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19 directors, managing directors,

20 planners, very senior staff from all

21 the EP operating unitsto cometo The

22 Hague. And before coming to The Hague
23  they had submitted to me all the

24 material, all the projects for which

25 they wanted funding. And of course the

0327
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2 operating units staff had shared what

3 they were going to submit with the

4 regional business advisors, who in turn
5 would have shared that with the

6 regiona businessdirectors, who in

7 turn at least would have been

8 supportive of that material.

9 And if all these people, and

10 we'reeasly talking about a hundred or
11 soaretraveling to The Hague to have a
12 meeting with me, and me then basically
13 telling them, sorry, guys, | don't

14  think we should have this meeting, |

15 think you should redo your homework, |
16 can understand that that was a

17 difficult message, and that was a

18 message that the RBDs could not really
19 support asthey aready had given their
20 support to the senior staff from the

21 operating unitstraveling to me. But |
22 wanted to give avery clear message.
23 Q. Doyou believe that the

24  message you gave was clear?
25 A. | think the message | gave
0328

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP
2 wasvery cClear.

3 Q. Andwhat message did you
4  convey to the ExCom?
5 A. Themessage| conveyed to
6 the ExCom isthat the submissions made
7 aredl -- let me-- let me correct
8 that. The submission madein its
9 totality isover-optimistic, itisa
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10 submission that predicts an outcome, a

11  business plan against which most likely
12 we cannot deliver.

13 Q. Wasthere anote that

14  accompanied -- withdrawn.

15 Was there a note that was
16 sent to the ExCom in advance of the
17 meeting?

18 A. Ingenerd, asl sad
19 vyesterday, whenever | gave a
20 presentation to the ExCom, | would give
21 them apre-reading note. Inthis
22  particular case, | honestly cannot
23 remember whether | did or did not,
24  given the fact that there was a lot
25 goingon, and | think in this
0329
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particular case, that | said, well,
let's not do the note, they know what's
coming.

Q. And how did you know that
they knew it was coming?

A. Widll, they knew that | was
coming to present to them, and aswe
had gone through this type of business
the year before, they knew what they
could expect, meaning a preview of the

=
FPBoo~v~oohrwnpk

12 material submitted, added together

13 giving, or painting a picture of the

14  yearsahead if we had unconstrained
15 accessto Capex, which we didn't, so |
16 hadto constrainit. But they would

17 seethe building blocks of the new

18 plan.

19 Q. Did anyone accompany you to
20 the presentation?

21 A. Aidan McKay was there.
22 Q. And was he present during
23  the presentation?

24 A. Hewas present during the
25 presentation to take notes on my
0330

file:///C)/Documents¥%20and%20Setti ngs/daustin/Desktop/ Deposition%20T ranscripts/111506rp.txt (57 of 131)9/18/2007 4:02:17 PM



file://ICJ/Documents¥20and%20Setti ngs/dausti n/Desktop/Deposition%20T ranscripts/ 111506rp. txt

Case 3:04-cv-00374-JAP-JJH  Document 362-2

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2  behalf.

3 Q. Do you recal having any

4  discussions with Mr. McKay before,

5 immediately before the presentation

6 about what you were about to present?
7 A. | remember having

8 discussionswith Aidan in the week

9 preceding this presentation, even in

10 the weekend preceding this presentation
11  because we had to finish the material.
12 Q. Doyou recal the sum and

13  substance of those discussions?

14 A. Thatwasgoingtobea

15 difficult message to convey.

16 Q. Doyou recal anything else?
17 A. Thatit again had been hard

18 work to get the stuff ready, that we

19 were burning the midnight candles.

20 That there were indications that some
21  of the operating units were trying to

22  atract funding by presenting the

23 materia in avery optimistic manner.
24  That kind of stuff. The stuff that |

25 wasgoing to talk about.

0331
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2 Q. Doyou recal discussing

3 with him how Phil Watts would react to
4 the message that was to be conveyed?
5 A. No. | don't remember that.

6 There may have been ageneral

7 discussion, well, are they going to

8 accept -- are they going to accept it,

9 arethey going to rebuke, but certainly
10 not persons reaction -- persons

11 reactionsin particular, no.

12 Q. | know afew moments ago you
13  mentioned that Mr. McKay and his staff
14  principally drafted the presentation.

15 Did Mr. Aabers have any input?

16 A. Most likely -- well, I'm

17 convinced that Remco had input as had
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18 many of the other staff.

19 Q. Okay. Doyourecdl in

20 particular what he added to the

21 presentation?

22 A. Hebeng Remco Aabers?
23 Q. Yes

24 A. No, | don't remember what he
25 added in particular, no.

0332
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2 Q. When you got to the

3 presentation and you started, were you
4  ableto get through your presentation
5 without interruption?

6 A. Yes. Of coursethere was

7 awaysabit of discussion during the
8 presentation for clarification,

9 remarks, maybe people expressing
10 agreement or disagreement. But the
11 overal atmosphere when this

12  presentation was given was, | would
13 say, avery professiona and sound
14  atmosphere.

15 Q. And by comparison to the
16  January 31st, 2000 meeting it was
17 different in that regard?

18 A. Yes

19 MS. ASHTON: Objection to
20 form.

21 A. ltwasa asl said, a

22  professional atmosphere.

23 Q. Doyourecdl in particular
24 the comments that members of the ExCom
25 had made in reaction to the message
0333
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2 that you conveyed?

3 A. No, I -- what | do remember
4 wasadiscussion at the end where we
5 agreed to go with recommendation 1
6 rather than recommendation 2. |

7 remember in particular that Mr.

8 Restucci gave significant push-back on
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recommendation 2 as did Mr. Watts.

| don't remember anyone else
saying something in particular. It was
afairly unanimous meeting. | think
there was significant sympathy for what
| was pointing out. People did
recognize my concern and shared my
concern, but people also believed that
if we went for recommendation 1, that |
would be capable to repair what needed
repair.

Q. What isrecommendation 1?

A. Recommendation 1 isthat we
would accept the material, work the
material with all the company, all the
OU representatives, and take out
overstatements or undue optimism, take

0334
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ROELOF PLATENKAMP
avery critical look at all the
components and where necessary make
changes so that we would have a
realistic business plan.

Recommendation 2 was dear
guys, you've made beautiful submissions
but they need further work, please go
home and do the work properly and then
we'll build the plan.

Q. Intermsof thework that is
contemplated by the OUs, how did the
two recommendations differ --

MS. ASHTON: Objection.

Q. --ifaadl?

A. Waeéll maybeit helpsif we
can go to the recommendations.

Q. Okay.

A. Atleastit would help me.

Q. That'sfine.

A. Theway forward.

Q. That would be on DB 074917
A. Correct. Okay. And it

would also help meif you could repeat
your question.
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10 1, there was no work required to be

11  done by the OUs before we would get
12  together and start the capital

13 dlocation process.

14 In the way forward 2, there

15 waswork to be done by the operating
16  unit because we would demand a

17 resubmission of all the material, and

18 we would also change the workshop that
19 wasgoing to take place on the 27th and
20 the 28th of June.
21 So we would explain very
22  clearly to the OU delegates where our
23  problemswere with regardsto the
24 material received. We would ask them
25 to go back to their operating units,
0336
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2 and rework their submissions. And then
3 wewould have another session with the
4 key OUsto have avery hard challenge
5 session with the RBD in the room or

6 withthe ExCom in the room for large

7 OUs, to come to a consensus about the
8 fina submissions. And then we would
9 finish the capital allocation process

10 onthe basis of material that would be,
11 inmy opinion, more redlistic, than the
12 origina submissions.

13 So that would require

14  significant work from the operating

15 units, and it would also mean that some
16 hundred plus staff, very senior staff,

Case 3:04-cv-00374-JAP-JJH  Document 362-2

ROELOF PLATENKAMP
Q. Intermsof the work that
was contemplated by you for the OUsto
do, how did the two recommendations
differ?
A. Okay.
MS. ASHTON: Objection.
A. Forthefirst

recommendation, the way forward, number
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17 hadtraveled to The Hague only to hear
18 from the teacher that they'd not done
19 their homework properly.
20 Q. Now, in the meeting with the
21 ExCom, did anyone give an explanation
22  astowhy they werein favor of
23 recommendation 27?
24 A. Theonly oneinfavor of
25 recommendation 2 was myself. | wasthe
0337
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2 onethat really pushed for

3 recommendation 2.

4 Q. Andwhat was the reaction to

5 your advocacy of that recommendation?
6 A. Unacceptable, we can't do

7 that to the staff, they've done good

8 homework, you can sort it out with

9 them, you can restore the redlity

10  during the meeting, during the workshop
11 that you're going to have, giveit your
12 best shot and do it that way.

13 Q. Andwho expressed that

14  position?

15 A. TheExCominitstotality.

16 Q. Wasthere one particular

17 member of the ExCom that was the voice
18 of that position?

19 A. Asl sad, thiswasafairly
20  unanimous feedback that | received from
21 the ExCom. The stronger advocates
22 would have been Mr. Watts and Mr.

23 Restucci, but it was, again, unanimous.
24 Q. Rignt.

25 A. Yes, | wasstanding there
0338

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 pretty alone.

3 Q. What did you do next? We're

4  going to come back to more questions

5 about the presentation. What did you

6 dowith regard to implementing

7 recommendation number 1?
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8 A. I'mnot sure whether |

9 understand the question.

10 Q. Waell my question is geared

11 towards the decision of the ExCom was
12 to go with recommendation number 1.
13 How wasthat then implemented with the
14 OuUs?

15 A. Okay. Sowe stuck to the

16 origina plan which wasto have the

17 capital allocation workshop on the 27th
18 andthe 28th. And that's what we did.
19 And everything had been prepared to do
20 that.

21 Q. Sointhat effect you just

22  went forward with what had been

23 planned?

24 A. Absolutely. Took adeep

25 breath and that wasit.

0339
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2 Q. Withregardto the

3 information in the presentation

4  materials, did you believe that

5 bringing that information to the

6 attention of the ExCom was the

7  appropriate thing to do?

8 A. Absolutely. Otherwisel

9 would not have doneit.

10 Q. Didyou believe that the

11 information contained in the

12  presentation materials was accurate?
13 MR. FERRARA: Objection as
14 toform, foundation. Y ou'retalking

15 about a, | don't know, 40 or 50 page
16 document here.

17 MR. HABER: He'saready

18 testified about its preparation and his
19 involvementin it.

20 Q. Youcan answer.

21 A. Themateria and the

22  presentation was based precisely on the
23 submissions of the individual operating
24 units, and as such, it was an accurate

Case 3:04-cv-00374-JAP-JJH  Document 362-2
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25  representation of the submissions made
0340
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2 by the OUs. There was no change, no

3 dteration, basically fact, objective.

4 Q. Ifyoulook at thefirst

5 page of the Exhibit 6, the email.

6 A. Yes

7 Q. There'sareferenceto this

8 PowerPoint presentation as career

9 ender. Do you have an understanding as
10 to why the presentation got that name?
11 MS. ASHTON: Objection.

12 A. Yes

13 Q. What'syour understanding?

14 A. | don't know precisely when

15 it got that name. It was a presentation
16 that was considered by -- by quite afew
17 peoplein my team as controversial. It
18 wasapresentation that was regarded by
19 peoplein my department as a presentation
20 inwhich | would stick out my neck. And
21 assuch, it might be a presentation that
22 might have consequences, not that it

23 would ever end any career. | mean that's
24 just an overdramatization of an event.
25 Therewasahit of fireworks. And |
0341

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 think calling it afterwards career ender

3 the PowerPoint was a bit of drama.

4 Q. Didyou consider that there

5 may be consequences from delivering the
6 message in the PowerPoint?

7 MS. ASHTON: Objection.

8 A. DidI consider whether

9 giving this presentation would have

10 consequences for me?

11 Q. Yes.

12 A. Theanswer isclearly no.

13 But at the same time, everything, every
14  step you take during your life on

15 planet earth has consegquences.
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16 Q. Anddoyou -- do you believe
17 that after the presentation was given
18 that there were consequences to your
19 career advancement at Shell?

20 A. Absolutely not, absolutely

21 not.

22 Q. Whenyou left -- when you
23  left the position in EP, were you able
24  tofind other positions that suited

25 your profile?

0342
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2 A. Notimmediately.

3 Q. Andhow long did it take for
4  youto find aposition that suited your
5 profile?

6 A. | think thisisadifficult

7 question because events were taking

8 placein my personal life that also had
9 animpact. InJune 2000 | don't think
10 there was any reason to believe that
11 therewould betensions later in the
12 year when it came to a new assignment
13 for me.

14 What happened shortly after
15 this presentation in June was that my
16 personal life became somewhat upset
17  because my ex-wife realized that she
18 had not received the right information
19 from the medical doctorsin 1998 and
20 that | wasgoing to be around alittle
21 bitlonger. | had abrain tumor in

22 1998. The prediction was| had maybe
23 10 moredaysto live, or a couple of
24  months and that would beit, and here |
25 wasin 2000 almost repaired, pretty
0343

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 healthy and she said | don't want to

3 livewith damaged goods, | want the

4 money now, pronto. Fairly unpleasant
5 especidly as| had avery young son.

6 This started in -- started
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7 to play in September 2000, after | just
8 returned from a presentation to the

9 CMD, which had gone very well, and that
10 wasthefirst presentation | had given
11 sincethe operation where | really felt
12 ontop of the world again.

13 | thought, Roelof, you

14  indeed, you did it, you're healthy

15 again, you've got all your faculties

16 back, al your facilities back, you can
17 doitagain.

18 And the message | got that

19 evening when | got home from London was
20 dlightly different, completely

21  unexpected.

22 What ensued was a pretty

23  tough battle because my ex-wife

24  insisted on receiving 70 percent of my
25 wedlth, 70 percent of my income, and |
0344
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2 wasnot prepared to let that happen.

3 We had indeed annulled a

4 prenuptial agreement, a process that

5 wasstarted in '98 because | wanted to
6 avoid that in the case | would die that
7 shewould have to pay pretty hefty

8 succession right. The annulment

9 processtook about almost two years to
10 happen. So we had just annulled and
11 shehad just declared in front of a

12 notary public that the only reason we
13 weregoing to annull the prenuptials
14  wasbecause | wasill and there was
15 thisrisk that | would die, and six

16 weekslater she said you're damaged
17 goods, | can't wait, | want the money
18 now. You can understand | wasn't very
19 willing to give up most of my wealth.
20 Therewas also alittle boy involved.
21 So to make along story

22 short, | was devastated. Initialy it

23 had no impact on my work because it
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24  didn't really penetrate my brain that
25 much. But two months later of course,
0345
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2 and now I'm talking about the end of

3 2000, you are engaged in al kinds of
4  thingsyou do for aliving, legal

5 battles, that kind of stuff, which for

6 mewas completely new, and that took a

7 lot of time.

8 It also meant to me that |

9 could not leave the country because |
10 had alittle boy to attend to, even
11 though | wouldn't see him every day.
12 So my mobility was
13 restricted. And my personal life was
14 taking an enormous amount of my
15 attention. And basicaly | cameto the
16 conclusion that | most likely could not
17 doafull-timejob at that moment in
18 time.

19 | can tell you that what

20 happened at that moment in time had
21  moreimpact on my physical and well --
22 and mental well-being than to hear that
23 | had abrain tumor.

24 So there wasn't redlly that

25 much available in terms of optionsto
0346
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2 give methetype of job that would

3 normally have happened after this

4  assignment. There were plenty of

5 rumors, | would become the MD of

6 company A or company B or company C,

7 but as these companies were very far

8 away, that wasn't really possible.

9 Something had to be sought closer to
10 home, and there were no jobs available.
11 There aren't that many jobs at these
12 levelsanyway.

13 So | ended up doing a
14 temporary job. It wasn't even full

Case 3:04-cv-00374-JAP-JJH  Document 362-2
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15 time. | ended up in an office that was
16 not on the main executive floor, but

17 somewhat out of the highway. And of
18 course peopletalk about that. And

19 people dramatize that. And people say
20 look what happened to Roel of, he upsets
21 the ExCom and now he's sitting in the
22 basement. Beautiful office by the way,
23 beautiful furniture, nothing wrong.

24  People dramatizethat. And | think

25 that'swhen the label career ender was
0347
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2 formed.

3 | don't really recollect,

4  like Aidan saysin this email, that we

5 dready called it career ender at the

6 timeof my presentation. | think that

7 camelater.

8 Sorry that | gave this

9 somewhat longer spiel, but | wanted to
10 put thisin the proper perspective.

11 Q. That'sokay. While all of

12  these personal issues were going on,
13 did you tell anyone of your desire to
14  stay in the Netherlands?

15 A. Thefirst couple of weeks, |

16 would say thefirst two month, | didn't
17 tak about these issues with many

18 peoplein my direct environment. That
19 only came up | would say in the period
20 November/December.

21 Q. Now, when you look for anew
22 assignment, how does that process work?
23 A. Atthisleve inthe

24  company, it is basically agathering --
25 well, first of al, the EP leadership
0348
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2 team, the ExCom, looks at the

3 positions, looks at possible

4  candidates, and then will goto, in

5 those days, to the CMD, which was then
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6

7  management development committee. And

Case 3:04-cv-00374-JAP-JJH  Document 362-2

regrouped as the MDC, standing for

8 they would then discuss whether --

9 which of the candidates that was

10 proposed by the business, in my case
11 EP, would be the best for the jobs.

12 Theseareal senior executive jobs.

13 In EP at that moment in time there were
14 20, 25 of those jobs. So if on average
15 you've got afour year tenurein these
16 jobs, acouple of these jobswould

17 become available per annum. Very few
18 andfar between. And if you then say,
19 andl've got to be within atravel

20 distance of, say, three hoursto The

21 Hague, then you limit yourself to a

22 large degree. London would be a

23  possibility. But Muscat would be too
24 far.

25 Q. Now, inthelettersto Mr.
0349
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2 vande Vijver who | believe you

3 mentioned that you were calling upon

4 him for assistance.

5 A. Yes

6 Q. Doyou know if he ever was

7 successful in supporting you for a

8 position?

9 MS. ASHTON: Objection.

10 A. Yes, weretaking about

11 amost ayear later.

12 Q. Yes

13 A. Middle of the year 2001.

14 And| felt | wasready again to go full
15 steam ahead. And I'd looked around
16 what jobs are available. Well, there

17 weren't that many jobs available.

18 Therewasonly onejob that | could see
19 that might become available which was
20 the country chair position in Germany,
21  in Hamburg, which was a distance that |
22 could easily bridge.
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23 In addition, as | was just

24  at that moment in time reorganizing the
25 EP companiesin Germany and merged them

0350
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2 with Exxon Mobil companies, | thought |
3 would be a pretty good candidate for

4  that position.

5 At the same time, there were

6 aso some changesin Shell's business

7 inGermany in theretail, and that of

8 course would require adifferent skill

9 setthantheonethat | had available.

10 So it was definitely not a

11 donedeal or an easy decision whether |
12 would take that job or not.

13 The other position that |

14 regarded as possible was a position in
15 theNAM. However, at that moment in
16 timeit was not clear whether that

17 position would become available. In
18 June or September 2001 that position
19 wasnot yet available. But it became
20 availablein November that same year.
21 Water was part of the CMD. Walter
22 would have been required to support the
23 proposal that Bob Sprague prepared to
24 put mein the position of E& P director

25 in NAM, which of courseisavery, very
0351
ROELOF PLATENKAMP

senior position, and Phil Watts would
have to support that aswell. And the
other CMD membersin those days would
have supported that as well.

Q. Andisthat the position
that you were then given?

A. | got that positionin
December 2001. | held that position
for oneyear. Then| got apromotion
to managing director of the same
company. And then three months later |
got in addition the commercial

=
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14  directorship of Europe as an additional

15 promotion to that position. So if you
16 look at the time span of something like
17  two years from the 26th of June 2000 to
18 my position, say, in September 2002,
19 some pretty hefty career steps were
20 taken. Andit's-- it was clearly not
21 acareer ender.
22 Q. Okay.
23 MR. HABER: Thisis probably
24 agood timeto break for lunch.
25 THE VIDEO OPERATOR: Well
0352
ROELOF PLATENKAMP
go off the record. It's 12:48, tape 5.
(Lunch recess: 12:48 p.m.)
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1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 AFTERNOON SESSION
3 1:47 p.m.

4 THE VIDEO OPERATOR: We're
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5 back ontherecord, it's 1:47, and this

6 istape number 5.

7 ROELOF PLATENKAMP,
8 resumed, having been previously duly
9 sworn, was examined and testified

10 further asfollows:

11 CONTINUED EXAMINATION
12 BY MR. HABER:

13 Q. Mr. Platenkamp, I'd like to

14  go through some of the slidesin the

15 presentation and that's how -- my

16 intention, that's what my intention is
17 over the next series of questions.

18 A. Okay.

19 Q. Looking at thefirst page of

20 thedlide, | know you touched upon the
21 various elementsin aprior answer, but
22 canyou tell me now specifically, welll
23 go through each one, regarding the

24  flawsin the capital allocation

25 process, what were you intending to
0354

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 convey?

3 A. Okay. Theflawsthat | was

4  referring to all deal with optimism that
5 wasn't warranted by past performance, and
6 that one could argue that there was an

7 element that people now understood the
8 process of capital allocation, and

9 understood that one could influence the
10 outcome.

11 Q. Werethere any particular

12  operating units that you had in mind at
13 thetime?

14 A. No. It--thedifficulties

15 | had with the submission were evenly
16  spread across the participating

17 operating units.

18 Q. How many operating units

19 were participating?

20 A. | don't know precisely the

21 number, but at that moment in time we

Case 3:04-cv-00374-JAP-JJH  Document 362-2
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22 had something like 30-odd operating

23 units, and a couple of so-called non-
24  -- nonoperating ventures. But they all
25 required, of course, funding.
0355

ROELOF PLATENKAMP

Q. Sowithinthat 30 some-odd
number that would include the operating
units that we discussed yesterday and
today in Nigeriaand Abu Dhabi?

A. Yes, yes.

Q. Looking at the second bullet
point on that page, it says " The Capex
requirements.” What were you conveying

by this statement?

A. Veysmple. Inthis

=
FPBoo~v~oohrwnpk

12 presentation we will look at the Capex
13 that the operating units are asking

14  for, and of course those Capex

15 requirements then have to be compared
16 against the groundrules, what do we

17 have available, what can we afford, and
18 how much of the Capex actually has
19 aready been committed in previous

20 vyears.

21 Q. Andthisanalysisrelatesto

22  the capital alocation process that you
23 testified about yesterday and today?
24 A. Yes, yes.

25 Q. Thenext bullet point, "the
0356

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 over-promise on delivery,” what did you
3 mean to convey there?

4 A. Therel wanted to convey a

5 number of messages, that, A, looking

6 back, we saw atrend that production

7 promises appeared to be overstated not
8 only of the businessplaninits

9 entirety, but also of individua

10 projects. So production earlier than
11 what actually was deliverable, higher
12 ratesthan actually were delivered, and
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13 sometimes also increased cost against
14  which the projects were delivered.

15 Q. Again, werethere any

16 particular operating units that you had
17 inmind with regard to this bullet

18 point?

19 A. Unfortunately, not. | think

20 it would have been easier if you could
21 say, well, there are two operating

22  unitswhere we see an issue, you talk
23 tothe operating units and you fix the
24 issue. If --if it happens across the

25 entire spectrum it becomes much more
0357

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 difficult and much more difficult to

3 grasp, so hence, unfortunately not. It
4 was evenly spread across the spectrum.
5 Q. When you say across the

6 spectrum you're referring to the 30

7 some-odd --

8 A. All the operating units,

9 vyes

10 Q. Thenext bullet point, "The

11 way ahead," isthat areference to the
12 recommendations we talked about

13  earlier?

14 A. Yes, | wanted to discuss

15  with the ExCom which option we were
16 going to choose to move forward.

17 Q. We'rejust going to turn the
18 pageto DB 07473. What were you trying
19 toconvey by thisdide?

20 A. What | wastrying to convey
21 weretwo things. First of all, we were
22 not running short of projects. We had
23 sufficient investment opportunities to
24  grow the business. We had investment
25  opportunitiesto the tune of almost 9
0358

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 billion USdollars. And that of course
3 isvery good. It'snot alwaysthe case

Case 3:04-cv-00374-JAP-JJH  Document 362-2
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4 that you have more investment

5 opportunities than you can handle.

6 So the good news is, yes, we

7 have projects, we probably have more

8 project than we can handle, so we can

9 make achoiceto get the best projects.
10 That'sgood news.

11 The other bit of good news

12 that | tried to convey inthisdlideis

13 that the submissions themselves

14  exhibited an internal consistency that
15 wasasignificant improvement over the
16 submissionsthat we had the year

17 before. That doesn't change the

18 concernsthat | had about the

19 submissionsin terms of the optimism,
20 but let metry to explain this.
21 For instance, the
22  submissions do come with a production
23 forecast. The productions aso come --
24 the submissions aso come with an
25 economicsforecast. Therevenueinthe
0359

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 economics forecast should be equal to

3 the outcome of amultiplication of the

4 production forecast times the oil

5 price. Relatively straightforward.

6 In the previous years, the

7 previousyear | should say, that wasn't

8 awaysthe case.

9 Similarly, aproduction

10 forecast when integrated over time

11 shouldyield avolume, and asthe

12  production forecast is based on the

13  expected outcome, the volume associated
14  with that production forecast, when

15 integrated over -- over time, should

16 yield the expected resource volume.

17 Andit wastheseinternal consistencies
18 that overall in the year 2000 showed a
19 remarkable improvement over the year
20 before. And that to mewas-- was very

Case 3:04-cv-00374-JAP-JJH  Document 362-2
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21  welcome because that was a step forward
22 intheright directions.
23 Q. Do you have an understanding
24 asto why there was thisimprovement in
25 theinternal consistenciesthat you
0360

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 just discussed?

3 A. Why that improvement was

4  there?

5 Q. Yes.

6 A. Yes, | certainly can explain

7 that. Thatisareactionto my incessant
8 hammering on the operating units to make
9 surethat what they submitted was high
10 quality. So | talked to the technical

11 directors and to the head of the planning
12 unitsin the various operating units and
13  explained to them that they really had to
14  do better next year.

15 Q. Andwhen you explained this
16 tothem, did you also raise the capital

17 dlocation process and its importance

18 totheinformation that they were

19 presenting to you?

20 A. Waédll, of course that had

21 aready beenraised in the first year

22 that we did capital allocation and that
23 waswidely understood. And people of
24  course, they're all eager to deliver

25 very good material. Thefirst timeyou
0361

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 dothat, yes, of course you don't get

3 thebest resultsthefirst time. The

4  second time around, at least we had

5 internally consistent data. That'sa

6 big step forward because then you can

7 -- can add it together and get

8 meaningful outcomes for the entire

9 business. So that was good news.

10 Q. Now, with regard to the

11  second bullet point, "Abundance of
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12  projects,” were there any particular
13 projectsthat you were referring to, or
14  isit, again, the entire spectrum?

15 A. Thisis--thisisthe

16 portfolio.

17 Q. Okay.

18 A. Yes, and of course the next
19 challenge was okay, the request is for
20 9 hillion, we have something like 6
21 hillionto -- to spend. Thismeans|
22 haveto take out something like 3
23 hbillion. And that'sadifficult
24  process.
25 Q. Rignt.
0362

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 A. If youtake 3 billion out of

3 a9 hillion budget, then you're cutting
4  deep. Especidly if you also remember
5 that the year before | had taken 3

6 hbillion out of the investment program.
7 Q. Sowerethe operating units

8 awarethat there werelessfundsin the
9 budget that they would be competing
10 for?

11 MS. ASHTON: Objection.

12 A. | had presented the

13 groundrules at the EP leadership forum
14 inJunethat year. So there wasan

15 understanding of the investment level
16 that we would be considering for the --
17 for the next year, and there was an

18 understanding of how much had already
19 been committed. So the management
20 teams of the operating units and the
21 planners of the operating units were
22 awarethat the year 2000 was another
23  year where we would be capital
24  constrained, yes.
25 Q. Atthetimeyou gave --
0363

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 withdrawn.
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3 At the time you communicated
4  the capital constraints to the OUs

5 during the leadership forum, what kind
6 of feedback did you receive from the

7 OUswho attended?

8 A. Thefeedback was

9 predominantly such that they indicated
10 that they had understood the message,
11 that they recognized the need for

12  capital constraint, and that they

13  recognized that we were on the right
14  track to continue the capital

15 dlocation process.

16 Q. If we canturn the page now
17 tothenext dide, DB 07474. What were
18 you trying to convey by this dlide?

19 A. Okay. It seemsvery clear.

20 Thefirst bullet, the message is that

21 the projects that are submitted appear
22 over-optimistic both in exploration and
23 ontheproduction side. And that

24  appearance of over-optimism of course
25 iswhen you look back to the history.
0364

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 So taken inisolation a

3 single project may look quite

4 redigtic. Holding that against the

5 mirror of the past, you recognize that

6 something has happened which casts a
7 certain amount of doubt on the

8 integrity of the prediction in the

9 current project. That'swhat | wanted
10 toconvey.

11 Q. Andisthat what you meant

12 by running the risk of initiating an

13  over-promise under-delivery cycle?
14 A. If you promise more than you
15 can deliver and you make that public in
16 theinvestment community, and you
17 cannot deliver against that because the
18 -- thereisacertain amount of, let's

19 say, inflation, then you initiate what

Filed 10/10/2007
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20 | call an over-promise under-delivery
21 cycle.
22 Q. After you discussed these
23 two dlides, did anyone present at the
24  ExCom interrupt and ask any questions
25 or provide any comments?
0365

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 A. | think they were very

3 curiousto see what | would share with
4  theminthefollowing dlides. So

5 Dbasically these two slides were setting
6 the scene, maybe creating alittle bit

7 of suspenseintheroom. Thereisan
8 element here of the good news/the bad
9 news, that is maybe alittle bit

10 Hollywood like. And people were keen
11  to see the substance behind these

12 messages, so very little discussion,

13 impatience, let's get on with it.

14 Q. Now, at thetime you gave

15 the presentation, and let me be more
16  specific, when you started your

17 presentation, were all the members of
18 the ExCom present?

19 A. Asfarasl know, all of

20 them were present.

21 Q. Didany member of the ExCom
22 leavethe room during this presentation?
23 A. No, no. They wereall

24  there, al in the room.

25 Q. I'dliketo discuss certain
0366

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 of thedides. | don't want to gointo

3 every one of them, but certain of them
4 I'dliketodiscuss. If you could turn

5 toDB 07476.

6 A. Yes

7 Q. What wereyou trying to

8 convey by thisdlide?

9 A. Okay. What | tried to

10 convey by thisslide was, first of all,

Filed 10/10/2007
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11 the amount of exploration expenditure
12  requested by the OUs over the coming
13 years, how it was distributed over the
14  various elementsin our portfolio, i.e.
15 adistribution between deepwater, gas,
16 major resource holders, Nigeria, and
17 oil. And that those key elements of

18 the portfolio were chosen because we
19 expressed our -- our aspired portfolio
20 inthoseterms, i.e. we had a certain
21 footprint in deepwater, in gas, in

22 major resource holders, etcetera, and
23 wewanted to move that in acertain
24  direction. And that's called the

25 aspired portfolio.
0367

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 So first of all, you see

3 that significant funds were asked for

4 2001 and 2002 and 2003, and that there
5 wasatailing off for 2004 and 2005.

6 Thereason of thetalling off in those

7 later yearsisthat it isso far down

8 theroad that people don't have

9 projectsready in 2000 to be executed
10 in 2004, and aso because followup from
11 projectsin 2001 and 2002 in 2004

12 cannot be defined until you have done
13 thework in 2001 and 2002.

14 And then there were a couple
15 of labels -- there was one label added
16 toraiseanimportant point. And that
17 point isthat the mgority of 2001

18 exploration is spent for projects for

19 which it was planned by the operating
20 unit to take the final investment

21 decisionin 2002.

22 Now that may seem pretty

23 innocent when you read that, but when
24 you think about that thereis an

25 element there that says, well, hang on
0368

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP
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2 asecond, you plan to explore and on

3 thebasis of your exploration you

4  dready expect that ayear later you

5 have the development plans ready, you
6 havethe detailed designs ready to ask
7 for project sanctioning in 2002. Which
8 meansthat between exploration and the
9 decisionto gointo field development a
10 period of something like ayear, maybe
11 18 months, is passed.

12 If you compare that with the

13 history, then that period is very, very
14  short. So the exploration overstated
15 delivery has a component that deals
16  with the amount of hydrocarbonsto be
17 found, or better stated, | should say

18 the net present value of the

19 hydrocarbons to be found and the time
20 that it would take to develop these

21 projectsto indeed get that value.

22  Pretty serious.

23 Q. Wasthere any reaction by

24  the ExCom to what you just described?
25 A. Thevalue bit had been
0369

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 explained to them in the previous

3 dlide, and | don't know whether you

4  think it isrelevant enough to have a

5 look at the previous slide.

6 Q. If you believeit'srelevant

7 for answering the question, then that's
8 fine.

9 A. 1think -- | think itis.

10 Q. Okay, we can look.

11 A. Sowethen gotothe

12 previousdlide. The previousdlide,

13  the upper graph shows on the vertical
14  axisthe cumulative intrinsic business
15 valueto be had from the exploration
16 programs of all the operating units,

17 summate -- summated versus the total
18 amount of exploration expenditure

Filed 10/10/2007
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19 required to do the program. It makesa

20 comparison between 1991 -- 1999 and the
21 year 2000. | drew avertical line at
22 the one billion mark because one
23  hbillion was roughly the amount of
24  exploration money that we had
25 avalable
0370
ROELOF PLATENKAMP
And if you then compare the
1999 line with the 2000 line, we see
that thereisasignificant increase in
the intrinsic business value. Whereas
in 1999 the expenditure of one billion
was expected to deliver 6 billionin
value, in the year 2000 it was expected
to deliver 8 billion.
10 And if you compare whether

©CooO~NOOOLPA~WNPE

11 there had been any changein the

12  so-called probability of success of the
13 exploration program, then there were no
14  magor differences between 1999 and
15 2000, which meant that the explorers
16 believed that their successratein

17 2000 was not better than in 1999.

18 So there was something else
19 that generatesthe value, that isa

20 timing element and a volume el ement.
21 So very clear message, and

22  of coursel took great care that this
23  particular slide was well understood
24  before | moved to the dlide that we
25 werediscussing.

0371

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 Q. Okay. Andjust for the

3 record, the slide we were just talking
4  about appears on DB 07475.

5 MS. ASHTON: | think it's

6 474. I'm sorry, you'reright, 475.

7 Apologies.

8 Q. When you say that you took

9 great carethat 07475, that slide, was
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well understood before you moved on to
the next dlide, were you confident that
the message had been conveyed clearly
to the ExCom members?

A. Yes

MS. ASHTON: Objection.

Q. Okay. Didthey acknowledge
their understanding of what you were
conveying on that slide?

A. The absence of questionsfor
further clarification created the
impression with me that they had
understood the message.

Q. And that same question with
regard to the message that was conveyed
on the next slide, which is 07476.

ROELOF PLATENKAMP

A. Correct.

Q. Now I think what started
going into the other slide was the
question if there was any comments or
questions from the ExCom about the
slide on 07476.

A. | don't remember any
particular comments. There was --

there were no specific questions to
clarify. It wasclear at least to my
understanding that people had
understood the message. They are,
after al, very intelligent people.

Q. If you could turn the slide
-- I'm sorry, turn the page to the
dlide that appears on DB 07479, and if
you can tell me what you were trying to
convey by this dlide.

A. Okay. Now thisisa pretty

complex slide with quite afew messages.

First of all, in the vertical axiswe

have the liquid oil production forecasted
over the period 2000 till 2005. Asyou
can see, in 2000 the oil production from

Filed 10/10/2007
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1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 existing assets, i.e. assetsthat are

3 producing in the year 2000, amounts to a
4  total somewherein the order of 2.2

5 million barrels per day.

6 Now let me correct that

7  because the colors aren't really there.

8 The existing assets produce 1 point,

9 say, 8 million barrels per day. Work
10 that will be finished during the year

11 2000 will add another, say, 400,000

12 barrels per day so that at the end of

13 2000 we will produce something like 2.2
14 million barrels per day.

15 The assets that are aready

16 producing on the 1st of January 2000,
17 are expected to decline atotal of 10

18 percent per annum over the business
19 plan period. So that their production
20 intheyear 2005 has reduced to alevel
21  below one million barrels per day.

22 Then on top of the existing

23  assets we add those projects that

24  dready have taken FID, and a group of

25 relatively small projectsin the
0374
ROELOF PLATENKAMP
operating units, and the statement is
that those projects that we approved in
the years preceding 2000 and the
smaller projects that add production to
the existing OUs, will at best maintain
the production level that we havein
the year 2000, i.e. roughly the 2
million barrels per day. And that the
growth that the new businessplanis
predicting and the growth, of course,

=
FPBoo~v~oohrwnpk

12 that we as a company aspire, therefore,
13 canonly be substantiated if we have
14  successful exploration and appraisal
15 followed by successful development
16 planning and new FIDs.

17 And it shows, unfortunately
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we don't have all the colors so it's

hard to read all the elements that make
up that package, it shows that the
exploration program has indeed hasto
be extremely successful because
exploration hasto deliver projects

that can take FID very early onin
order to deliver the production.

ROELOF PLATENKAMP

I'll try to put it even
simpler. This picture tells us that
everything that is ongoing, all the
commitments made in the past, all the
investment decisions taken, all the

money to be spent on those will keep us
level. Growth will only come from new

exploration and if you have growth
within the planning period, then the

new exploration needs to yield projects

that are already executed within the

business plan period, which means, that

from discovery to first production
thereisarelatively short time, a
couple of years. That isthe message.

Q. Werethere any OUs that had
projects that fell within that
description, projects that could take
FID relatively early?

A. Waédll, most of the OUs had
their exploration in that category.

Q. Now, amoment ago in the
slide you mentioned that there were
assets that were producing, and | think

ROELOF PLATENKAMP
you said the assets were in declinein
the production; am | correct? | don't

want to mischaracterize.

A. No, no.

Q. Aml correct?

A. Thisisthe so-caled no
further activity production, i.e. you
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have areservoir, you have put
production facilitiesin place, you
have drilled the production wells that
you think are required, you open the
taps, you start to produce. The
reservoir depletes, the pressure
normally drops, which means that the
production will become slower because
there's less energy to drive the fluids
from the reservoir, and if you don't do
anything else, the production will
decline as time proceeds.

Q. Werethere any OUsthat you
had in mind that fell into this category?

A. Yes

Q. Which ones?

A. All 30 of them.

ROELOF PLATENKAMP

Q. Okay. And that would
include some of the ones that we talked
about again --

A. All of them.

Q. Abu Dhabi, Nigeria?

A. All of them. Thisisa
natural process.

Q. If you can turn the page.
And before | get to the discussion of
that dide, again, was there any
comment or questions from the ExCom
after you had discussed the slide on DB
074797

A. Therewereindications that
the ExCom members understood the
message.

Q. Okay. But you don't recall
any questions or verbal comments?

A. No. Therewere-- | meanit
was pretty clear that the -- that the
message came across.

Q. Okay. Looking at the next
slide on DB 07480.

A. Yes
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ROELOF PLATENKAMP
Q. There are anumber of
concerns that are identified here.
Taking the first bullet point, it says
"EXisting assets require 800 million US
dollars in 2001 without adding
production.” Do you recall what you
said with regard to that bullet point?
A. That'sprecisely what |
said. | said the existing assetsin
order to maintain the technical
integrity, in order to safeguard the
health of the people working on those
assets, in order to safeguard the
environment of where we operate, those
existing assets require a total
investment of 800 million to maintain
the license to operate.
So for instance, we may have
a situation where a pipeline has become
corroded over time, we have reached a
point that the pipeline requires
replacement. We've also established
that replacing the pipelineisin
itself a profitable proposition because

ROELOF PLATENKAMP
otherwise we will not be ableto
produce the reservoir to its limit.

Replacing the pipeline will
not add production. Replacing the
pipeline will, however, cost a
significant amount of money.

So the existing assets to
keep them running require the

significant injection of funds. In
2000 it was foreseen to be 800 million
for 2001. Not an outrageous number. A

fairly norma number for as much as you

can say normal when you talk about 800
million, but in line with previous
years, also in line with future years.
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17 Q. Skipping down alittle bit

18 there'sareferencethat says"E&A

19 followup extremely optimistic when
20 compared with history."
21 A. Yes
22 Q. First of al, what doesE& A
23 stand for?
24 A. E&A standsfor exploration
25 and appraisal.
0380

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 Q. Okay.

3 A. Thefollowup of course

4  refersto preparing abusiness plan and
5 then go for project sanctioning and

6 then execute -- sorry, | said preparing

7 abusiness plan, | meant preparing a

8 field development plan. Go for project
9 sanctioning and then execute the field
10 development plan in order to get the

11 production going. That followup asa
12 function of time appeared to be

13  optimistic, appeared to be even

14  extremely optimistic when compared with
15 history.

16 And that bullet point should

17 not be seen inisolation to the two

18 previous bullet points, i.e. new projects
19 have aggressive final investment decision
20 dates, and previous FID projects are a
21  bit Slower to deliver.

22 Q. Sowhy doesthe E&A followup
23 haveto be considered with the other

24  two bullet points?

25 A. Okay. You may remember that
0381

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 afew minutes ago we looked at the

3 production forecast and we looked at a
4  didethat showed, that clearly said

5 that wewill do exploration in 2000,

6 andin 2001 and 2002 we will already

7 spend development funds, i.e. within a
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8 period of, say, 18 months after

9 discovery of anew reservoir, we have
10 the plansready to start spending money
11 ontheir development. Andthatis, in
12 my opinion, very quick.

13 And it's probably worthwhile
14 tolook at adlide that comes later where
15 welook at the history of exploration
16 projectsin the past.

17 Q. Which dideisthat?

18 A. Thenl think -- | think |

19 havetotakeyou to slide DB 07482 with
20 thetitle "Exploration discoveries

21 1990-1999," subtitle, "Development
22  percentage at the date of 11/1/2000."
23 MR. FERRARA: 1 think this
24 may be more productive if we have a
25 question and an answer, otherwise the
0382

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 likelihood that we will finish this

3 withinlivesin being is not great.

4 MR. HABER: | think we will
5 becausethisactualy wasasdlidel did
6 want to discuss.

7 MR. FERRARA: Maybeyou

8 should ask him a question on it other

9 than what did you mean by the slide.
10 MR. HABER: Some of these
11 dlidesare complicated and he was

12 actually in the middle of an answer

13 where he was explaining certain issues,
14  certain bullet points and he was the
15 onethat referenced thedidein --

16 MR. FERRARA: | didn't

17 understand that was part of an answer.
18 | thought he was just making a

19 referenceto adlide, but go ahead.

20 MR. HABER: It was part of
21 ananswer.

22 Q. Mr. Platenkamp, you can

23 continue.

24 A. Sothisdide depictsonthe

Case 3:04-cv-00374-JAP-JJH  Document 362-2
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25 vertical axisthe percentage, on the
0383

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 horizontal axistime, and basically it

3 saysthat in a10-year period following
4  discovery only 50 percent -- 15 percent
5 of what has been found has actually

6 reached production. | think that's

7 pretty clear. It takestimeto get a

8 discovery into production.

9 If over a 10-year period we

10 develop 15 percent of what we find and
11  inthe submissions of 2000 we -- we
12 expect to develop 34 percent, then you
13 have afour-fold acceleration, and |

14  could not identify any reasons to

15 substantiate a four-fold acceleration.
16 Q. Did any of the OUs provide
17 information in an attempt to

18 substantiate that type of acceleration?
19 A. They al had the project

20 schedulesthat yielded this result.

21  None of them provided comments how to
22 achievethis, or comments that this was
23  an acceleration when compared to the
24 past.

25 | think the individual OUs
0384

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 couldn't even seethat. Theindividual
3 OUs submitted what they thought were
4  dstretch targets but doable. And |

5 think if you looked at these projects

6 on aproject-per-project basis that was
7 defendable, okay. It meant a bigger

8 petroleum engineering team, a stretch
9 target, maybe work alittle bit harder.
10 For one particular project thereisno
11 issuewith that. However, if you sum
12 up al the projects of the operating

13 units, and al these projects have to

14  go through that stretch, say,

15 treatment, then of course it becomes a
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16 different matter.

17 And if then the outcomeis

18 that over afive-year period we get

19 more than 30 percent devel oped, which
20 meansif you were to extend that to a
21  10-year period and maintain that level
22  of performance, you would develop 60
23  percent, whereas in the previous decade
24  you only developed 15 percent, that
25 thereisafour-foldincreasein the
0385

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 efficiency of project delivery.

3 Q. Didanyone on the ExCom

4 indicate their agreement with your

5 assessment that this five-year promise
6 of 34 percent was optimistic?

7 MS. ASHTON: Objection;

8 form.

9 A. Therewasnooneinthe

10 ExCom who raised objectionsto what |
11  presented.

12 Q. Didanyone make any comments
13 towhat you presented?

14 A. | observed an occasional

15 sigh.

16 Q. Any particular member who
17 wasvoca enough to sigh?

18 A. Itwasfarly evenly

19 distributed over the room.

20 Q. Justlooking at the slide

21  for one more moment, there'sa

22 referenceto Brazil. Wastherea

23  project in Brazil that the OU was

24  indicating could reach production by
25 20057

0386

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 A. Obvioudly.

3 Q. Okay.

4 A. Otherwise, thislinewould

5 not beinthisslide. The point being

6 that the submission of Brazil indicated
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8 started the exploration program.

9 Q. InBrazil?

10 A. InBrazl.

11 Q. Okay. Do you know if SDS
12 wasdoing any of the technical work for
13 that project in Brazil?

14 A. Therewasn't even a project
15 inBrazil.

16 Q. Okay.

17 A. Nothing had started yet in
18 Brazil. We had obtained alicense in
19 Brazl.

20 Q. Okay. So at the point that
21 you gavethis presentation, all Shell
22 had, and by Shell | mean the group, had
23 obtained was just alicense, correct?
24 A. And maybe we had acquired
25 someseismic. That | don't know for
0387

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 certan.

3 Q. I'msorry, just when you

4 were nodding your head you were

5 agreeing that all you had was the

6 license?

7 A. All wehad wasthe license,
8 | know that for certain. | think, but
9 | can't confirm that at this moment in
10 time, | think we had also acquired at
11 least some seismic.

12 Q. Okay.

13 A. Orwewould have.

14 Q. Okay. Going back to DB

15 07480, the last bullet point, it says
16  "Not enough funds for promising

17 projects and strategic options." What
18 did you mean there?

19 A. Okay. Very, very, very good
20 question. Asl already indicated, |
21 had the luxury of distributing atotal
22 amount of 6 billion US dollars.

23 However, of that $6 billion at least

Case 3:04-cv-00374-JAP-JJH  Document 362-2
7  production in 2005, whereas we hadn't
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24 800 million had to go to existing
25 assetsto keep them in proper shape.
0388

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 Then an additional amount, significant
3 amount, had to go to those post-FID

4  projectsthat were ongoing, i.e.

5 projects where we had taken the

6 investment decision in years before and
7 where we were building production

8 facilities, where we were drilling

9 development wells, because atypical
10 project takes a number of years from
11 FID tofirst production. You make a
12 commitment in 1999 and you know that
13 you will be spending in '99, in 2000,
14 in 2001, etcetera, until it's ready.

15 So the prior commitments

16 aso consumed a significant amount of
17 the6 billion that | could spend.

18 And actually when | then

19 looked at what | had left, that was not
20 sufficient to fund promising projects
21 and strategic options.

22 So | did have something in

23  the portfolio that was very worthwhile
24  todo, very attractive but | couldn't

25 make funds available to do them because
0389

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 of previous commitments and the

3 requirements of the existing assets.

4 Q. What projects did you have

5 inthe portfolio that you considered to
6 bevery attractive?

7 A. Canl suggest that we move

8 tothenextdide?

9 Q. Agan,if it helpsyou

10 answer the question, yes.

11 A. Thenext dideillustrates

12 what | have said before. Onthe

13 vertical axiswe have net present

14 vaue. Vaueto berealized upon

Case 3:04-cv-00374-JAP-JJH  Document 362-2
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15 execution of the project. On the

16 horizontal axiswe have the cumulative
17 Capex these projects require in 2001.
18 Thereisavertical lineat the 4

19 billion mark. Anditisthis4 billion
20 mark that deals with prior commitments
21 and the 800 million existing assets.

22  Sol only had the freedom to distribute
23 2 hillion US dollars for 2001 over the
24  remainder of the portfolio.

25 There are three dotted lines
0390

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 here. Thedotted lines reflecting the

3 valueto be had from the investment at
4 thelow, mid and high oil price that we
5 had at that moment in timein the

6 premises.

7 So on the right-hand side we

8 havewhat | labeled here the promise,

9 thevaueto be had from the new

10 projects. Now these new projectsall
11 shareat every ail price scenario the

12 fact that they are steeper, i.e. add

13 more value per dollar invested than,

14 say, the 2 billion, the last 2 billion

15 beforethe 4 billion mark, indicating
16 that these new projects, at least on

17 thebasisof this submission, were more
18 profitable than projects such as Bonga
19 main and Athabasca Oil Sands already on
20 going.

21 It also illustrates that

22  thisportfolio of very attractive

23  projects was densely populated.

24 Looking at the dots | would say there
25 wereeasily some 60 to 80 projectsin
0391

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 that portfolio. And thereisno

3 projects-- no project that is

4  particularly outstanding in sizeor in

5 profitability.
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6 Q. After you discussed this

7  dlidewith the ExCom, do you recall if
8 therewere any comments or questions
9 that were made by the members?

10 A. Yes, | think thisdlide

11 generated alittle bit more discussion.
12 Q. Andwhat do you recall in

13 that regard?

14 A. | don't recall any precisely

15 verbal statements, but | do recall a

16 general discussion like why isit that
17 our history is poorer in value creation
18 than our future, did we approve the

19 right projectsin the past, or isthis
20 something else. And | think that the
21 trend was no, we did the right things
22 inthe past, we didn't have any other
23 information, and we doubt whether the
24  projects as presented for the first
25 time, the new projects, do indeed have
0392

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 thisincreasein profitability.

3 Hence, there was a generd

4 understanding developing that the new
5 projects, although each individual

6 project was proper -- was doable as

7 described, collectively there was

8 over-optimism in the forward portfolio.
9 Q. Wasthere any particular
10 member of the ExCom who was more vocal
11 than others?
12 A. Wadll, if you have six or
13 seven ExCom membersthey all have their
14  own persondlity trait -- traits and
15 characteristics. Mr. Watts was clearly
16 intheroom, Mr. Restucci was clearly
17 intheroom, Mr. Sprague was clearly in
18 theroom.
19 Q. And are those three members
20  of the ExCom who you recall voiced
21 their opinions after discussing this
22 dide?

Case 3:04-cv-00374-JAP-JJH  Document 362-2
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23 A. Weéll, they expressed

24  opinions aong thelinesthat I've just

25 catched.
0393

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 Q. Does anything stand out from
3 what was said that you can attribute to
4  Mr. Watts, Mr. Sprague or Mr. Restucci?
5 A. No, I think I've already

6 stated that. Did we get it wrongin

7 thepast, are we too optimistic in the

8 future, thereisindeed a significant

9 difference. If you look at the older

10 projects and the new proposed projects,
11 wedid agood job in the past, there

12 must be some optimism in the forward
13 portfolio.

14 Q. Whowasit that conveyed the
15 opinion that Shell had done agood job
16 inthe past?

17 A. 1did.

18 Q. And what was your reasoning
19 for saying that?

20 A. Becausewe, asacompany we
21 have apretty good track record.

22 Q. Any other reasons?

23 A. | think that's the most
24 important reason. And when we made
25 decisions as a company, we aways made

0394
1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP
2 decisions on the basis of careful
3 analysisof the data and information
4  available after taking alternatives
5 into consideration, and at the moment
6 wetook these decisions, asfar as|
7 could judge, on the basis of what we
8 knew at the time we took the decisions,
9 those werethe only right decisionsto
10 take.
11 Hindsight is always easy.
12 Q. Thatistrue. Wasthere

[EEN
w

agreement with your analysis, with your
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14  reasoning by the ExCom members?
15 A. Yes yes. Therewasno
16 disagreement.
17 Q. If youcanlook at the dlide
18 DB 07483. I'm just wondering, under
19 the bottom part where it says slipped,
20 and| takeit these are projects --
21  well, rather than me characterizing,
22 why don't you just tell me briefly what
23 itsays.
24 MR. FERRARA: What what
25 says?
0395

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 MR. HABER: Thisdlide.

3 A. Okay. Thisdidelistsa

4 number of projectsthat had their FIDs
5 planned in the year 2000. So when we
6 look at the business plan 1999, all

7  these projects were supposed to have

8 sanctioning and thus the final

9 investment decision in the year 2000.
10 Now a number of these

11 projects actually took final investment
12 decisionsin the year 1999, namely, two
13 projectsin Malaysiaand one project in
14  Iran. Then there were a number of

15 projectsthat when we looked again at
16 these projectsin the year 2000, these
17  projects were still scheduled to take
18 thefinal investment decision in the

19 year 2000. However, roughly half of
20 the projects that were supposed to take
21  FID inthe year 2000 on the prognosis
22  of 1999, were considered in the year
23 2000 to take FID in the year 2001 or
24  later.

25 A number even made it into
0396

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 2004 and there were three projects

3 wherewe didn't even have adate for

4  theinvestment decision.
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5 This means that roughly half

6 of the projects expected to take FID in

7 2000 appeared to be suffering a delay.

8 Q. Andthe--what I'd liketo

9 know isthe reference to Shell
10 Australia, in particular does that
11 refer to the Gorgon gas fields?
12 A. The Northwest Shelf LNG
13 expansion and the Australia LNG train 1
14  wererelated, certainly the Northwest
15 Shelf wererelated partly to Gorgon. |
16 don't know the details of all these
17 projects at this moment in time, but,
18 yes
19 MR. HABER: Thisis probably
20 agood breaking point so if we want to
21 take afew minutes.
22 THE VIDEO OPERATOR: Off the
23 record at 2:44, thisisthe end of tape
24 5.
25 (A recess was taken.)
0397

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 THE VIDEO OPERATOR: We're
3 back ontherecord, it's 3:11, and this

4 istapeb.

5 Q. Mr. Platenkamp, do you

6 recall how long the presentation that

7 you gave on June 26th, 2000 |asted?

8 A. My recollectionisthat it

9 lasted about an hour.

10 Q. And at thetimethat you

11  concluded the presentation, was there a
12 question and answer period that

13 followed with the members of the ExCom?
14 A. No. Normally wewould do

15 the questions and answers as they came
16  up during the presentation. So we had
17 noformal rule. | tell the story and

18 then they can ask questions. We always
19 try todo that asinteractive as
20 possibleto make sure that
21  understanding was built up aswe
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22  progressed through the presentation.

23 Q. | believeyou said that Mr.
24 McKay had accompanied you to the
25 presentation?
0398

ROELOF PLATENKAMP

A. Hewasintheroom with me,
that's correct.

Q. Did he make any comments
during the presentation?

A. Hemay well have made one or
two comments to clarify something. |
don't remember that.

Q. Okay. Didyou discussthe

presentation with Mr. McKay after you
left the ExCom meeting?

=
FPBoo~v~oohrwnpk

12 A. When you go through this

13  kind of presentation then you walk out
14  andit'svery normal that you discuss
15 what happened and how we're going to
16 takeit forward.

17 Q. Anddoyou recal having

18 such adiscussion with Mr. McKay?
19 A. Yes, | don't recall the

20 precisedetails. We walked out of the
21 room and said okay, we go ahead with
22  the workshop as planned, let's get

23 ready for it.

24 Q. When you left the meeting,

25 did any ExCom member say anything to
0399

ROELOF PLATENKAMP
you in particular?

A. Notthat | -- not that | can
remember. | had a number of people
commented that it was a good piece of
staff work that | presented.

Q. Doyourecal any of the
members saying anything that can be
considered negative?

10 A. No, no, absolutely not.
11 Difficult issue, clearly understood,
12 difficult message, clearly understood.

©CoooO~NOOLPA~WNPE
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13 But absolutely no -- no remarks that
14  expressed discontent or anything like
15 that.
16 | think thiswasa-- wasa
17 difficult presentation clearly. |
18 think | presented an important point.
19 | wanted the ExCom to be fully aware of
20 theissues we were dealing with. |
21 asol think | madeit clear earlier, |
22 wanted to be pretty clear that the
23  operating units delivered high quality
24  staff work. Thereis no doubt about
25 that. | referred to the internal
0400

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 consistency.

3 And the operating units had

4 dso-- I'mlooking for the proper

5 expression -- had also reacted to the

6 message that we had left over from

7 1999. In 1999, we, when we went

8 through capital allocation, after we

9 had weeded out the poorer projects, we
10 actually cameto the conclusion that in
11 1999 we were alittle bit short of

12 projects. So we had encouraged the
13  operating unitsto come forward with
14  projects. And of course come forward
15 with projectsin a consistent manner,
16 inamanner aimed at growth. And I'm
17 convinced that al the individual

18 project teamsthat delivered their

19 projectsto the OUs and then the OUs
20 delivering the projectsin their

21 submission to us, that again, I've said
22 it before, those projects themself were
23  thoughtful and within the isolation of
24 that project, given enough nurture and
25 care, they could deliver. That wasthe
0401
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2 firm belief of the project teams,

3 against that promise. It'sonly when

Case 3:04-cv-00374-JAP-JJH  Document 362-2
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4 you put the total together that you

5 recognize that you can't deliver all of

6 them inthat manner.

7 So all these projects were

8 delivered with the best possible intent
9 and checked | think internally for the
10  doahility.

11 So take one project, okay,

12 we have, maybe we have to increase the
13 number of petroleum engineers by 20
14  percent and put an additional drilling
15 engineer and maybe hirein a

16 contractor, then we can deliver at this
17 timescale That'sfine. Butif you

18 doitfor al of them and you see, for
19 instance, on the exploration side that
20 you haveto have afour-fold

21 acceleration of what you're doing, then
22 maybe you need afour-fold increase of
23  staff levels, and that was never

24 anywherethere.

25 So | think what I'm trying
0402
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2 tosay isthat the OUs, the project

3 teamsdelivered the projects that was

4 tothe best of their ability, it'sonly

5 when you put it together that you

6 recognize something hasto give, this

7 can't be done.

8 Q. Butindividualy there had

9 to be some optimism that was not

10 achievable otherwise when you put them
11 atogether you wind up with the result
12  that you testified about earlier where
13  you have anumber of 34 percent that is
14  too optimistic; isn't that correct?

15 MS. ASHTON: Objection.

16 MR. MORSE: Object to the

17 form; argumentative.

18 MS. ASHTON: Objection.

19 Q. Youcan answer.

20 A. Thepoint I'm making isyou
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21 cantake any project out of this
22  submission and you can talk to the team
23  that made the submission, and the
24 supervisor of the team, and the story
25 that you would receive would be a story
0403
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2 that was consistent. Yes, we can

3 deliver against these milestones, but

4 there would be a number of provisos.

5 We need the staff, we need funding, we
6 need to get the permit in time,

7  blah-di-blah-di-blah. For an

8 individual project, al of that | think

9 were defendable statements. But if you
10 summate that, if you integrate that

11 over the entire investment program then
12 you have so many ifsthat have to be
13  met that in the totality you ask

14 yourself can thisreally be done. And
15 that wasthe mirror that | was holding
16  up.

17 | think that's important to

18 understand. Those projects were

19 professionally described projects.
20 These were projects that may have been
21  stretching it, but we always went for
22  stretching our projects. But -- how
23 should | say that? -- these were good,
24  sound, professionals that put thisin
25 theproject portfolio. When you
0404

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 integrateit, you say, well, hang on a

3 second, something isn't quite -- quite

4  right.

5 Q. Whenyou'rereferring to

6 putting stretch into the projects, are

7 you referring to the various provisos,

8 theifsthat you just testified about?

9 A. Someof theifs. Also,

10 let'ssay normally when you do a study
11 of thistypeit takes 12 month, and we
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12 -- wenow say that we will do thisin
13 eight month. And we think we can do
14  that because we have a smarter way of
15 doing simulations, we will do less

16 sengitivities because some of these
17 sendgitivitiesare nonsensical. Now,
18 that's a pretty good argument and can
19 most likely be substantiated, but it is
20 astretch if anormal simulation takes
21 12 months and you say I'm going to do
22 thisineight, but it's your
23 accountability, your responsibility
24  when you say | can do that with my
25 team.
0405
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2 Q. Sowhen you'retalking about
3 thecumulative you're talking about all
4 thevarious OUsthat sort of build in

5 that stretch, that's when you look back
6 andsay, well wait asecond, thisis

7 not -- thisis either not achievable or

8 it'stoo optimistic?

9 MR. MORSE: Objectionto

10 form.

11 A. Thereis--1 smply

12 compared it with the outcome of the
13 previousyearsand | seeacertain

14  disconnect and | wanted to hold up a
15 mirror, let's be careful, let'sreally

16 check this, yes.

17 Q. Okay.

18 A. But all those projects teams,
19 they'relooking forward. They're not
20 looking over their shoulders.
21 Q. Rignt.
22 A. They'relooking forward.
23  Thisisour project, thisis how we're
24 goingto do it.
25 Q. | believeearlier you
0406

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 testified about giving a presentation
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3 totheCMD in| believe October of

4 2000.

5 A. | don't remember the precise

6 dates but there were two presentations
7 | gavetothe CMD, one on the plan and
8 oneon the options.

9 Q. When you say the options,

10 what are you referring to?

11 A. I'mtalking to the strategic

12 options. So after we have made say the
13 foundation plan, then -- and thereis
14  still room in the total Capex for the

15 Shell group, EP could get part of that
16 Capex and we could use that to do

17 certain strategic options. That's how
18 welabeled them.

19 Q. Okay. I'dliketo discuss

20 the business plan.

21 MR. HABER: What I'd liketo
22 doismark as Exhibit 8 adocument that
23  reads 2000 EP business plan - volume
24 2" Andlet mejust givethe Bates

25 rangefor therecord. It's LON
0407

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 01241290 through LON 01241346.

3 (Platenkamp Exhibit 8

4  for identification, Bates stamped LON
5 01241290 through LON 01241346.)

6 Q. Mr. Platenkamp, have you

7 seen this document before?

8 A. Absolutely.

9 Q. Andwhat isthis document?

10 A. Thisdocument isthe EP

11  business plan, volume 2, for the year
12 2000.

13 Q. Didyou present thisto the

14 CMD on or about October 23, 20007?
15 A. Yes, | did, withone

16 qualification. | presented a set of

17 dlidesthat comprised most of the

18 information contained in this plan.

19 The business plan was given to the CMD

Case 3:04-cv-00374-JAP-JJH  Document 362-2
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20 aspre-reading material.

21 The second point, going

22  through thisone, | am not yet

23 convinced, convinced, sorry, that this
24  wasthefina business plan because |
25 see some annotations that someone must
0408

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 have made. It may be that thiswas not
3 yetthefina document. | don't know.

4 | don't recognize the handwriting. It

5 may have been done after they received
6 thefina copy.

7 Q. Why don't we just go through

8 some of the pointsthat are madein

9 this document.

10 A. Yes

11 Q. Actualy, beforel do that,

12 | want to ask you do you recall how far
13 inadvance you provided the business
14 planto the CMD as pre-reading?

15 A. Therewerevery strict rules

16 forthat. | don't remember the rules

17 precisaly, but | would think they

18 receivedit at least aweek before the
19 presentation, something of that order.
20 Q. Anddo you recal who the

21  members of the CMD were at the time you
22 gave the presentation?

23 A. Mark Moody-Stuart, Howard
24  ruse, Phil Watts, Joeren van der Veer,
25 Paul Skinner were the CMD members at
0409

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 thetime. Mark Moody-Stuart was

3 charman.

4 Q. Did anyone accompany you to
5 the CMD meeting when you made the
6 presentation?

7 A. Of course. Firstof al,

8 Phil wasthere on the one hand asa

9 sponsor of the presentation and on the

10 other hand asa CMD member. There were
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11 two presentations. Onel gave on the
12 plan, one on the strategic options.

13  There may have been one or two ExCom
14  members who attended the presentation.
15 Q. Do youremember if Linda

16 Cook attended the presentation?

17 A. Thisonewasin the year

18 2000. At that moment intime Linda
19 Cook was part of the gas and power
20 organization, and | don't think she

21 attended the presentation.

22 Q. Doyourecdl if Bob Sprague
23 had attended the presentation?

24 A. | mustadmit| only -- |

25 don't remember who was there. | know |
0410
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2 wasthere to give the presentation.

3 Oneor two ExCom members may have been
4  there aswell to give moral support,

5 but | don't -- honestly, | don't

6 remember -- remember that.

7 Q. I'mjust goingtotry to

8 refresh your recollection alittle bit

9 more.

10 A. That'sfine.

11 Q. Doyourecal if Tim Warren
12  attended with you?

13 A. One of those presentations |

14  do believe Tim was present, yes.

15 Q. Butyoudon'thavea

16 recollection of which one?

17 A. No, | --no, I don't. No

18 doubt we can find it out if we look at
19 the minutes of the CMD meetings, but
20 the main objective wasto get the

21 message across. That was my job, and
22 that'swhat | was focused on, and |

23 don't remember who was there, no.

24 Q. What was the message that

25 you weretrying to get acrossto the
0411

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP
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2 CMD by the presentation that you made
3 tothem?

4 A. Okay. | takeit we're

5 taking about the presentation of the

6 businessplan.

7 Q. Correct.

8 A. The message | wanted to get
9 acrossisfairly straightforward. This
10 isthe EP business plan. Itisbuilt

11 onacareful analysis of what we

12  currently havein the pipeline. It's

13  built on the existing asset base. We
14  believeit's doable, and we believe

15 thisbusiness plan should receive the
16 agreement of the CMD and subsequent
17 conference.

18 Q. Just jumping ahead, was the
19 business plan approved by the CMD?
20 A. Yes

21 Q. Andwasthe business plan

22  approved by the conference?

23 A. Yes

24 Q. Okay. During the -- during

25  your presentation, do you recall if any

0412
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2 of the members of the CMD had asked you
3 questions about the information that

4 you were giving or made comments about
5 theinformation you were giving?

6 A. Yes. During -- during the

7  presentation there were occasiona

8 questions. Do | remember particularly

9 which questions? No, | don't. |

10 dont't.

11 Q. Do you recall which members

12  of the CMD had asked the questions?

13 A. | remember Harry Roels

14  asking the question relating to

15 economics. | remember even though we
16 didn't have afinance member on the

17 CMD, the head of finance, Steve Hodgson
18 waspresent intheroom. He asked me a
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19 question about the finance aspects of
20 theEPplan. | think we had some
21 genera discussion between Mark
22 Moody-Stuart and myself about the
23 outcome of strategic cost leadership.
24 But | -- that's about the extent that |
25 remember.
0413

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 Q. Doyou recall what the sum

3 and substance of the discussion was

4 with Mr. Moody-Stuart about the outcome
5 of the strategic cost leadership?

6 A. Yes, | think the sum and

7  substance there was based on -- on the
8 cost savings that we had achieved, we
9 had reached a point where we could say
10 that EP had delivered on the cost

11  promises made at the moment we

12 initiated the strategic cost leadership
13 initiative.

14 If | remember right, we had

15 to deliver something like 4.2 billion,
16 and| think in the year 2000 we could
17 dready demonstrate that we had

18 achieved that amount of cost savings.
19 Q. Other than the issues that,
20 or questions that you just mentioned by
21  some of the members of the CMD, do you
22  recall any others, others meaning
23 questions or comments that were raised
24 by members of the CMD?
25 A. | remember that there was at
0414
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2 acertain moment in time adiscussion

3 about the competitive performance of

4  Shell interms of unit finding cost,

5 unit development cost and unit

6 operating cost, and the unit margin of

7 Shell. And | remember pointing out to
8 the CMD that we had the best unit

9 finding cost, and thisis all based on
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10 external dataprovided by Prudential.

11 That on the basis of unit finding cost
12 wewereadollar abarrel ahead of the
13 competition, on the basis of unit
14  development cost we were adollar ahead
15 of the competition, on the basis of
16 unit Opex we were adollar ahead of the
17 competition. And on the basis of crude
18 redlization we were aso ahead of the
19 competition due to the geographical
20 spread of the barrel and the API
21 quadlity, yet on the basis of unit
22 margin, thistheoretical advance of
23 severd dollars per unit barrel --
24  severa dollars per barrel, we
25 apparently lost that margin due to the
0415
ROELOF PLATENKAMP
various tax regimesin which we were
operating. That was one discussion
that | still remember.
Q. Andwho did you have that
discussion with on the CMD?
A. Mark Moody-Stuart, Phil
Waitts, Paul Skinner, they were dll
involved.
Q. Which tax regimes are you
referring to in your prior answer?

=
FPBoo~v~oohrwnpk

12 A. Thetax regimesin all the

13  countrieswhere we operate. They vary
14 widely.

15 Q. Other than the issues that

16 you'vejust discussed, any other issues
17 come to mind where you recall questions
18 or comments from members of the CMD?
19 A. No, nothing else comesto

20 mind. If | wereto read the minutes of

21  the meeting they would probably refresh
22  my memory, but nothing else comes to
23 mind at thismoment in time.

24 Q. Haveyou seen the minutes of

25 the meeting?
0416
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2 A. | have seen adraft version

3 of the minutes of the meeting and | was
4 asked to provide comments to the draft
5 minuteswhich | did. | haven't seen

6 thefina minutes of the meeting at the
7 time

8 Q. Okay. Withregard to the

9 business plan, did you have any

10 involvement in the preparation of the
11  document?

12 A. Weéll, my main task wasto
13 deliver the EP business plan, so yes,
14  thiswas my document.

15 Q. Werethere people who

16 assisted you in preparing the document?
17 A. Yes, | had some 30-odd staff
18 helping me.

19 Q. Didthat include Aidan
20 McKay?
21 A. Indeed.
22 Q. Diditinclude Remco

23 Adbers?

24 A. Yeah, avery small part, but
25 yes.
0417
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2 Q. Anyoneéesethat you

3 mentioned?

4 A. Oh,yes. Itincluded work

5 done by Fons Claessens of economics,
6 Pascal Poupet of economics. It

7 included work done by Bart Lismont of
8 portfolio, Peter van Driel of

9 portfolio. | shouldn't do thisto you.
10 Q. Wecan help her with alot

11  of the names.

12 A. But | mean there were quite
13 afew people contributing to this

14  document. Ajit Bansal contributed,
15 George Menane, Manuel Garcia. Many
16 people contributed to the document.
17 Q. | wouldliketojust ask you
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18 acouple of questions about the
19 information in the business plan.
20 A. Yes
21 Q. If you could turn to Page 9
22  of the document, and that's the one that
23  endswith the last two numbers 99 of the
24 Batesrange. Onthetop it says"3.
25 Objectives, strategic and challenges
0418
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2  (continued)."

3 A. Yes

4 Q. I'dliketodirect your

5 attention to the statement under "Gas."
6 A. Yes

7 Q. Inparticular the sentence

8 that reads, "Wewould liketo retain

9 our strong competitive position in

10 deepwater by focusing on alimited

11 number of material (Gulf of Mexico,
12 Nigeria, Brazil and Angola) and

13 emerging (Egypt, Trinidad, Morocco)
14 basins." What was the basis for that
15 statement?

16 A. The basiswas that we wanted
17 to haveafocused portfolio, i.e. we

18 did not want to be everywhere where you
19 could be in deepwater, but those areas
20 where we believed we could be material,
21 and we wanted to maintain our strong
22 position in deepwater. And you can
23 only do that if you don't spread

24 yourself too thin.

25 Q. Okay. The next sentencein
0419

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 that paragraph reads, "In addition we

3 will try to leverage Shell Deepwater

4  Services (SDS) capabilitiesin novel

5 ways" What did you mean by that?

6 A. Precisely what it says.

7 Q. Waell let me ask you how did

8 youintend to leverage SDS's capabilities
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9 innove ways?

10 A. Upto that moment in time,

11 we had used Shell Deepwater Services as
12 aservice company to Shell ventures.

13  Wewere talking about the possibility

14  to use Shell Deepwater Servicesasa

15 service provider to other parties that

16 required deepwater expertise.

17 For instance, a company like

18 Petrobrasin Brazil might have need of
19 specific expertise that Shell Deepwater
20 Services could provide. So servicesto
21  third parties would be a novel way to

22  leverage capabilities of SDS.

23 Q. Didyou have any other ways
24  toleverage SDS's capabilitiesin mind
25 atthetime?

0420
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2 A. No. That waswhat we had in

3 mind, to the best of my knowledge.

4 Q. Under Caspian/CIS ail, the

5 third sentence reads"A very large

6 discovery has been made by OKIOC on the
7  Kashagan prospect in the northern part

8 of the Caspian Sea." What is OKIOC?

9 A. That'sthe name of the

10 company that had made the discovery of
11 atruly enormousfield in the Caspian

12 Sea. And | am now trying to decipher
13 theacronym, but | think | failed, but

14 OKIOC isacompany in which a number of
15 international oil companies

16 participated, such as Exxon Mobil,

17 AGIP, Shell, I think BP wasin there

18 but subsequently sold out.

19 Q. Doyou recall how largea

20 volume of gaswas involved in the

21  Kashagan prospect?

22 A. | don't remember precisely

23 theamount that wasinvolved. Thiswas
24  early daysthe year 2000. We knew it
25 wasavery large discovery, agiant
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field, avery large giant, but
additional appraisal were required to
determine with more certainty the oil
and gasinitially in place, but it was
huge.
Q. Do you know who the operator
was of the project?
A. | don't know who the
operator was of that -- of that moment
intime, it was of course OKIOC, but |
do remember that at the end of the year

13 2000/early 2001, adecision had to be
14  made which of the international oil

15 companies was going to take thelead in
16 the development, and a number of

17 companies, amongst which Shell made a
18 hid, and inthe end it wasthe Italian

19 company AGIP that was granted
20  operatorship for the development phase
21 of thefield.
22 Q. Do you have arecollection
23  of what Shell's share was of the
24 project?
25 A. Not precisdly. Itinitialy
0422
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2 wasintheorder | believe of something
3 like 16 percent. When one of the other
4 participants sold out Shell increased

5 itssharel believe to something like

6 22 percent, but those numbers are

7  approximate.

8 Q. Was Shell doing any

9 technical work on the project?
10 A. Shell wasdoing itsown
11 evauationsof -- of the prospect. It
12 waspretty clear that thiswas
13 material. It wasalso clear that this
14 wasaproject that would require lots
15 of expertise and before Shell made any
16 commitmentsto participate in the next
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17 phaseit needed to evaluate the
18 possibilities and the options.
19 Q. Do you know who from Shell
20 wasdoing the technical work?
21 A. Technical work was done
22 predominantly in the Rijswijk office of
23 Shell.
24 Q. Doyouknow if SDS had any
25 involvement in the technical work?
0423

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 A. SDShad no involvement in

3 thetechnical work. Asfar as| know,
4  thiswas not deepwater, it's shallow

5 water. Asl said, it wasdonein

6 Rijswijk where the technical staff of

7  Shell International E& P isworking.

8 Q. Okay. Do you recall anyone

9 expressing adesireto book reservesin
10 Kashagan in the year 2000?

11 A. No, | don't remember that.

12 | don't remember that.

13 Q. Doyourecal anyone

14  expressing the importance of the

15 project to Shell in the year 2000?

16 MR. MORSE: Objectionto

17 form.

18 A. There were many people who
19 were quite excited about thisfield.

20 It had been avery long time since a
21 field of that size had been discovered.
22 Itwasalsoinacompletely new oil and
23 gasprovince. Itisinthe province

24  where there waslittle or no

25 infrastructure. So for everyone
0424

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 involved thiswas an exciting event,

3 and whenever you have an exciting event
4  peopletalk about it, people want to

5 participate, people want to be

6 involved. So many people were talking
7  about the Kashagan venture. The people
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8 involved in Rijswijk and of coursethe

9 peopleinvolved in the organization of

10 Din Megat under which the Caspian area
11 fell, they were excited about it.

12 Q. You mentioned Din Megat.

13 Washetheregional business director?
14 A. Din Megat was the regiona

15 business director.

16 Q. And that wasfor the region

17 EPM?

18 A. That wasfor the region EPM.

19 Q. Andthe EPM wasthe Middle
20 Eastif I'm correct?

21 A. The EPM wasthe Middle East
22 and Russia at that moment in time.

23 MR. HABER: I'd like to mark
24  as Exhibit 9, Platenkamp Exhibit 9, an
25 email exchangethe last of whichis
0425

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 from Din Megat, athough the document
3 saysZaharuddin Megat and | probably

4  didn't pronounce his name correctly.

5 It'sdated July 1, 2000. It's sent to

6 Remco Aaberswith acc to Lorin Brass,
7  Stuart Brown, Martin Ferstl, Aidan

8 McKay, Mike Newman and Mr. Platenkamp.
9 And the subject line reads, re OKI10C -
10 Kashagan reserving. It hastwo Bates

11 ranges. ThefirstisV 00371048

12 through V 00371049. And the second one
13 isBrass 0111 through Brass 0112.

14 (Platenkamp Exhibit 9

15 for identification, Bates stamped V

16 00371048 through V 00371049 and Brass
17 0111 through Brass 0112.)

18 Q. Haveyou seen this email

19 correspondence before?

20 A. 1 guess| have seenit.

21 Again, it'sone of those emails on

22 which| wascc'd. It'safairly

23 standard email from Remco to Mr. Megat
24  explaining that once you have drilled

Case 3:04-cv-00374-JAP-JJH  Document 362-2
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25 anexploration well you are not yet in
0426

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 aposition that you can book reserves.

3 Q. Doyou recal discussions

4 with Mr. Megat where he had expressed
5 importance to book reservesin

6 Kashagan?

7 A. No.

8 MS. ASHTON: Objection to

9 theform.

10 A. Theanswerisno, | don't

11 remember that.

12 Q. Looking at the second email

13 on Page 1 from Mr. Aabersto Mr. Megat
14 inwhich you were also cc'd, the first
15 paragraph of the email says, "

16 understand the importance and pressure on
17 ‘'reserves booking for Kashagan." Do you
18 recall having discussions with Mr.

19 Aalbersabout that sentence, or that

20 portion of the sentence?

21 A. No.

22 Q. Doyou recall having

23 discussions with Din Megat about that
24  portion of the sentence | just read?

25 A. No. Tomethisis-- this

0427

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 iswhat always happens, you have a

3 discovery, inthis particular case a

4  pretty large discovery and then people
5 areawayskeen to go to the outside

6 world and tell them what we find and

7 what we havefound. Thisisfairly

8 normal practice.

9 Q. Whois Stuart Brown and what
10 washis position at that time?

11 A. Stuart Brown | think had just
12 been appointed to be the regional

13  business advisor in the EPM organization
14  for the Caspian.

15 Q. Wereyou ever asked to go to

Page 61 of 76

file:///C)/Documents¥%20and%20Setti ngs/daustin/Desktop/Deposition%20Transcripts/111506rp.txt (116 of 131)9/18/2007 4:02:17 PM



file://ICJ/Documents¥20and%20Setti ngs/dausti n/Desktop/Deposition%20T ranscripts/ 111506rp. txt

16 the Kashagan project to investigate the
17  project?

18 MS. ASHTON: Objection to
19 form.

20 MR. MORSE: Objectionto

21 form.

22 MS. ASHTON: Yes, objection
23 toform. | don't know what you mean by
24 investigate. If you know, you can

25 answer.
0428

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 A. No, | don't, | don't know

3 what is meant here.

4 Q. Looking back at the business

5 plan, Exhibit 8.

6 A. Yes

7 Q. Onthe-- that's Page 11 of

8 the document under number 4, 2000 EP
9 business plan, and that's the Bates

10 number that ends with the last two

11 digitsO1.

12 A. Yes

13 Q. I'mlooking at the right

14  side of the page under clustering of

15 resources.

16 A. Yes

17 Q. Andit says, thefirst

18 bullet point, "To develop and maintain
19 key exploration, organizationa

20 capabilities, centers of excellence

21  (clusters) with critical massto

22  promote organizational learning will be
23 established.” What did you mean by
24  that?

25 A. Okay. Shell E&P had been
0429

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 without an exploration director for

3 quitesometime. | don't know

4 precisely when this happened, but

5 somewhere around 1995 it was decided
6 that we did not need longer an
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7 exploration director in Shell EP. |

8 think this coincided with the new EP

9 organization in which the BusCom was
10 formed; the BusCom being populated by
11 regional business directors who at that
12 moment in time had a predominantly
13 governing role and these regional

14  business directors would each also take
15 theresponsibility for exploration. Up
16 tothat moment in time there had always
17 been aseparated global E& P exploration
18 director.

19 In the year 2000 it was
20 realized that thiswas no longer the
21 right way forward, and weinstalled in
22 theyear 2000 a new head of global

23 exploration. And this new head of

24  global exploration of course had atask
25 to set about an organization that would
0430

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 deliver the best possible exploration

3 results.

4 And in order to do that, it

5 wasdecided to set up a number of

6 centersof excellence, clustersfor the

7 variousregions to support the

8 exploration activitiesin the various

9 regions, or the various topics.

10 So there would be a group

11 looking at portfolio management, there
12 would be agroup looking, or a cluster
13 looking after technology, that kind of
14  activity. Soitwasrebuilding a

15 (global exploration function which was
16 quite achange from the previousfive
17 years.

18 Q. Andwho wasthe head of this
19 global exploration?

20 A. Thefirst head was Mr. Andy
21  Wood, who was appointed early 2000 to
22 takethat role.

23 Q. And how long did Mr. Wood
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24  stay inthat role, if you know?

25 A. 1 think Mr. Wood stayed in
0431

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 that roletill | believe 2003.

3 Q. Who succeeded him?

4 A. Thatrolewasthenraisedin

5 importance. Up to that moment in time
6 therolewasreporting within the SEPIV
7 organization. It wasrecognizedin

8 2003 that in order to be truly

9 contributing to EP, it was necessary

10 that the global head of exploration was
11 amember of the ExCom. And when
12 Matthias Bichsel took that rolein

13 2003, he did that from an ExCom

14  position.

15 Q. Moving down alittle bit, on
16 thefourth bullet point on that page

17 there'sareference to clustering of

18 capabilitiesin place for deepwater.

19 What doesthat refer to?

20 A. Okay. Clustering of

21 capabilities was aready a done deal

22  for deepwater in the year 2000 because
23  we had the capability and the

24  organization in Houston in Shell

25 Deepwater Services. So that was a done
0432

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 dedl, anicestick. Wetried for the

3 new exploration organization to copy

4 the best practices learned from Shell

5 Deepwater Services and put clustersin
6 placein Rijswijk and The Hague to

7 bundle the capabilities.

8 Q. Andwasthat done?

9 A. That wasdone, but | want to

10 beabsolutely clear that we understand
11 this. Deepwater Services served asa
12 model. Deepwater Services had nothing
13 to do with the newly created

14  exploration capability clustersin the

Case 3:04-cv-00374-JAP-JJH  Document 362-2
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15 center in Rijswijk and The Hague,
16 completely different. Deepwater is not
17  part of exploration.
18 Q. Withregardto the
19 clustering that involved deepwater, how
20 didit -- how did that clustering
21 operate? Wasthere a sharing of
22 information, aflow of information that
23  went from Houston to say one of the
24  officesin Rijswijk?
25 MS. ASHTON: Object.
0433

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 Objection to the form.

3 Q. If you can explain the

4  process.

5 A. Again, Shell Deepwater

6 Services had nothing to do with the new
7 exploration organization that we were

8 building in The Hague and Rijswijk. So
9 Shell Deepwater Services worked on

10 behalf of those operating units that

11  had deepwater in their portfolio.

12 Shell Deepwater was used as an example
13 that by clustering activitiesin one

14  center rather than distributing al

15 these activities over the various

16 regions, you could get afar better

17  result.

18 Let metry to explain that.

19 It would have been an organizational

20 model to say Shell Oil, Gulf of Mexico,
21  you do your own deepwater, Nigeria, you
22 do your own deepwater, Philippines, you
23  do your own deepwater, etcetera, and
24  then you would have a deepwater

25 organization in each of the regions,
0434

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 By creating one big center in Houston,

3 you would have an organization that had
4  critical mass, more knowledge, more

S5 power, etcetera
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6 And the same was true for

7 exploration. Rather than having

8 exploration distributed over all those

9 regions with regional centrareporting
10 into aboss without exploration

11  background, we thought the time was
12 thereto build centra centraly that

13  could leverage their capability across
14 theregions. Soin thiscontext, SDS
15 wasnothing but an example that it was
16 better to go for acentrally driven

17 organization.

18 Q. You can put thisaside.

19 MR. HABER: What we're going
20 to mark as Platenkamp Exhibit 10isan
21 email exchange, it's multiple emails

22  between Mr. Platenkamp and Mr. van de
23 Vijver --

24 MS. ASHTON: Can| makea
25 suggestion, can we have her mark it
0435

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 first so he can be reading it, because

3 otherwise he'swaiting.

4 MR. HABER: That'sfine.

5 MS. ASHTON: It may makeit
6 alittlefaster. Thanks.

7 (Platenkamp Exhibit 10

8 for identification, Bates stamped V

9 00072742 through V 00072762 and DB
10 06842 through DB 06862.)

11 MR. HABER: Let mejust go
12 back and note for the record what we've
13 marked as Platenkamp Exhibit 10. It's
14  aseries of emails between Mr.

15 Platenkamp and Walter van de Vijver,
16 thelast of which isdated January 29,
17 2004. There are also attachmentsto
18 theemail exchange. There aretwo

19 Batesranges. ThefirstoneisV

20 00072742 through V 00072762. The
21 second rangeis DB 06842 through DB
22 06862.
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23 Q. Mr. Platenkamp, have you

24  seen thisemail correspondence before
25 today?

0436

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 A. Indeed.

3 Q. Canyoutel ushow --

4 withdrawn.

5 Can you explain the context

6 inwhich these emails were sent?

7 A. I'mnot sure whether there

8 isanemail missing, but it'salso

9 possiblethat the initiation of this

10 seriesof emailsisatelephone

11  conversation between myself and Walter
12 vande Vijver, who -- who called me and
13 wanted help from me to understand what
14 | had shared with the ExCom in January
15 and June 2000. This conversation took
16 place somewherein January. | just

17 happened to be on holiday again. You
18 must get the impression that I'm always
19 on holidays. | was skiing.

20 SO upon my return | sent an

21 email to Walter on the 28th of January,
22 and then he asked for some clarification,
23 and | sent aclarification aday later.

24 Q. Didheexplainthereason

25 why he was looking for the information?
0437

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 A. Wiédll, at that moment in time

3 what we now know in Shell internally as
4  thereservescrisis had started. Walter

5 wanted more information.

6 Q. Didheidentify anything in

7 particular that he was looking for?

8 A. Hewanted to know in

9 particular what | had shared with the

10 ExComintheyearsthat | acted asvice
11 president, strategy, economics and

12 planning.

13 Q. Didyou have any subsequent
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14  discussionswith Mr. van de Vijver?

15 And subsequent to these emailsisthe
16 reference point.

17 A. | don't remember any further
18 email exchanges. And | don't think we
19 had any further discussions over the
20 telephone.
21 Q. Doyourecal any
22 face-to-face discussions with Mr. van
23 deVijver?
24 A. Notin 2004.

25 Q. Didyou have any
0438

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 face-to-face discussions with Mr. van

3 deVijver subsequent to 20047

4 A. Never, ever.

5 Q. How about prior to 2004, and

6 I'mexcluding the time that you werein
7 Bakersfield?

8 A. AsI| mentioned earlier this

9 afternoon, | had a meeting with Walter
10 inquarter 3 2001.

11 Q. Okay.

12 A. Thatwasall. | haveto

13 stand corrected. | also attended a

14  Christmas party that Walter gave |

15 believe December 2003 or December 2002.
16 | don't remember. | think December

17 2003. And -- at hisresidencein

18 Wassenwar where he invited senior staff
19 inE&P. Andthat'swherel saw him for
20 thelast time. So that must have been
21 either December 2002 or December 2003,
22 | don't remember precisely. There were
23 so many Christmas parties.

24 Q. Doyou recal discussing any

25 business related issues during this

0439

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 time?

3 A. | remember very clearly that

4 wedid not discuss anything related to
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5 thebusiness.

6 Q. Looking at Exhibit 10 --

7 beforel get to that question. Do you
8 recall any subsequent communications
9 with Mr. van de Vijver, and notably
10 email, to what we just marked as

11  Exhibit 10?

12 A. | don't remember. There may
13  have been some further clarification,
14 but | don't remember.

15 Q. Okay.

16 A. | think thiswasthe last

17 exchange we had, but...

18 Q. Inyour email, and I'm

19 looking at Page 1, the last paragraph
20 of theemail you say "The key dlide
21  from the presentation was the

22 following. And the difference” colon
23  --I'msorry, semicolon, "and the

24  difference between the proposed data
25 and the outcome of the ExCom meeting is
0440

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 large!” Why did you write that?

3 MS. ASHTON: Why did he

4  writeit?

5 MR. HABER: Yes.

6 MS. ASHTON: Object to the
7 form. But you can answer it if you

8 haveareason for writing it that way.
9 A. | think that's pretty clear.

10 The proposed data which refer to the
11 dataproposed for the 20-F and what
12  madeit, and I'm not referring to 20-F,
13 but made it to the external world, that
14 differenceislarge.

15 Q. Andwhat information, to be
16 specific, are you referring to?

17 A. Wedlit'sinthetable. The

18 proposed data were 37 percent. But as
19 wediscussed yesterday, there are many
20 waystolook at that. At this moment
21 intime, proved reservesin line with
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22  SEC regulations came to the foreground.

23 MS. ASHTON: I'm sorry, when
24  you say at thismoment in time, when?
25 A. | meant 2004.
0441

ROELOF PLATENKAMP

MS. ASHTON: Okay.

A. Andwhat | indicate hereis
that in 2000 the SEC part, that was the
proposed data. So | don't know how to
expressthat. What I'm sayingisif we
had focused only on SEC data, then the
proposed replacement rate was 37
percent.

Q. Thenext part of the
sentence reads, "By the way, in the

=
FPBoo~v~oohrwnpk

12 meeting we agreed to exclude Iran, but
13 thereserves appeared in the press

14 release." Wereyou referring to the

15 January 31st, 2000 meeting?

16 A. | wasreferring to the

17 January 31st meeting, and my

18 recollection in 2004 was that in the

19 meeting we agreed that Iran was -- that
20 wedidn't know yet whether we could
21 book it or not. For thetime being it

22 would be excluded. Subsequently it
23  became part of the 20-F.

24 Q. What reason did you have for
25 pointing that out to Mr. van de Vijver?
0442

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 A. Becauseit wasn't included

3 inthe 37 percent.

4 Q. Andin pointing out the

5 difference between the 37 percent and
6 the 56 percent number, doesthis

7 refresh your recollection as to what

8 number was reported by Shell?

9 A. If | remember correctly, the

10 56 made it to the 20-F, and something
11 closeto ahundred percent madeit to
12 theexterna disclosurein total,
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13 regarding al the resources.

14 MR. HABER: If | can have

15 about two or three minutes | can let

16 you know if there's anything further

17 that | intend to ask.

18 THE VIDEO OPERATOR: Well
19 go off therecord 4:13, thisis tape 6.
20 (A recess was taken.)
21 THE VIDEO OPERATOR: We're
22  back ontherecord, it's4:22, thisis
23 tapeb®.

24 Q. Mr. Platenkamp, | just have

25 very few questions, perhaps even less.
0443

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 Haveyou heard of Project Rockford

3 before?

4 A. No.

5 Q. Wereyou ever asked by anyone
6 at Shell to do work in connection with,
7 asyoutermed it before, the crisis with
8 reserves?

9 A. Canyou clarify the

10 question.

11 Q. Did anyone contact you in or
12 about the end of 2003 to request your
13 assistancein reviewing al the

14 information that was related to the

15 reservescrisis, asyou termed it?

16 A. No, no. | wasnot

17  approached in 2003.

18 Q. Wereyou approached in 20047?
19 A. In 2004 | wasonly asked to
20 beinterviewed.

21 Q. Who asked you?

22 A. | don't remember. One of

23  the company peoplein London of group
24 audit. They invited me out to London
25 where they questioned me for a couple
0444

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 of hours-- of hours.

3 Q. Wasthat questioning done by
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4 alaw firm by the name of Davis Polk &
5 Wardwell?

6 A. Itwaspart -- it was part

7  of the program that Davis Polk did.

8 Q. Haveyou ever heard of a

9 project by the name of Project Hugis?
10 A. Project?

11 Q. Hugis, H-u-g-i-s?

12 A. No. No.

13 MR. HABER: Subject to any
14  other questions that anyone has, for

15 thetime being I'm done.

16 MR. FERRARA: Perhapswe
17 have one question for clarification to
18 Mr. Platenkamp.

19 EXAMINATION BY MR. FERRARA:
20 Q. Mr. Platenkamp, I'd like to

21  direct your attention back to exhibits
22 number 2 and 3 of your examination here
23  today, Exhibit number 2 being the

24  memorandum that was sent to the ExCom
25 inpreparation for the January 31<t,
0445

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 2000 meeting, and Exhibit 3 being the

3 PowerPoint screens that you used to

4 support your presentation to ExCom on
5 January 31st, 2000.

6 A. Yes

7 Q. Doyou havethosein front

8 of you?

9 A. | havethosein front of me.

10 Q. | believeyou have

11 previoudly testified that in both of

12  these documents you recommended to
13 ExCom that the proved reserves number
14  to beincluded in the form 20-F was 37
15 percent; isn't that correct?

16 A. Thatiscorrect.

17 Q. Asyou know, in the 20-F

18 that wasfiled with the Securities and
19 Exchange Commission in year 2000 for
20 year end '99, at Page 41 the proved
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21 reserves were reported to be net of
22  divestments and acquisitions 56

23  percent; isn't that right?

24 MR. HABER: Objection to
25 form.
0446

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 A. That's correct.

3 MR. HABER: Go ahead.

4 A. That's correct.

5 Q. Didyou believe at the time
6 that the 20-F wasfiled in 2000 that
7 thosefiling it had areasonable basis
8 for believing and reporting crude

9 reservesa 56 percent?

10 A. Yes | did.

11 MR. FERRARA: | have no
12 further questions.

13 MR. HABER: Thank you very
14 much, Mr. Platenkamp. We very much
15 appreciate your time over the last two
16 days. Thank you.

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

0447

1 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

2 THE VIDEO OPERATOR: Well
3 gooff therecord. It's4:25. Thisis
4  theend of tape 6, volume 2.

5 (Time noted: 4:25 p.m.)

6

7

8

9 ROELOF PLATENKAMP

10

11 Subscribed and sworn to before me

Filed 10/10/2007
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12 this day of , 2006.
13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

0448

1

2 STATEOFNEW YORK ) Pg_of Pgs
3 Ss.

4 COUNTY OF NEW YORK )
5 | wish to make the following changes,
6 for the following reasons:

7 PAGELINE

8 _ CHANGE:

9 REASON:

10 _ ~ CHANGE:

11 REASON:

12  CHANGE:

13 REASON:

14 CHANGE:

15 REASON:

16 __ CHANGE:

17 REASON:

18 _ CHANGE:

19 REASON:
20 CHANGE:

21 REASON:

22 _ CHANGE:

23 REASON:

24 _ CHANGE:

25 REASON:

0449

1

2 CERTIFICATE

Filed 10/10/2007
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3 STATE OF NEW YORK )

. SS.
4 COUNTY OF NEW YORK )
5 |, GAIL F. SCHORR, a Certified
6 Shorthand Reporter, Certified Realtime
7 Reporter and Notary Public within and for
8 the State of New Y ork, do hereby certify:
9 That ROELOF PLATENKAMP, the
10 witness whose deposition is hereinbefore set
11 forth, was duly sworn by me and that such
12 deposition isatrue record of the testimony
13 given by the witness.
14 | further certify that | am not
15 related to any of the partiesto this action
16 by blood or marriage, and that | am in no
17 way interested in the outcome of this

18 matter.

19 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have
20 hereunto set my hand this__ day of

21 , 2006.

22

23

24

25 GAIL F. SCHORR, C.SR., C.R.R.
0450

1 EXHIBITS

2

3 DESCRIPTION PAGE LINE
4 (Platenkamp Exhibit 5 for 281 21
5 identification, Bates

6 stamped PBW 0006178 through

7 PBW 0006186.)

8 (Platenkamp Exhibit 6 for 311 18
9 identification, Bates

10 stamped V 00120307 through V

11 00120370 and DB 07471

12 through DB 07534.)

13 (Platenkamp Exhibit 7 for 317 21
14 identification, Bates

15 stamped PBW 0003646 through

16 PBW 0003648.)

17 (Platenkamp Exhibit 8 for 407 3
18 identification, Bates
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23
24
25
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stamped LON 01241290 through
LON 01241346.)

(Platenkamp Exhibit 9 for 425
identification, Bates

stamped V 00371048 through V
00371049 and Brass 0111

through Brass 0112.)

0451

RBoo~ouhs~wNr

NNNNNNRPRRRRRRR
AR WNRPOOWONOOURAWN

(Platenkamp Exhibit 10 for 435
identification, Bates

stamped V 00072742 through V
00072762 and DB 06842

through DB 06862.)

14

Filed 10/10/2007
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