
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

   
 )  
OCEANIC EXPLORATION COMPANY and 
PETROTIMOR COMPANHIA DE 
PETROLEOS, S.A.R.L., 

) 
) 
) 

 

 )  
Plaintiffs, )  

 )  
v. ) Case No(s).: 1:04-cv-00332-EGS 

 )  
CONOCOPHILLIPS, et al.,  )  
 )  

Defendants. )  
 )  
   

CONOCOPHILLIPS DEFENDANTS’ MOTION TO DISMISS  

The ConocoPhillips Defendants (consisting of ConocoPhillips; ConocoPhillips 

Company;  Tokyo Timor Sea Resources Inc.; Phillips Petroleum Company ZOC; Phillips 

Petroleum Company Indonesia; Phillips Petroleum (96-20), Inc.; Phillips Petroleum Production 

Indonesia, Inc.**; Phillips Indonesia, Inc.; Phillips International Investment, Inc.; 

ConocoPhillips (03-21) Pty Ltd; ConocoPhillips (03-12) Pty Ltd; ConocoPhillips (03-13) Pty 

Ltd; ConocoPhillips (03-19) Pty Ltd; ConocoPhillips (03-16) Pty Ltd; ConocoPhillips (03-20) 

Pty Ltd; ConocoPhillips Australia Pty Ltd; ConocoPhillips Australia Gas Holdings Pty Ltd; 

ConocoPhillips JPDA Pty Ltd (f/k/a and also sued as Phillips Petroleum Company ZOC Pty 

Ltd); ConocoPhillips Pipeline Australia Pty Ltd; ConocoPhillips STL Pty Ltd; ConocoPhillips 

WA-248 Pty Ltd; Darwin LNG Pty Ltd; and Tokyo Timor Sea Resources Pty Ltd) hereby move 

to dismiss under Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(1) and 12(b)(6) for the reasons more fully stated in the 

accompanying ConocoPhillips Defendants’ Memorandum of Law in Support of Motion to 

Dismiss.  The ConocoPhillips subsidiary defendants (consisting of all of the aforementioned 

defendants except ConocoPhillips and ConocoPhillips Corporation) also move to dismiss under 
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Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(2) for the reasons more fully stated in the accompanying ConocoPhillips 

Defendants’ Memorandum of Law in Support of Motion to Dismiss Second Amended 

Complaint. 

 
Dated: March 28, 2005 
 

 
_________________/s/___________________ 

Martin D. Beirne (D.D.C. Bar # TX0025) 
Jeffrey T. Nobles* 
W. Bruce Stanfill* 
David A. Pluchinsky* 
BEIRNE, MAYNARD & PARSONS, LLP 
1300 Post Oak Blvd., 25th Floor 
Houston, TX   77056 
(713) 623-0887  
(713) 960-1527 (facsimile) 
 
* Admitted pro hac vice 
 

Thomas D. Yannucci, P.C. (D.C. Bar # 358989)  
Michael D. Jones (D.C. Bar # 417681) 
Christopher Landau (D.C. Bar # 425319) 
Brant W. Bishop (D.C. Bar # 459255) 
Susan Engel (D.C. Bar # 484448) 
KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP 
655 Fifteenth Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC   20005 
(202) 879-5000 
(202) 879-5200 (facsimile) 
 
Russell D. Howell (Of Counsel) 
CONOCOPHILLIPS 
McLean Building 
600 North Dairy Ashford Road 
P.O. Box 4783 
Houston, TX   77210 
 

Counsel for Defendants ConocoPhillips; ConocoPhillips Company;  Tokyo Timor Sea Resources 
Inc.; Phillips Petroleum Company ZOC; Phillips Petroleum Company Indonesia; Phillips 
Petroleum (96-20), Inc.; Phillips Petroleum Production Indonesia, Inc.**; Phillips Indonesia, 
Inc.; Phillips International Investment, Inc.; ConocoPhillips (03-21) Pty. Ltd.; ConocoPhillips 
(03-12) Pty. Ltd.; ConocoPhillips (03-13) Pty. Ltd.; ConocoPhillips (03-19) Pty. Ltd.; 
ConocoPhillips (03-16) Pty. Ltd.; ConocoPhillips (03-20) Pty. Ltd.; ConocoPhillips Australia 
Pty. Ltd.; ConocoPhillips Australia Gas Holdings Pty. Ltd.; ConocoPhillips JPDA Pty. Ltd. 
(f/k/a and also sued as Phillips Petroleum Company ZOC Pty. Ltd.); ConocoPhillips Pipeline 
Australia Pty. Ltd.; ConocoPhillips STL Pty. Ltd.; ConocoPhillips WA-248 Pty. Ltd.; Darwin 
LNG Pty. Ltd.; and Tokyo Timor Sea Resources Pty. Ltd. 
 
** Phillips Petroleum Production Indonesia, Inc. (“PPPI, Inc.”) was sold, effective December 31, 1992, to Louisiana 
Land & Exploration Company.  In February of 1993, PPPI, Inc. was dissolved in Delaware.  Because PPPI, Inc. 
appears to have not been sued herein in respect of activities before 2000, the Plaintiffs have not properly served 
PPPI, Inc. or any successor, if any, thereof.  However, out of an abundance of caution, the ConocoPhillips 
defendants have joined the present motion in PPPI, Inc’s name, as well, to preserve any of its defenses and to the 
extent any action against a corporation dissolved in 1993 is still viable. 
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