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STATE OF OKLAHOMA’ 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF GEEMALOND GERINTY 
STATE OF OKLAHOMA FILED 

8S. 

STATE OF OKLAHOMA, ex rel., ) JUN 19 2019 
MIKE HUNTER, ) 

ATTORNEY GENERAL OF OKLAHOMA, ) 
) In the office of the 

Plaintiff, ) Court Clerk MARILYN WILLIAM 

) 
vs. ) Case No. CJ-2017-816 

) The Honorable Thad Balkman 

PURDUE PHARMA LL.P., et ai., ) 

) Special Master: William Hetherington 
Defendants. ) 

PURDUE PHARMA L.P., PURDUE PHARMA, INC. AND THE PURDUE FREDERICK 

COMPANY RECORDS STIPULATION NO. 1 

Purdue Pharma, L.P., Purdue Pharma, Inc. and The Purdue Frederick Company (“Purdue”) 

hereby stipulate and agree that the following facts are true and correct: 

1. During the course of the above-styled and numbered cause (“Action”), and in response to 

one or more discovery requests from Plaintiff to Purdue, Purdue produced to Plaintiff 

documents bearing the following Bates Number(s) and generally identified as follows: 

  

  

  

      

Bates Number(s) Summary Description 

PDD1502312091- 29-page document entitled Dispelling The Myths About 

PDD1502312119 Opioids 

PDD1502302206 .} 100-page document entitled 1995 OXYCONTIN LAUNCH 

PDD1502302305 PLAN 
  

2. The documents identified in paragraph 1 are exact duplicates of documents within the 
possession and control of Purdue that were produced in this Action as identified in 
paragraph 1. 

3. The documents identified in paragraph | were made at or near the time identified on the 
documents, were made by or from information transmitted by a person having knowledge 
of those matters, were kept in the course of Purdue’s regularly conducted business activities 

and were made pursuant to Purdue’s regularly conducted business activities.



  

Attorneys for Purdue Pharma, LP, 

Purdue Pharma, Inc. and The 

Purdue Frederick Company


