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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ! i
DALLAS DIVISION FEB23 198 |
R ! .
LYN-LEA TRAVEL CORP. d/tva § M‘——'-“—-—JW '
FIRST CLASS INTERNATIONAL $ e Y SOMERTY. CLERK
TRAVEL MANAGEMENT, § ) “Deputy
§
Plaintiff §
§ CIVIL ACTION NO. 3:96-CV-2068-BC
v. §
$
AMERICAN AIRLINES, INC.. §
§
Defendant. §

ORDER REGARDING DEFENDANTS’ MOTION
FOR RECONSIDERATION OF THE
COURT'S ORDER DATED FEERUARY 2. 1998

ﬂmeuthavmgmd«echfendants'Mouonfor Reconsideration of Court's Order
Dated February 2, 1998 Allowing Plaintiff to File Confidential Documents With the
Department of Transportation, Plaintiff’s respanse thereto, and the arguments of counsel,
finds and concludes as follows:

1. By prior order dated February 2, 1998 (the “Filing Order"), the Court g:’unted
Plaintiff permission to file under scal at the Department of Transportation (the "Department”)
certain documents (the *Subject Documents”) protected from disclosure by two Protective
Orders Regarding Confidential Information entered in this action on December 6, 1996 and
May 22, 1997 respectively. In entering the Filing Order, it was the Court's understanding that
it was allowing access to the Subject Documents by the Department but not by any other
parties or their counsel, including specifically the competitors of The SABRE Group, Inc. or
Armerican Airlines Inc. Ithas now come to the Court's attention that the filing of the Subject
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Documents with the Department does not insure that access has been so limited. The Court
further finds that it has and retains ongoing jurisdiction with respect to the Protective Orders
entered herein and the handling of all documents and information subject thereto.

2. Accordingly, it is hereby ordered that Plaintiff immediately withdraw its prior
filing of the Subject Documents at the Department. Such withdrawal shall be without
prejudice to the Plaintiff's right in this Court to pursue its pending filed Motion to Show
Cause, by which it seeks to challenge the protection presently afforded the Subject
Documents. Such withdrawal shall be without prejudice to the right of Plaintiff to refile such
Jocuments at the Department to the extent allowed by this Court in any subsequent rulingon .
PlaintifPs Motion to Show Cause.

3. To facilitats the Court's further consideration of Plaintff's Motion t0 Show
Cause and Defendants' Motion for Protection (the “Pending Motions"), on or before March
6, 1998, it is ordered that Plaintiff may file additional briefing, describing on a document by
document basis (1) why a document is necessary to its claims before the Depnnment and (2)
in which proceeding at the Department Plaintiff desires to make use of the docinnent. On or
before March 27, 1998, Defendants may file their responses thereto.

4.  Ttis finther ordesed that the time by which Plaintiff must initiate a complaint at
the Department regarding its preempted claims is extended to fifteen (1 5) days following the

Court's ruling on the Pending Motions.
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SIGNED this __éfafayof ﬁ;ég@/b, 1998

UN ST GISTRATE JUDGE
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