998 WL 252354, at *3 (Conn. Super. May 8, 1998) (Dorsey, J). (denying summary
judgment because argument was “premature inasmuch as discovery procedures have not been
completed in this matter as of this date”).



Remington’s only response is to argue that plaintiffs have not sufficiently shown what
specific discovery plaintiffs need on these issues. If the parties had completed written discovery
and a substantial number of depositions, and if the fact discovery deadline had passed, and if
plaintiffs were seeking time to respond to a summary judgment motion, it might then be fair to
ask what specifically plaintiffs still required. Here, however, plaintiffs are still obtaining written
discovery, which Remington resists giving. (Remington recently filed extensive objections to
plaintiffs’ First Set of Interrogatories and Second Request for Production of Documents.)
Depositions on these issues have not yet begun.® At this stage of discovery, it would not be
reasonable for plaintiffs to guess at what specific depositions or documents would be necessary
on the issue and then limit their discovery to that; Attorney Koskoff’s affidavit is as specific as it
should be given where the case is in discovery.

III.  Conclusion

For these reasons, the Court should deny the Motion to Modify.

3 Remington cites to Dorazio v. M.B. Foster Elec. Co., 157 Conn. 226, 230 (1968) for the
proposition that plaintiffs must file an affidavit saying specifically what discovery they need in
order to obtain more time to respond to a summary judgment. Dorazio does not help Remington
at all. In Dorazio, “the plaintiff had almost seven months from the time that Flagg filed its
motion for summary judgment until the time of the hearing on the motion . . . . This was ample
time for the plaintiff to attempt to procure information relating to Flagg's control over the
scaffolding by a motion for discovery . . . or by a petition for the perpetuation of the foreman's
testimony.” At the hearing on the motion for summary judgment, the plaintiff’s counsel stated
orally that even though he had had seven months it had been difficult to obtain information.
Counsel did not aver specifically what additional discovery was required. The Court concluded
that under the circumstances, the trial court’s grant of summary judgment was appropriate.
Dorazio thus supports plaintiffs’ position. In Dorazio, the plaintiff had seven months to respond
to a very simple motion. Here, Remington proposes that plaintiffs respond to a summary
judgment involving complicated issues of corporate identify in a month. Remington’s proposal
is completely unreasonable, and plaintiffs’ affidavit is clearly sufficient to this stage of
discovery.



THE PLAINTIFFS,

By

/s/ Joshua D. Koskoff

JOSHUA D. KOSKOFF
ALINOR C. STERLING
KATHERINE MESNER-HAGE
jkoskoff @koskoff.com

asterling @koskoff.com

khage @koskoff.com

KOSKOFF KOSKOFF & BIEDER
350 FAIRFIELD AVENUE
BRIDGEPORT, CT 06604
PHONE: (203) 336-4421

FAX: (203) 368-3244

JURIS #32250



CERTIFICATION

This is to certify that a copy of the foregoing has been filed and delivered electronically
this day to all counsel and pro se parties of record, to wit:

For Bushmaster Firearms International LLC, a/k/a;
Freedom Group, Inc., a/k/a;

Bushmaster Firearms, a/k/a;

Bushmaster Firearms, Inc., a/k/a;

Bushmaster Holdings, Inc., a/k/a

Remington Arms Company, LLC, a/k/a;

Remington Qutdoor Company, Inc., a/k/a

Jonathan P. Whitcomb, Esq.

Scott M. Harrington, Esq.

Diserio Martin O’Connor & Castiglioni, LLP
One Atlantic Street

Stamford, CT 06901

jwhitcomb @dmoc.com

TEL: (203) 358-0800

FAX: (203) 348-2321

For Remington Arms Company, LLC, a/k/a;
Remington Outdoor Company, Inc., a/k/a

Andrew A. Lothson, Esq.
James B. Vogts, Esq.
Swanson Martin & Bell, LLP
330 North Wabash, #3300
Chicago, IL 60611
alothson@smbtrials.com
jvogts @smbitrials.com

TEL: (312) 321-9100

FAX: (312) 321-0990

For Camfour, Inc.;
Camfour Holding, LLP, a/k/a

Scott Charles Allan, Esq.
Christopher Renzulli, Esq.
Renzulli Law Firm, LLP
81 Main Street, #508
White Plains, NY 10601
sallan@renzullilaw.com
TEL: (914) 285-0700
FAX: (914) 285-1213
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For David LaGuercia

Peter Matthew Berry, Esq.

Berry Law LLC

107 Old Windsor Road, 2nd Floor
Bloomfield, CT 06002
firm@berrylawllc.com

PHONE: (860) 242-0800

FAX: (860) 242-0804

By /s/ Joshua D. Koskoff

JOSHUA D. KOSKOFF
ALINOR C. STERLING
KATHERINE MESNER-HAGE
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NO. FBT CV 156048103 S : SUPERIOR COURT

DONNA L. SOTO, ADMINISTRATRIX
OF THE ESTATE OF VICTORIA L. SOTO,

ET AL :  J.D.OF FAIRFIELD

V. : AT BRIDGEPORT

BUSHMASTER FIREARMS

INTERNATIONAL, LLC, a/k/a, ET AL : AUGUST 31, 2016
AFFIDAVIT

l. My name is Joshua D. Koskoff. I am over the age of eighteen (18) and believe in
the obligation of an oath.

2. I am filing this affidavit in connection with plaintiffs’ Motion to Enforce
Scheduling Order and/or Stay Response to Motion for Summary Judgment.

3. Pursuant to the operative Scheduling Order in this case, fact discovery is open and
is not scheduled to close until June 2, 2017.

4. In response to the plaintiffs’ First Requests for Production, attached in revised
form as Exhibit A, Remington has produced approximately 5,000 pages of documents to date;
plaintiffs’ counsel are still in the process of reviewing these documents.

5. Also in response to the plaintiffs’ First Requests for Production, Remington will
be producing a substantial additional group of ESI documents. Remington has represented it will
lake approximately sixty days to do so.

6. Plaintiffs have filed a First Set of Requests for Admission, a First Set of
Interrogatories and a Second Set of Requests for Production of Documents, attached as Exhibits
B, C and D. Remington sought consent from plaintiffs to an extension of time to respond or

object (but has not filed a motion yet in that regard).



7. Until Remington responds to this discovery and additional Requests for
Production and Interrogatories that plaintiffs are presently drafting, plaintiffs will not be in a
position to take depositions on the seller issue, let alone to oppose summary judgment.

8. In addition, because plaintiffs have not yet received document production and
taken depositions on this issue, plaintiffs are not in a position to estimate how long it will take to
complete discovery on the seller issue.

9. Attached hereto as Exhibit E is an excerpt from an excel document published by
ATF listing all Federal Firearm Licensees from January 2010 (available at
www.atf.gov/sites/default/files/legacy/2010/04/05/0110-ffl-list-complete xls). For the Court’s
convenience, the document has been sorted by the seventh column (License Name). The
highlighted rows indicate four Type 01 Dealer licenses - listed in the fourth column - registered
to either “Remington Arms Co Inc.” or “Remington Arms Company Inc.”

10. Attached hereto as Exhibit F is an excerpt from an S-1 Form filed with the Securities
and Exchange Commission by Freedom Group, Inc. — the predecessor to Remington Outdoor
Company, Inc. — in 2009 stating that Bushmaster was a brand in the Freedom Group “family of
brands and products” and further stating that the parent companies of Bushmaster and
Remington were merged in 2007 and have since been “under common control.” Ex.F, 5-1 Form
(Oct. 20, 2009) at 10, F-11 (available at http://www.freedom-
group.com/2491801_14901T32_CNB.PDF).

11. Attached hereto as Exhibit G is an excerpt from the 2015 annual report of Remington
Outdoor Company, Inc. stating that “Bushmaster Firearms International, LLC, was created in
2006 by [Cerberus Capital Management] for the purpose of acquiring the business of Bushmaster

Firearms, Inc., which subsequently merged with Remington Arms Company, Inc. on December

(B



12, 2007, creating Freedom Group, Inc., which was subsequently renamed Remington Outdoor
Company.” Ex. G, Annual Report of Remington Outdoor Company, Inc. (Dec. 31, 2015) at 2
(available at http://www.freedom-group.com/ROC%202015%2010-

K%?20Annual%20Report.pdf).

)

‘( /Jbs}iua D. Koskoff

STATE OF CONNECTICUT )
) ss: Bridgeport
COUNTY OF FAIRFIELD )

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 31° day of August, 2016.

Wb G Usta

Dolores d\f\/ itka
Notary Public

DOLCRES G. VITKA
} Notary Public, State of Connecticut
My Commission Expires March 31, 2020
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NO. FBT CV 15 6048103 S : SUPERIOR COURT

DONNA L. SOTO, ADMINISTRATRIX
OF THE ESTATE OF VICTORIA L. SOTO,

ET AL : J.D. OF FAIRFIELD

: AT BRIDGEPORT
V. :

: [SENT JUNE 29,2016 - RELATE
BUSHMASTER FIREARMS : BACK TO NOVEMBER 13, 2015

INTERNATIONAL, LLC, a/k/a, ET AL : BY AGREEMENT]

PLAINTIFES’ FIRST REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION — REVISED NOS. 1,2.7. 8,9,
10, 11,13, 14,15, 16, 19; TO BE ANSWERED AS DRAFTED, NOS. 18, 20, 21, 22.!

The plaintiffs hereby request that the defendant, REMINGTON ARMS COMPANY,
LLC (“the Company™) provide counsel for the plaintiffs with copies of the documents described
in the following requests for production, or afford counsel for said plaintiffs the opportunity or, if
necessary, sufficient written authorization, to inspect, copy, photograph or otherwise reproduce
said documents. The Company is hereby defined to include any and all predecessor entities lo
the Company, and/or aliases of the Company.

In answering these production requests, the Company is required to provide all
information within its possession, custody or control. If any production request cannot be
answered in full, answer to the extent possible.

Please be advised that these Requests for Production use and incorporate the definitions
set forth in Practice Book Section 3-1.

For purposes of these Requests for Production only,” AR-15 style rifle” is defined as:

AR-15 style rifle means a gas-operated, magazine-fed, modular rifle, with an
upper receiver, to which a barrel is attached, that is pinned to a lower

''Nos. 3, 4 & 6 are withdrawn. The Company is answering No. 12 subject to its pending
Objection, which plaintiffs may claim at a later time. Nos. 5 and 17 are still the subject of
discussion between the parties.



receiver, to which a separate pistol grip and butt stock are attached,
regardless of whether it is semi-antomatic or select fire.?

l.a.  Documents demonstrating the relationships among Bushmaster Firearms
International, LLC; and/or Freedom Group, Inc.; and/or Bushmaster Firearms;
and/or Bushmaster Firearms, Inc.; and/or Bushmaster Holdings, LLC;[ from
January 1, 2006 to the present day.

1.b.  Documents concerning the relationship between the Company and Camfour, Inc.
and/or Camfour Holding, LLP, including any rebates, financial incentives, co-
marketing agreements and other such documents/agrecments. Production in
response to this Request shall not include bills, bills of lading, purchase orders,
sales orders, excepl for those pertaining to the weapon in issue in this case. The
time frame of this interrogatory is from January I, 2006 to December 14, 2012,

COMPLIANCE:
2. Documents concerning contractual and/or business relationship(s) between or
among the Company and Riverview Sales, Inc. from January 1, 2006 to
December 14, 2012,
COMPLIANCE:
3. [WITHDRAWN]

COMPLIANCE:

4, [WITHDRAWN]
5. [Still under discussion]

COMPLIANCE:

6. [WITHDRAWN]
COMPLIANCE:
7. Documents concerning the branding, marketing, and/or sale of AR-15 style rifles
as modern sporting rifles during the period January 1, 2006 through December 14,

2012

COMPLIANCE:

> 1t is the Company’s position that the ACR is not an AR-style rifle. The Company nonetheless
agrees not to exclude documents relating to ACRs from its responses to Nos. 7, 8,9, 10, L1, 13,
14, 15 & 16.



8. Documents concerning marketing, promotion, promotional strategies, the
Company's customer base, the Company's desired customer base, and market
research received, obtained and/or created by the Company conceming AR-15
style rifles including but not limited to the Remington/Bushmaster model XM13-
E2S, from January |, 2006 to December 14, 2012.

COMPLIANCE:

9. Documents, including web site postings, blog postings, and/or any other internet
marketing created by or at the behest of the Company or any other defendant in
this action concerning AR-15 style rifles use of assault rifles for home defense,
suitability of assault rifles as gifts or family guns, and/or appropriate uses of
assault rifles, prior to December 14, 2012.

COMPLIANCE:

10.  Documents concerning the use of video games to market and/or promote the sale
of AR-15 style rifles including, but not limited to the Remington/Bushmaster
model XM 15-E2S, from January 1, 2006 to December 14, 2012.

COMPLIANCE:

11.  Documents concerning the display of AR-15 style rifles in video games,
including, but not limited to the Remington/Bushmaster model XM 15-E2S, from
January |, 2006 to December 14, 2012.

COMPLIANCE:
12.  [The Company producing subject to its objection.]
COMPLIANCE:

13.  Documents concerning the manner in which AR-15 style rifles including but not
limited to the Remington/Bushmaster model XM15-E2S, were used by non-
military and non-law enforcement owners prior to December 14, 2012, including
but not limited to documents conceming storage, sharing, transfer, gifting,
transport and/or re-sale of AR-15 style rifles, and any and all other uses of AR-15
style rifles by such owners.

COMPLIANCE:

14.  Documenis conceming training and instruction provided to or available to
purchasers of AR-15 style rifles including to purchasers of the
Remington/Bushmaster model XM 15-E2S, prior to December 14, 2012.



COMPLIANCE:

15. Documents concerning the volume of sales of AR-15 style rifles including but not
limited to the Remington/Bushmaster model XM 15-E2S, by the Company from
January 1, 2006 to December 14, 2012,

COMPLIANCE:

16.  Documents concerning the volume of sales of AR-15 style rifles including but not
limited to the Remington/Bushmaster model XM135-E2S, in the industry from
January 1, 2006 to December 14, 2012,

COMPLIANCE:

17. [Still under discussion.]

18.  Documents concerning RIVERVIEW GUN SALES, INC. AKA RIVERVIEW
GUN SALES store securily, including surveillance procedures during the period
of January 1, 2006 to December 14, 2012.

COMPLIANCE:

19.  Documents concerning the particular XM 15-E2S sold to Nancy Luanza, and
described in Exhibit A attached hereto at page 3, including but not limited to
information conceming what component parts went into this firearm, where they
were sourced and where and how they were assembled.

COMPLIANCE:

20.  Documents concerning the sale of any firearms to Nancy Lanza or Adam Lanza,
including, but not limited to, documents concerning regulatory compliance in
connection with such sale.

COMPLIANCE:

21.  Documents concerning the federal firearms license held by David LaGuercia,
including, but not limited to, information concerning compliance vel non by the
licensee and/or RIVERVIEW GUN SALES, INC. AKA RIVERVIEW GUN
SALES with applicable firearms laws from January 1, 2006 to December 14,
2012,

COMPLIANCE:



22.  Documents concerning any entries in the Company’s Acquisition and Disposition
Book pertaining to the particular XM 15-E25 sold to Nancy Lanza and described
in Exhibit A, attached hereto at page 3.

COMPLIANCE:

THE PLAINTIFFS,

s S QAL

JOSHUA D. KOSKOFF
ALINOR C. STERLING
KATHERINE MESNER-HAGE

jkoskoff @ koskofl.com
asterling @koskoff.com

kmesnerhage@koskoff.com
KOSKOFF KOSKOFF & BIEDER
350 FAIRFIELD AVENUE
BRIDGEPORT, CT 06604
PHONE: (203) 336-4421

FAX: (203) 368-3244

JURIS #32250




CERTIFICATION

This is ta certify that a copy of the foregoing has been mailed, postage prepaid, and
emailed this day to all counsel of record, to wit:

For Buslmaster Firearms International LLC, a/lda;
Freedom Group, Inc., a/k/a;

Buslunaster Firearms, a/l/a;

Buslunaster [irearms, Inc., a/k/a;

Bushmaster Holdings, Inc., a/k/a

Remington Arms Company, LLC, a/k/a;

Remington Qutdoor Company, Inc., a/k/a

Jonathan P. Whitcomb, Esq.

Scott M. Harrington, Esq.

Diserio Martin O'Connor & Castiglioni, LLP
One Atlantic Street

Stamford, CT 06901

jwhitcomb @dmoc.com

TEL: (203) 358-0800

FAX: (203) 348-2321

For Remington Arms Companv, LLC, a/l/a;
Remington Outdoor Company, Inc., a/k/a

Andrew A. Lothson, Esq.
James B. Vogts, Esq.
Swanson Martin & Bell, LLP
330 North Wabash, #3300
Chicago, IL 60611

alothson @smbirialy.com
ivogts@smiblrials.com

TEL: (312)321-9100

FAX: (312)321-0990



For Camfour, Inc.;
Camfour Holding, LLP, a/kla

Scott Charles Allan, Esq.
Christopher Renzulli, Esq.
Renzulli Law Firm, LLP
81 Main Street, #508
White Plains, NY 10601
sallan@ renzullilaw.com
TEL: (914)285-0700
FAX: (914)285-1213

For Riverview Sales, {ne.;
David LaGuercia

Peter Matthew Berry, Esq.

Berry Law LLC

107 Old Windsor Road, 2™ Floor
Bloomiield, CT 06002
firm@berrvlawlle.com

TEL: (860)242-0800

FAX: (860)242-0804
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JOSHUA D. KOSKOFF
ALINOR C. STERLING
KATHERINE MESNER-HAGE
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NO.FBT CV 15 6048103 S : SUPERIOR COURT

DONNA L. SOTO, ADMINISTRATRIX
OF THE ESTATE OF VICTORIA L. SOTO,

ET AL : J.D. OF FAIRFIELD

H AT BRIDGEPORT
V. :

: [SENT JUNE 29, 2016 - RELATE
BUSHMASTER FIREARMS : BACK TO NOVEMBER 13, 2015
INTERNATIONAL, LLC, a/k/a, ET AL : BY AGREEMENT)

PLAINTIFES’ FIRST REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION — REVISED NOS. 1.2, 7. 8.9,
10, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 19; TO BE ANSWERED AS DRAFTED. NOS. 18, 20, 21, 22.!

The plaintiffs hereby request that the defendant, REMINGTON OUTDOOR
COMPANY, INC. (“the Company™) provide counsel for the plaintiffs with copies of the
documents described in the following requests for production, or afford counsel for said
plaintiffs the opportunity or, if necessary, sufficient written authorization, to inspect, copy,
photograph or otherwise reproduce said documents. The Company is hereby defined to include
any and all predecessor entities to the Company, and/or aliases of the Company.

In answering these production requests, the Company is required 1o provide all
information within its possession, custody or control. [If any production request cannot be
answered in full, answer to the extent possible.

Please be advised that these Requests for Production use and incorporate the definitions
set forth in Practice Book Section 13-1.

For purposes of these Requests for Production only,” AR-15 style rifle” is defined as:

AR-135 style rifle means a gas-operated, magazine-fed, modular rifle, with an
upper receiver, 1o which a barrel is attached, that is pinned to a lower

"Nos. 3, 4 & 6 are withdrawn. The Company is answering No. 12 subject to its pending
Objection, which plaintiffs may claim at a later time. Nos. 5 and 17 are still the subject of
discussion between the parties.



receiver, to which a separate pistol grip and butt stock are attached,
regardless of whether it is semi-antomatic or select Jire.?

l.a.  Documents demonstrating the relationships among Bushmaster Firearms
International, LLC; and/or Freedom Group, Inc.; and/or Bushmaster Firearms;
and/or Bushmaster Firearms, Inc.; and/or Bushmaster Holdings, LLC;[ from
January 1, 2006 to the present day.

I.b. Documents concerning the relationship between the Company and Camfour, Inc.
and/or Camfour Holding, LLP, including any rebates, financial incentives, ca-
marketing agreements and other such documents/agreements. Production in
response ta this Request shall not include bills, bills of lading, purchase orders,

sales orders, except for those pertaining to the weapon in issue in this case. The
time frame of this interrogatory is from January 1, 2006 to December 14, 2012.

COMPLIANCE:

3, Documents conceming contractual and/or business relationship(s) between or
among the Company and Riverview Sales, Inc. from January 1, 2006 to
December 14, 2012.
C JANCE:
3. [WITHDRAWN]
COMPLIANCE:
4. [WITHDRAWN]
5. [Still under discussion}
COMPLIANCE:
6. [WITHDRAWN]
COMPLIANCE:
7. Documents concerning the branding, marketing, and/or sale of AR-15 style rifles
as modern sporting rifles during the period January 1, 2006 through December 14,

2012.

COMPLIANCE:

21t is the Company’s position that the ACR is not an AR-style rifle. The Company nonetheless
agrees not to exclude documents relating to ACRs from its responses to Nos. 7, 8,910, 11,13,
14, 15 & 16.

o



8. Documents concerning marketing, promotion, promotional strategies, the
Company's customer base, the Company’s desired customer base, and markel
research received, obtained and/or created by the Company concerning AR-15
style rifles including but not limited to the Remington/Bushmaster model XM15-
E2S, from January 1, 2006 to December 14, 2012.

COMPLIANCE:

9. Documents, including web site postings, blog postings, and/or any other internet
marketing created by or at the behest of the Company or any other defendant in
this action concerning AR-15 style rifles use of assault rifles for home defense,
suitability of assault rifles as gifts or family guns, and/or appropriate uses of
assault rifles, prior to December 14, 2012.

COMPLIANCE:

(0. Documents concerning the use of video games to market and/or promote the sale
of AR-15 style rifles including, but not limited to the Remington/Bushmaster
model XM15-E2S, from January 1, 2006 to December 14, 2012.

COMPLIANCE:

1.  Documents concerning the display of AR-15 style rifles in video games,
including, but not limited to the Remington/Bushmasler model XM 15-E2S, from
January |, 2006 to December 14, 2012.

COMPLIANCE:
12.  [The Company producing subject to its objection.]
COMPLIANCE:

13.  Documents concerning the manner in which AR-15 style rifles including but not
limited to the Remington/Bushmaster model XM15-E2S, were used by non-
military and non-law enforcement owners prior to December 14, 2012, including
but not limited to documents concerning storage, sharing, transfer, gifting,
transport and/or re-sale of AR-15 style rifles, and any and all other uses of AR-15
style rifles by such owners.

COMPLIANCE:

14.  Documents concerning training and instruction provided to or available to
purchasers of AR-15 style rifles including to purchasers of the
Remington/Bushmaster model XM 15-E28, prior to December 14, 2012.

had



Cco ANCE:

15.  Documents concerning the volume of sales of AR-15 style rifles including but not
limited to the Reminglon/Bushmaster model XM 15-E2S, by the Company from
January 1, 2006 to December 14, 2012.

COMPLIANCE:
6.  Documents concerning the volume of sales of AR-15 style rifles including but not
limited to the Remington/Bushmaster model XM 15-E2S, in the industry from
January 1, 2006 to December 14, 2012.

COMPLIANCE:

17. [Still under discussion.]

18.  Documents concerning RIVERVIEW GUN SALES, INC. AKA RIVERVIEW
GUN SALES store security, including surveillance procedures during the peariod
of January 1, 2006 to December 4, 2012.

COMPLIANCE:

19.  Documents concerning the particular XM15-E2S sold to Nancy Lanza, and
described in Exhibit A attached hereto at page 3, including but not limited to
information concerning what component parts went into this firearm, where they
were sourced and where and how they were assembled.

COMPLIANCE:

20.  Documents concerning the sale of any firearms to Nancy Lanza or Adam Lanza,
including, but not limited to, documents concerning regulatory compliance in
connection with such sale.

COMPLIANCE:

21.  Documents concerning the federal firearms license held by David LaGuercia,
including, but not limited to, information concerning compliance vel nion by the
licensee and/or RIVERVIEW GUN SALES, INC. AKA RIVERVIEW GUN
SALES with applicable firearms laws from January 1, 2006 to December 14,
2012,

COMPLIANCE:



22.  Documents concerning any entries in the Company's Acquisition and Disposition
Book pertaining to the particular XM 15-E25 sold 1o Nancy Lanza and described
in Exhibit A, attached hereto at page 3.

COMPLIANCE:

THE PLAINTIFTS,

By

Mo € QSQ
JOSHUA D. KOSKOFF

ALINOR C. STERLING
KATHERINE MESNER-HAGE
jkoskoff @koskofi.com

asterling @koskoff.com
kmesnerhage @koskoff.com

KOSKOFF KOSKOFF & BIEDER
350 FAIRFIELD AVENUE
BRIDGEPORT, CT 06604
PHONE: (203) 336-4421

FAX: (203) 368-3244

JURIS #32250



CERTIFICATION

This is to certify that u copy of the foregoing has been mailed, postage prepaid, and
emailed this day to all counsel of record, to wit:

For Bushmaster Firearms International LLC, a/k/a;
Freedom Group, Inc., alk/a;

Bushmaster Firearms, a/k/a;

Bushmaster Firearms, Inc., a/k/a;

Bushmaster Holdings, Inc., a/k/a

Remington Arms Company, LLC, a/k/a;
Remington Qutdoor Company, Inc., a/k/a

Jonathan P. Whitcomb, Esq.

Scott M. Harrington, Esq.

Diserio Martin O’Connor & Castiglioni, LLP
One Atlantic Street

Stamford, CT 06901

jwhitcomb@dmoc.com

TEL: (203) 358-0800

FAX: (203) 348-232]

For Remington Arins Company, LLC, a/lda;
Reminpton Outdoor Company, Inc., a/l/a

Andrew A. Lothson, Esq.
James B. Voats, Esq.
Swanson Martin & Bell, LLP
330 North Wabash, #3300
Chicago, IL 60611
alothson@smbtrials.com
ivogts @smbtrials.com

TEL: (312) 321-9100

FAX: (312)321-09%0



Far Camfour, Inc.;
Camfour Holding, LLP, a/k/a

Scott Charles Allan, Esq.
Christopher Renzulli, Esq.
Renzulli Law Firm, LLP
81 Main Street, #508
White Plains, NY 10601
sallan @renzullilaw.com
TEL: (914)285-0700
FAX: (914)285-1213

For Riverview Sales, Inc.;

David LaGuercia

Peter Matthew Berry, Esq.

Berry Law LLC

107 Old Windsor Road, 2™ Floor
Bloomfield, CT 06002
firm@berrviawllc.com

TEL: (860)242-0800

FAX: (860)242-0804
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JOSHUA D. KOSKOQFF
ALINOR C. STERLING
KATHERINE MESNER-HAGE



EXHIBIT B



NO.

FBT CV 15 6048103 S : SUPERIOR COURT

DONNA L. SOTO, ADMINISTRATRIX

OF THE ESTATE OF

VICTORIA L. SOTO, ET AL : J.D. OF FAIRFIELD
V. AT BRIDGEPORT
BUSHMASTER FIREARMS

INTERNATIONAL, LLC, a/k/a, ET AL : AUGUST 3, 2016

PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION
Pursuant to Practice Book Section 13-22, the plaintiffs respectfully request that the

defendants, Remington Outdoor Company, Inc. and Remington Arms Company, LLC, admit, for

purposes of the pending action, the truth of the matters set forth in the following requests for

admissions. These Requests for Admission are accompanied by the plaintiffs’ Second Set of

Requests for Production and First Set of Interrogatories, which were served herewith.

DEFINITIONS

I. “The Company” means Remington Outdoor Company, Inc., Remington Arms Company,

!\)

LLC, and any and all predecessor companies, including but not limited to Remington
Arms Company, Inc. and Freedom Group, Inc.

REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION

. 1n 2010, the Company was licensed as a dealer under a Type | Federal Firearms License.

Currently, the Company is licensed as a dealer under a Type | Federal Firearms License.
In 2010, the Company purchased manufactured firearm parts.

Currently, the Company purchases manufactured firearm parts.

In 2010, the Company sold firearms at wholesale.

Currently, the Company sells firearms at wholesale.

In 2010. the Company devoted time, attention, and labor to the sale of firearms.

Currently, the Company devotes time, attention, and labor to the sale of firearms.

!



9. 1n 2010, the Company sold firearms as a regular course of trade or business.

10. Currently, the Company sells firearms as a regular course of trade or business.

11. In 2010. the Company sold firearms with the principal objective of profit.

12. Currently, the Company sells firearms with the principal objective of profit.

13. Bushmaster’s XM 15-E2S line of rifles and carbines are small caliber, gas operated

firearms that are substantially similar to the M16 type tifles and M4 type carbines used
by the U.S. Military.

14. Since 1991, Bushmaster has continuously used the term M4 in its advertising in
connection with the sale of its XM15-E2S firearms.

THE PLAINTIFFS,

By /s/ Alinor C. Sterling
JOSHUA D. KOSKOFF
ALINOR C. STERLING

KATHERINE MESNER-HAGE
iLoskolf.akoskoff.com

asteriing@ koskoff.com

khagew koskoff.com

KOSKOFF KOSKOFF & BIEDER
350 FAIRFIELD AVENUE
BRIDGEPORT, CT 06604
PHONE: (203) 336-4421

FAX: (203) 368-3244

JURIS #32250




CERTIFICATION

This is to certify that a copy of the foregoing has been mailed, postage prepaid, and
emailed this day to all counsel of record, to wit:

For Bushmaster Firearms International LLC, a/k/a;
Freedom Group, Inc., arl/a;

Bushmaster Firearms, a/k/a;

Bushmaster Firearms, Inc., a'k/a;

Bushmaster Holdings, Inc., a/k/a

Remington Arms Company, LLC, a/k/a;

Remington Outdoor Company, Inc., a/k/a

Jonathan P. Whitcomb, Esq.

Diserio Martin O'Connor & Castiglioni, LLP
One Atlantic Street

Stamford, CT 06901

iwhitcombra dmoc.com

TEL: (203) 358-0800

FAX: (203)348-2321

For Remington Arms Company, LLC, a/W/a;
Remington Outdoor Company, Inc., a k/a

Andrew A. Lothson, Esqg.
James B. Vogts, Esq.
Swanson Martin & Bell, LLP
330 North Wabash, #3300
Chicago, IL 60611

aluthson g smbtrials.com
ivouisia smhbtrials.com

TEL: (312)321-9100

FAX: (312)321-0990




For Camfour, Inc.;
Camfour Holding, LLP, a/k/a

Scott Charles Allan, Esq.
Renzulli Law Firm, LLP
81 Main Street, #508
White Plains, NY 10601
sallane renzullilaw.com
TEL: (914) 285-0700
FAX: (914)285-1213

For Riverview Sales, Inc.;
David LaGuercia

Peter Matthew Berry, Esq.

Berry Law LLC

107 Old Windsor Road, 2™ Floor
Bloomfield, CT 06002

irmed bereylawlle.com

TEL: (860)242-0800

FAX: (860)242-0804

/st Alinor C. Sterling
JOSHUA D. KOSKOFF

ALINOR C. STERLING
KATHERINE MESNER-HAGE
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NO. FBT CV 1560481038 : SUPERIOR COURT

DONNA L. SOTO, ADMINISTRATRIX

OF THE ESTATE OF

VICTORIA L. SOTO, ET AL : J.D. OF FAIRFIELD
V. : AT BRIDGEPORT
BUSHMASTER FIREARMS

INTERNATIONAL, LLC, a/k/a, ET AL : AUGUST 3, 2016

PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES
Pursuant to the Practice Book, the plaintiffs request that the defendants, Remington Outdoor
Company, Inc. and Remington Arms Company, LLC., answer and respond to the following
Interrogatories. These Interrogatories are accompanied by the plaintiffs’ Second Set of Requests for
Production and First Set of Requests for Admission, which were served herewith.
INSTRUCTIONS AND DEFINITIONS
These Interrogatories are served pursuant to Chapter Thirteen of the Connecticut Practice Book,
and the defendants’ obligations to respond to such Interrogatories are as set forth therein. In addition:
1. “The Company” means Remington Qutdoor Company, Inc., Remington Arms Company, LLC,
and any and all subsidiaries, affiliated brands, and predecessor companies including but not

limited to Freedom Group, Inc. and Bushmaster F irearms International, LLC, and including their
current and former employees, agents, officers, directors, and representatives.

!J

“AR-15 type rifle” means a gas-operated, magazine-fed, AR-15/M16/M4/ACR type rifle,
regardless of whether it is semi-automatic or select fire.

3. “Civilian market” means all domestic, non-military, non-law enforcement potential buyers or
consumers of AR-15 type rifles, including distributers and retailers that sell to civilians.

INTERROGATORIES

Unless otherwise specified, this First Set of Interrogatories seeks in formation from the

period January 1, 2006 to the present.

I. State as 1o each interrogatory below. the name, address and the title of the person or persons
providing the answer, and please state the specific interrogatory answered by each individual.

!



2. ldentify each person, whether employee, agent. or other representative of the Company, or any
third party, with the most knowledge of the matters alleged in plaintiffs’ operative Complaint

and for each person listed, give a brief statement as to the substance of such knowledge or
information.

3, [dentify any entities that have provided advice, coordination, assistance, or other services
concerning advertising, marketing, public relations, market research, focus groups, social or
online media monitoring, product promotion, and/or product placement for the Company’s AR-
15 type rifles. For each such entity listed, describe the nature of the relationship with the
Company, the nature of the services provided, the time period during which those services were
provided, and identify the person at each entity who was/is responsible for the provision of

services to the Company. This Interrogatory seeks information for the time period from
January 1, 2006 to June 14, 2013.

4. Identify any individuals, companies or other entities from whom the Company has purchased
AR-15 type rifles or the frames or receivers thereof, and provide the name of each entity, its
location, the time period during which said purchases were made. and the name of the person(s)
at the entity who was/is responsible for handling the Company’s purchases.

5. Identify any individuals, companies or other entities from whom the Company has purchased
firearm parts used to manufacture AR-15 type rifles, and provide the name of each entity, its
location, the time period during which said purchases were made, and the name of the person(s)
at the entity who was/is responsible for handling the Company’s purchases.

6. Concerning the Bushmaster XM15-E2S rifle, serial number £534858, that was sold to Camfour
in 2010, please state:

a. When the rifle was manufactured;

b. Where the rifle was manufactured;

c. Whether the rifle was composed of any firearm parts purchased from outside the
Company;

d. If the answer to 6(c) is in the affirmative, identify each purchased part and provide the

name of the entity from which it was purchased, the entity’s location, when the part

was purchased. and the name of any persons at the entity who were involved in the
purchase.

7. Identify the individual or individuals whose job description or responsibilities most closely
correspond(s) to the subjects listed below and provide the dates such individual held such
responsibilities and the individual’s title at the time he or she held those responsibilities. State
whether each individual listed is currently employed by the Company, and, if so. in what
capacity and where such individual is presently employed.



Sales of AR-135 type rifles to major chain retail stores such as Wal-Mart and Dick’s
Sporting Goods;

Sales of AR-15 type rifles to shooting ranges, gun clubs, and other entities dedicated
to recreational shooting;

Sales of AR-15 type rifles to federal firearm dealers;
Sales of AR-15 type rifles to Camfour, Inc,;
Distribution and sale of AR-15 type rifles to the civilian market;
Sales of AR-15 type rifles to law enforcement markets;
Sales of AR-15 type rifles to military markets;

The Company’s Defense Division;

The Company's Global Military Products Division;
Research and development of AR-15 type rifles;
Customization of AR-15 type rifles;

Marketing of AR-15 type rifles in print media;
Marketing of AR-15 type rifles in broadcast media;
Marketing of AR-15 type rifles in digital media;
Marketing of AR-15 type rifles in social media;
Marketing of the Bushmaster brand;

Marketing and sale of the Bushmaster XM 15-E2S;

Collaboration with consulting firms, marketing firms, and/or public relations firms
concerning advertising, marketing, distribution and/or sale of AR-15 type rifles to the
civilian market;

Market research on the advertising and sale of AR-15 type rifles to the civilian
market;

Focus groups on the advertising and sale of AR-135 type rifles to the civilian market;

Approval of imagery and advertising copy in Bushmaster Product Catalogues,
including the 2010 Catalogue that includes the advertising copy, “Forces of
opposition, bow down. You are single-handedly outnumbered™;

Development of the Bushmaster “man card” marketing campaign and use of imagery
and advertising copy in that campaign;



w, Determination of the parameters of any database or collection of data created by or
utilized by the Company on consumer preferences, demographics, and/or buying
patterns, including but not limited to the “extensive and proprietary database of
consumer data” referenced in the Company’s annual reports;

X. Development of marketing strategy based on any database or collection of data
described in Interrogatory No. 7, Subpart w;

y. Marketing strategy for AR-15 type rifles;

Z. Oversight and awareness of use of any Company logo or brand name by other non-
Company entities, including but not limited to video and online games, television,
and film;

aa. Monitoring and awareness of online and/or social media sites conceming AR-15 type

rifles, including but not limited to the website www.arl5.com;

bb.  Acquisition of the Bushmaster brand and/or Bushmaster Firearms International, LLC
by the Company and/or Cerberus Capital Management. This subpart of this
Interrogatory seeks information from the point in time at which the acquisition of the
Bushmaster brand and/or Bushmaster Firearms {nternational, LLC was first
contemplated;

cc. Development of the Company’s Code of Business Conduct and Ethics or similar
document;

dd.  Application for and status of any Type 01 Dealer Federal Firearms License held by

the Company;
ee. Purchase by the Company of AR-15 type rifles or the frames or receivers thereof;
ff. Relationships with firearms distributors in the Northeastern region of the United

States. including but not limited to Camfour. Inc.:

gg.  Relationships with firearms retailers in the Northeastern region of the United States,
including but not limited to Riverview Sales. Inc.

8. Do you carry primary professional liability insurance coverage that applies to plaintiffs’ claims?
9. Do you carry professional secondary insurance coverage that applies to plaintiffs’ claims?
10. Do you carry professional excess insurance coverage that applies to plaintiffs’ claims?

11. If any of your answer(s) to Interrogatories 8., 9. or 10. is in the affirmative:

a. Identify all policies that apply to plaintiffs’ claims;
b. Provide the limits of each policy;
c. Provide the policy numbers;



d. Provide the name of the company;

e. Provide effective dates of the policy; and

f. Indicate whether coverage for each policy is primary, secondary or excess.

12. State whether any insurer, as described in Interrogatories 8., 9., 10,, and 11 above, has
disclaimed/ reserved its duty to indemnify any insured or other person protect by said policy.

THE PLAINTIFFS,

By /s/ Alingr C. Sterling
JOSHUA D. KOSKOFF
ALINOR C. STERLING

KATHERINE MESNER-HAGE
ikoskoff@rkoskoff.com
asterlingalioskoff.com
Ihageikoskott.com

KOSKOFF KOSKOFF & BIEDER
350 FAIRFIELD AVENUE
BRIDGEPORT, CT 06604
PHONE: (203) 336-4421

FAX: (203)368-3244

JURIS #32250




CERTIFICATION

This is to certify that a copy of the foregoing has been mailed, postage prepaid, and emailed this
day to all counsel of record, to wit:

For Bushmaster Firearms International LLC, a/k/a;
Freedom Group, Inc., a/k/a;

Bushmaster Firearms, a/k/a;

Bushmaster Firearms, Inc., a/k/a;

Bushmaster Holdings, Inc., a'k/a

Remington Arms Company, LLC, ark/a;

Remington Outdoor Company, Inc., a/ka

Jonathan P. Whitcomb, Esq.

Diserio Martin O’Connor & Castiglioni, LLP
One Atlantic Street

Stamford, CT 06901

jwhitcombedinog.com

TEL: (203) 358-0800

FAX: (203) 348-2321

For Remington Arms Company, LLC, a/k/a;
Remington Outdoor Company, Inc., a'k/a

Andrew A. Lothson, Esq.
James B. Vogts, Esq.
Swanson Martin & Bell, LLP
330 North Wabash, #3300
Chicago, IL 60611
alothsongrsmbirials.com
ivouts aismbtrials.com

TEL: (312)321-9100

FAX: (312)321-0990

6]



For Camfour, Inc.;
Camfour Holding, LLP, a l/a

Scott Charles Allan, Esq.
Renzulli Law Firm, LLP
81 Main Street, #508
White Plains, NY 10601
sallaicrenzullilaw com
TEL: (914)285-0700
FAX: (914) 285-1213

For Riverview Sales, Inc.;
David LaGuercia

Peter Matthew Berry, Esq.

Berry Law LLC

107 Old Windsor Road, 2™ Floor
Bloomfield. CT 06002

{irm . bermy lawiic.com

TEL: (860)242-0800

FAX: (860)242-0804

s/ Alinor C. Sterling

JOSHUA D. KOSKOFF
ALINOR C. STERLING
KATHERINE MESNER-HAGE

~d



DEFENDANTS’ CERTIFICATION

This is to certify that [, , have read the foregoing
answers to First Set of Interrogatories and state that they are true and accurate to the best of my

knowledge and belief on this day of , 2016.

REMINGTON OUTDOOR COMPANY, INC.
REMINGTON ARMS COMPANY, LLC

By:
its:
STATE OF )
) 55,
COUNTY OF )
On the day of , 2016, before me personally appeared

. who affirmed under oath the truth of the foregoing interrogatories and

also acknowledged his/her execution of the above document.

N_c;tary Public

My Commission Expires:
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NO. FBT CV 156048103 S : SUPERIOR COURT

DONNA L. SOTO, ADMINISTRATRIX
OF THE ESTATE OF

VICTORIA L. SOTO, ET AL : JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF FAIRFIELD
V. : AT BRIDGEPORT
BUSHMASTER FIREARMS

INTERNATIONAL, LLC, a/k/a, ET AL : AUGUST 3, 2016

PLAINTIFFS' SECOND SET OF REQUESTS FOR
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

Pursuant to the Practice Book, the plaintiffs respectfully request that the defendants, Remington
Outdoor Company, Inc. and Remington Arms Company, LLC, answer and respond to the following
Second Set of Requests for Production of Documents.

INSTRUCTIONS AND DEFINITIONS

These Requests for Production are served pursuant to Chapter Thirteen of the Connecticut
Practice Book, and the defendants’ obligations to respond to such Requests for Production are as set
forth therein. Documents shall be produced consistent with the terms of the Case Management Order.

In addition:

I. “The Company” means Remington Outdoor Company, Inc., Remington Arms Company, LLC,
and any and all subsidiaries, affiliated brands, and predecessor companies including but not
limited to Freedom Group, Inc. and Bushmaster Firearms International, LLC, and including their
current and former employees, agents, officers, directors, and representatives.

)

“AR-15 type rifle” means a gas-operated, magazine-fed, AR-15/M16/M4/ACR type rifle,
regardless of whether it is semi-automatic or select fire.

3. *“Civilian market” means all domestic, non-military, non-law enforcement potential buyers or
consumers of AR-15 type rifles, including distributers and retailers that sell to civilians.



REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION

Unless otherwise specified, these Requests for Production seek information from the period

January 1, 2006 to the present. To the extent not already produced in response to Plaintiffs’ First

Requests for Production, produce the following:

i

2

Annual/corporate reports produced by or at the behest of the Company.

. Annual/corporate reports produced by or at the behest of Bushmaster Firearms International,

LLC a/k/o/ Bushmaster Firearms from 1976 to the present.

. Product catalogues produced by or at the behest of the Company or Bushmaster Firearms

International, LLC a/k/a/ Bushmaster Firearms from 1976 to the present.

The Company’s Code of Business Conduct and Ethics and/or any similar document regardless of
its title.

Any applications or other paperwork related to the issuance or renewal of all Federal Firearms
Licenses held by the Company.

Any contracts or other paperwork concerning the Company’s relationship with any individuals,
companies or other entities identified in response to Interrogatory No. 4.

Any contracts or other paperwork concemning the Company’s relationship with any individuals,
companies or other entities identified in response to Interrogatory No. 5.

Any contracts or other paperwork concerning the Company’s relationship with any entity
identified in response to Interrogatory No. 6, subpart d.

Copies of the job descriptions of the individuals identified in response to Interrogatory No. 7 of
the Plaintiffs’ First Set of Interrogatories. This is a request for the job descriptions of these
individuals at the time they held the responsibilities described in Interrogatory No. 7.

. All documents pertaining to the acquisition of the Bushmaster brand and/or Bushmaster Firearms

International, LLC by the Company and/or Cerberus Capital Management.

. Copies of all documents identified in your responses to the Plaintiffs’ First Set of Interrogatories.

. All documents from 1999 to the present that catalogue, discuss, and/or reference any non-

military, non-law enforcement assault with an AR-15 type/AK-47 type ritle, or other
semiautomatic rifle with a pistol grip, that resulted in injury or death.

_ All documents from 1993 to 2005 concerning the manufacture, modification, or marketing of

AR-15 type assault rifles during the federal assault weapons ban.



THE PLAINTIFFS,

By

/s/ Alinor C. Sterling

JOSHUA D. KOSKOFF
ALINOR C. STERLING
KATHERINE MESNER-HAGE
ikoskotfra koskoff.com
asterling'u hoskoff.com

khagere hoskoll.com

KOSKOFF KOSKOFF & BIEDER
350 FAIRFIELD AVENUE
BRIDGEPORT, CT 06604
PHONE: (203) 336-4421

FAX: (203)368-3244

JURIS #32250




CERTIFICATION

This is to certify that a copy of the foregoing has been mailed, postage prepaid, and emailed this
day to all counsel of record, to wit:

For Bushmaster Firearms International LLC, «/k/a;
Freedom Group, Inc., a'k/a;

Bushmaster Firearms, a/k/a;

Bushmaster Firearms, Inc., a/l/a:

Bushmaster Holdings, Inc., a'l/a

Remington Arms Company, LLC, a/¥/a;

Remington Outdoor Company, Inc., a'k/a

Jonathan P. Whitcomb, Esq.

Diserio Martin O’Connor & Castiglioni, LLP
One Atlantic Street

Stamford, CT 06901

1w hitcombiadmoc.com

TEL: (203)358-0800

FAX: (203) 348-2321

For Remington Arms Company, LLC, a/l/a;
Remington Outdoor Company, Inc., a/k/a

Andrew A. Lothson, Esq.
James B. Vogts, Esq.
Swanson Martin & Bell, LLP
330 North Wabash, #3300
Chicago, IL 60611
alothsond@smburials.cow
ivoutswosmbtrials.com

TEL: (312)321-9100

FAX: (312)321-0990




For Camfour, Inc.;
Camfour Holding, LLP, a/k/a

Scott Charles Allan, Esq.
Renzulli Law Firm, LLP
81 Main Street, #508
White Plains, NY 10601
sallanarenzullilaw.com
TEL: (914)285-0700
FAX: (914)285-1213

For Riverview Sales, Inc.;
David LaGuercia |

Peter Matthew Berry, Esq.

Berry Law LLC

107 Old Windsor Road, 2™ Floor
Bloomfield, CT 06002
firmunberrvinvllc.com

TEL: (860)242-0800

FAX: (860)242-0804

/s/ Alinor C. Sterling

JOSHUA D. KOSKOFF
ALINOR C. STERLING
KATHERINE MESNER-HAGE



DEFENDANTS’ CERTIFICATION

This is to certify that |, , have read the foregoing
answers to First Set of Interrogatories and state that they are true and accurate to the best of my

knowledge and belief on this day of , 2016.

REMINGTON OUTDOOR COMPANY, INC.
REMINGTON ARMS COMPANY, LLC

By:
Its:
STATE OF )
3 §S.
COUNTY OF )
On the day of . 2016, before me personally appeared

, who affirmed under oath the truth of the foregoing interrogatories and

also acknowledged his/her execution of the above document.

Notary Public

My Commission Expires:
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As filed with the Securities and Exchange Commission on October 20, 2009
Registration No. 333-

=

UNITED STATES
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION

Washington, D.C. 20549

FORM S-1

REGISTRATION STATEMENT
UNDER
THE SECURITIES ACT OF 1933

FREEDOM GROUP, INC.

{Exact name of registrant as specified in its charter)

Delaware 3484 26-0173491
(State or other jurisdiction of (Primary Standard Industrial (I.R.S. Employer
incorporation or organization) Classification Code number) Identification Number)

870 Remington Drive
Mndisan, North Carolina 27025-1776
(336) 548-8700
(Address, including zip code, and telephone number, including area code, of registrant’s principal executive offices)

Fredric E. Roth, Jr.
General Counse} and Secretary
Freedem Group, luc.
870 Remington Drive RO. Box 1776
Madisen, North Caralina 27025-1776
(336) 548-8700
(Name, address, including zip code and telephone number, including area code, of agent for service)

Please address a copy of afl communications to:

Arneld B. Peinado, LI, Esq. William J. Miller, Esq.
Roland Hiawaty, Esq. Jonathan A. Schalfzin, Esq.
Milbank, Tweed, Hadley & McCloy LLP Cahill Gordon & Reindel LLP
1 Chase Manhattan Plaza 80 Pine Street
New York, NY 10005 New York, NY 10005
(212) 530-5000 (212) 701-3000

Approximate date of commencement of proposed sale to the public:
As soon ns practicable after this Registration Statement becomes effective.

If any of the securities being registered on this Form are to be offered on a delayed or continuous basis pursuant to
Rule 415 under the Sccurities Act of 1933 check the following box. (]

[ this Form is filed to register additional sccurities for an offering pursuant 10 Rule 462(b) under the Securities Act,
plense check the following box and list the Securitics Act registration statement number of the earlier effective registration
statement for the same offering. ]

If this Form is a post-effective amendment fled pursuant to Rule 462(c) under the Securities Act, check the [ollowing
box and list the Securities Act registration statement number of the carlier effective registration statement for the same
offering. [

If this Form is a post-effective amendment filed pursuant to Rule 462(d) under the Securities Act, check the following
box and list the Securities Act registration statement number of the carlier effective registration statement for the same
offering. [

Indicate by check mark whether the registrant is a large accelerated filer, an accelerated filer, o non-accelerated filer,
or a smaller reporting company. See the definitions of “large accelerated filer,” “accelerated filer” and “smaller reporting
company” in Rule 12b-2 of the Exchange Act.

Large accelerated filer [] Accelerated filer ] Non-accelerated filer [x) Smaller reporting company

(Do not check If a smaller
reporting company)

CALCULATION OF REGISTRATION FEE

Proposed maximum
Title of each class of Sccuritics aggregate offering Amount of
to be registered price(1)(2) Registration fee
Common Stock, SO0 parvalue . .. oo . oo i e $200,000,000 $11,160
(n Esumated solely for the purpose of computing the registration fee pussuant (o Rule 457(0) under the Securities Act.
(2) Includes shares which may be sold pursuant to the underwriters” over-allotment option,

The Registrant hereby amends this Registration Statement on such date or dantes as muy be necessary to delay its
effective date until the Registrant shall file n further amendment which specifically states that this Registration Statement shall
therenfter become elfective in accordnnce with Section 8(a) of the Securities Act of 1933 or until the Registration Statement
shall become effective on such date ns the Commission, acting pursunnt te said Section 8(n), mny determine.
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Continue to Optimize Manufacturing Operations

We have augmented and integrated our facilitics over the last 18 months and have focused on
improving our operating cfficiency. To this end, we have completed a number of lean manufacturing
projects, including a factory consolidation and six sigma efforts led by the introduction of more than 50
black belt process experts since implementation of the program. Such projects have increased
throughput and reduced direct labor, square footage and equipment downtime along with improved
cash flow from lower inventory levels. These activities, which we call “continuous cost improvements,”
will continue to be a cornerstone of our organization as we build and oplimize our world class
manufacturing platform.

QOur manufacturing optimization efforts have also included the shift of some modern sporting
rifle components and parts production into our plants and away from third-party vendors, These efforts
have made the combined organization considerably more flexible, improved our quality and margins
and enabled us to more quickly and efficiently address future changes in demand. The benefits of our
past work are starting to appear in our ability to leverage our existing manufacturing footprint during
periads of high demand while maintaining variability in our cost structure. We enhance this variability
through our use of third parties for many modern sporting rifle compoacnts with no long-term
contracts, so that we can adjust our inventory quickly and at a low cost.

Pursue Complementary Acquisitions and Strategic Investments

We have built and strengthened our family of brands and products over the past three years,
primarily through the successful integration of four primary acquisitions (Bushmaster, Remington,
DPMS and Marlin) made between April 2006 and January 2008. We did so with the goal of creating
the world’s leading firearms and ammunition company. We have a proven track record of successfully
identifying and integrating acquisitions, as demonstrated by the integration of our brands, and have
achieved significant operational improvements as a result. We intend (o continue to identify and pursue
add-on stralegic acquisitions or investments that expand and enhance our brand, product and
intellectual property portfolio. We seck to acquire highly complementary products, intellectual property
or external capabilities to expand our portfolic or extend our brands and channel relationships.

We have recently completed three acquisitions which we believe will enhance our business
performance. On June 3, 2009, we acquired certain assets of Dakota Arms, a producer of high-end
rifles, shotguns and ammunition for approximately $1.8 million, which primarily consisted of inventory
and equipment. This acquisition positions us in the largely customized, high precision, large caliber and
safari segments of the markel, with premium and aspirational fircarm and ammunition brands including
Dakota Arms, Miller Arms and Nesika, as well as Dan Walter premium gun cases. In addition, on
September 22, 2009, we acquired certain assets from S&K Industries, Inc. (“S&K”), a supplier of high
quality walnut and laminate wood stocks for our firearms operations for approximately $3.8 million,
The assets acquired arc primarily inventory, machinery and equipment. We believe this acquisition will
reduce certain costs of acquiring the wood stocks and improve efficiencies in our firearms
manufacturing processes. Finally, on October 2, 2009, we completed the acquisition of cerlain assets of
Advance Armament Corporation (“AAC") for approximately $10.2 million, with additional contingent
consideration of approximately $8.0 million due in 2015 upon achievement of certain employment and
financial conditions. AAC manufactures and markets a full line of firearm accessory products used in
certain military (including current use by the DOD), law enforcement and commercial markets and
provides us further product portfolio expansion.

Recent Transactions

In July 2009, we issued $200.0 million of 10.25% Senior Secured Notes due 2015 at an issue
price of 97.827% (the “Notes”), and entered into a new $180.0 million senior secured asset-based
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FREEDOM GROUP, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
NOTES TO CONSOLIDATED FINANCIAL STATEMENTS (CONTINUED)
($ IN MILLIONS, EXCEPT SHARE AND PER SHARE DATA)

1. Description of Business (Continued)

that date. The results of operations of certain other businesses acquired by BFI during
the periods presented are also included in these financial statements as follows:

* DPMS Firearms, LLC (established as an acquisition vehicle by BFI) since BFI
acquired certain of the assets and assumed certain of the liabilities of DPMS, Inc. on
December 13, 2007.

* Cobb since BFI acquired certain of its assets and assumed certain of its liabilities on
August 17, 2007.

* Bushmaster Custom Shop, LLC since ils formation and investment by BFI on
March 19, 2007.

3 AHA, LLC since its inception on March 31, 2007. AHA, LLC acquired RACI on
May 31, 2007. These financial statements include the resulis of operations of RACI, its
wholly-owned subsidiary, Remington Arms Company, Inc. and its subsidiaries, RA
Brands L.L.C. (“RA Brands”), Remington Steam LLC, and RA Factors, Inc. since
May 31, 2007. In addition, these financial statements include the results of operations
of Marlin and its subsidiary, H&R, since February 1, 2008. These financial statements
also include the results of operations of EOTAC, LLC since its formation and
investment by Remington in September 2008.

Because FGI, CBFII and CPLP are under common control, the merger of CBFII into FGI and
the exchange of CPLP ownership intcrests for FGI shares in December 2007 were accounted for using
BFP’s carryover basis rather than at fair value. This accounting treatment is consistent with the
requirements of SFAS 141. The exchanpge by minority interest owners of the restricted common units of
BF1 for shares of AHA has been accouating for using fair market value,

CBFII, the ultimate parent company of Bushmaster, is the principal reporting entity within
these financial statements for the period from April 1, 2006 10 May 30, 2007. CBFII and AHA, the
ultimate parent of Reminglon, are the principal reporting entities for the period from May 31, 2007 to
December 12, 2007 and their combined financial stalements are represented for that period. On
December 12, 2007, CBF1I was merged into AHA. AHA converted 10 a C corporation on
December 11, 2007 ultimately changing its name to FGI, and that entity is the principal reporting entity
for the period since December 11, 2007. As all of these entities are under common control, and for
convenience and clarity purposes, each of these reporting entitics may be referred to as Freedom
Group, Inc., FGI, or the Company in these financial statements for all periods presented.

Basis for Consolidation

The accompanying consolidated financial statements include the accounts of the Company and
its majority-owned subsidiaries. Al significant intercompany transactions are eliminated in
consolidation.
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defense and recent rises in demand brought about by regulatory and legislative concerns, these markets have grown
over the past five years.

We believe our scale and product breadth are unmatched within our industry. We are one of only two
major U.S. companies that manufacture both firearms and ammunition, which we believe provides a competitive
advantage, supports our market leadership position and adds a recurring revenue component to our sales. We also
believe that our portiolio of products is more diverse and expansive than those of other manufacturers of both
firearms and ammunition based on the number of product categories in which we participate.

Our Defense Division is an active participant in the Law Enforcement, International Military, and U.S.
Federal and Military markets for ammunition, shotgun, carbine, sniper rifle, and suppressor categories. We are one
of the market leaders in the military sniper rifle and law enforcement shotgun markets and a major provider of
service and training/duty use ammunition. Additionally, our work in shaping international requirements over the
last 5 years resulted in contracts with the Republic of the Philippines for M4-type carbines that will support its
domestic and regional security operations. We believe that our commitment to researching and developing creative
new products with end user input, along with our commitment to providing the highest quality firearm solutions
available for law enforcement and military customers provides an opportunity for attractive revenue diversification
while reinforcing the strength of our brands with consumers.

By improving machinery and equipment in our manufacturing process and by leveraging new technologies,
we believe that we can improve our quality and cost position. To that end, in 2015 we invested $44.9 million in
capital equipment for new product innovation and maintenance projects.

We currently manufacture our products in eight primary facilities with an aggregate 2.6 million square feet
of manufacturing space, enabling us to deliver our products in the U.S. and globally to approximately 55 countries.
The majority of our revenue is derived from three key firearms facilities in llion, New York, Huntsville, Alabama
and Mayfield, Kentucky and our primary ammunition plant in Lonoke, Arkansas, We are continuously evaluating
options to improve our competitive position in manufacturing through investments in equipment, facilities and best
practices which also contribute to improvements in gross margin. In 2014, we undertook an expansion at our
Lonoke ammunition factory. This production facility, which came on-line in the second half of 2014 and is fully
operational, has significantly expanded our centerfire pistol and revolver (“P&R") ammunition capacity, enabling us
to meet the industry-wide demand for these rounds. Our Huntsville facility became fully operational in 2015. In
addition to capacity expansions to meet demand, our capital investment program is also key to our margin
improvement initiative, as new and more efficient machines enable us to realize lower manufacturing costs.

Our History and Corporate Structure

Remington Outdoor Company is a holding company currently controlled by Cerberus Capital Management
(*CCM™). Our predecessor company, Bushmaster Firearms {nternational, LLC, was created in 2006 by CCM for
the purpose of acquiring the business of Bushmaster Firearms, Inc., which subsequently merged with Remington
Arms Company, Inc. on December 12, 2007, creating Freedom Group, Inc., which was subsequently renamed
Remington Outdoor Company.

QOur Market Opportunity

We compete in multiple marketplaces for firearms, ammunition and related accessories. End-user markets
include U.S. and international consumers, such as sportsmen, hunters, recreational shooters, and individuals desiring
personal protection, police departments, the U.S. Military and allied foreign governments. The total size of the
domestic commercial market for firearms was approximately $3.8 billion in 2014 according to Federal Excise Tax
data. Through our broad portfolio of brands, we are active in many growth segments of the firearms industry, which
helped us achieve the #1 market position in 2014 in many of the categories in which we compete. We are also a
leading provider of ammunition, which had a total domestic commercial market of approximately $2.7 billion in
2014, holding the #3 position overall in 2014. According to the National Shooting Sporis Foundation (“NSSF™),
domestic consumer long gun sales (based on Federal Excise Tax data) have grown at a 14.5% CAGR from 2010
through 2014 while handgun sales have grown at a 14.0% CAGR from 2010 through 2014. We believe we are the
largest producer of commercial MSRs, a market that has grown at a 28% CAGR from 2010 through 2014. Further,
the NSSF estimates that domestic consumer ammunition sales grew at a 15.9% CAGR from 2010 to 2014.
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