UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT>CVTHERNDISTRICT OF TEXAS

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS

HOUSTON DIVISION SEP 2 2 2000
EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY § Michael N ki
COMMISSION, $ ichael N. Milby, Clerk of Court
Plaintiff, S
S
V. § CASE NO. H-99-1414
S
AMOCO CHEMICAL COMPANY, INC. and § JURY
BP AMOCO CORP., S
Defendants. §
ORDER ( insbument No 34

Before the Court is EEOC’siSecond Motion for Partial Summary Judgment and Defendants
C wistrument No, 40)

Amoco Chemical Company and BP Amoco Corporation’s Response./ Detendants have withdrawn

their affirmative defense regarding conciliation, which is the subject of EEOC’s motion.

Accordingly, EEOC’s Second Motion for Partial Summary Judgment IS DENIED AS MOOT.

=
Done at Houston, Texas, on the _Z-Z day of éZé/j ’\ © 2000,

United States District Judge
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Rlchard A. Schwartz (1786945
Schwartz, Junell, Campbell & athout LLP

909 Fannin, Suite 2000
Houston, Texas 77010
(713) 752-0017 Telephone

(713) 752-0327 Telecopier

Attorneys for Defendants,
BP Amoco Corporation and
Amoco Chemical Company
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