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RECITALS

WHEREAS, the State filed its Complaint-in-Intemtion (“State’s Complaint”) with the
Court in this action on September 21, 2017 (Dkt. 57);

WHEREAS, Defendant agreed to waive fornsarvice of the State’s Complaint and
summons upon it pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 4(d), establishing Defendiesadne to respond tp
the State’s Complaint as November 21, 2017 (Dkt. 80);

WHEREAS, Relator filed his First Amended Complaint (“Relator’'s Complaint”) with the
Court in this action on September 28, 2017 (Dkt. 79);
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WHEREAS, Defendant Rite Aid (“Rite Aid”) filech consolidated motion to dismiss both

10 || the State’s and Relator’s @plaints with prejudice on January 19, 2018, based on the grounds
11 || that, among things, Relator and State fagtede a claim under the False Claims Act under

12 || Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 8 and 9(b);

13 WHEREAS, Rite Aid also intends to seek a motiorstay of all discovery in this case

14 || unless and until the Court rules that Relator aedttate have adequately stated a claim against
15 || Rite Aid, which the State and Relator will oppose;

16 WHEREAS, all Parties agree that entry into t&8pulated Protective Order is without

17 || waiver or prejudice to any party’s positiontivrespect to a stay of discovery pending

18 || determination of Rite Aid’s motion to dismiss;

19 WHEREAS, Local Rule 141.1(c)(3) requas parties to showhy a court order should

20 || address the need for protection as opptsedprivate agreement among the parties;

21 WHEREAS, the documents produced in and relevarthis litigation are likely to

22 || contain and involve production obnfidential, proprietary, gorivate information, including

23 || Protected Health Information (“PHI"), for whidpecial protection frorpublic disclosure and

24 || from use for any purpose other than gasging this litigation may be warranted.

25 STIPULATION

26 || 1. PURPOSE AND LIMITATIONS

27 Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 26(c), 45 C.F.R. § 164.512, and the

Moraan, Lewis 28 || @pplicable local rules, the giges stipulate to and petitidghe court to enter the following
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1 || Stipulated HIPAA Qualified Protective Ordefhe parties, by and through their respective
2 || counsel, mutually agree that a protective ottat meets the requirements of a “qualified
3 || protective order,” as that term is defined byGlE.R. § 164.512(e)(1)(v), and mutually agree tp
4 || remain in full compliance with any privacyq@irements imposed by regulations promulgated
5 || under the Health Insurance Portability akmtountability Act of 1996 (45 C.F.R. § 164)
6 || (“HIPAA").
7 Under the Health Insurance Portabityd Accountability Act of 1996 (“HIPAA”),
8 || covered entities may disclose PHI in the coursangfjudicial proceeding (1) in response to a
9 || court order, provided that thevared entity discloses only the Pékpressly authorized by such
10 || order or (2) in response to a subpoena, discaegyest, or other lawfydrocess, that is not
11 || accompanied by a court order under certamditions. 45 C.F.R. § 164.512(e)(Iee also Cal.
12 || Civ. Code 8§ 56.10(b)(1) (allowing disclosurenoédical records), Cal. Welf. & Inst. Code §
13 || 5328(f) (allowing disclosure ahental health records).
14 The parties acknowledge that this Ordergdonet confer blanket protections on all
15 || disclosures or responses to digery and that the prettion it affords from public disclosure and
16 || use extends only to the limited information omtethat are entitled to confidential treatment
17 || under the applicable legatinciples. The parties further asdwledge, as set forth in Section
18 || 12.3, below, that this Stipulated Protective @mdiges not entitle themo file confidential
19 || information under seal; Federal Rule of CRibcedure 5.2, Civil Leal Rules 141 and 141.1, apd
20 || the Court’s Standing Orders settfothe procedures that must be followed and the standards|that
21 || will be applied when a party seeks permission from the court to file material under seal.
22 || 2. DEFINITIONS
23 2.1  Challenging Party: a Party or NonHdyahat challengethe designation of
24 || information or items under this Order.
25 2.2 “CONFIDENTIAL” Information or Itemsinformation (regardless of how it is
26 || generated, stored or maintained}amgible things that qualify fgorotection as PHI as that term
27 || is defined under HIPAA and the FedeRagulations enactgulrsuant to HIPAA.
28 2.3 Counsel (without qualifier): Outside Coehef Record and House Counsel (as
M%iii‘fuﬁvﬁif & STIPULATED HIPAA QUALIFIED
M 2 PROTECTIVE ORDER
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well as their support staff).

24 Designating Party: a Party don-Party that designatedanmation or items that it

produces in disclosures or responses to discoveag “CONFIDENTIAL PROTECTED
HEALTH INFORMATION.”

2.5 Disclosure or DiscoveiMaterial: all items or information, regardless of the

medium or manner in which it is generated, exiolor maintained (including, among other things,

testimony, transcripts, and tangible things), wh&produced or generated in disclosures or
responses to discovery in this matter.

2.6  Expert: a person with spel@ad knowledge or experiea in a matter pertinent tg
the litigation who has been retained by a Party aratsisel to serve as awrpert witness or as a
consultant in this action.

2.7 Health Information: defined as set forth in 45 C.F.R. § 160.103.

2.8 HouseCounselattaneys who are employees of Rite Aid.

2.9 Non-Party: any natural person, partngrsborporation, associah, or other legal
entity not named as a Party to this action.

2.10 Outside Counsel of Record: attorneymware not employees of a party to this

action but are retained to represent or advise & frathis action and hawagppeared in this actio
on behalf of that party or are affiliated with a law firm which has appeared on behalf of that
2.11 Party: any party to this action, iading all of its fiduciaries, trustees,
recordkeepers, administrators, and their successarterest, as well as consultants, retained
experts, insurers, re-insurers, and Out§ldensel of Record (and their support staffs).

2.12 Producing Party: a Party or Non-Party that produces Disclosure or Discovery

Material in this action.

2.13 Professional Vendors: persons or entttias provide litigation support services

(e.g., photocopying, videotaping, tedating, preparing exhibitsr demonstrations, and
organizing, storing, or retrieng data in any form or medium) and their employees and
subcontractors.

2.14 Protected Health Information/PHIfibed as set forth in 45 C.F.R. § 160.103.

STIPULATED HIPAA QUALIFIED
3 PROTECTIVE ORDER
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PHI also includes confidential mental healtformation and records uad California Welfare
and Institutions Code 8§ 5328(a).

2.15 Protected Material: any Dissure or Discovery Mataal that is designated as

“CONFIDENTIAL PROTECTED HEALTH INFARMATION,” which designation is not
challenged or, if challenged, survives such challenge.

2.16 Receiving Party: a Party that receivescldisure or Discovery Material from a

Producing Party.
3.  SCOPE

The protections conferred byisiStipulation and Order coveaot only Protected Material
(as defined above), but also (1) any informatiopied or extracted frorRrotected Material; (2)
all copies, excerpts, summaries,compilations of Protectédaterial; and (3) any testimony,
conversations, or presentations by Partiesar thounsel that reveal Protected Material.
However, the protections conferred by thigp&ation and Order do not cover the following
information: (a) any information that is inglpublic domain at the tienof disclosure to a
Receiving Party or becomes part of the public domaéter its disclosure to a Receiving Party 3
a result of publication not involrg a violation of this Ordegnd (b) any information known to
the Receiving Party prior to the disclosure or obtained by the Receiving Party after the disd
from a source who obtained the information lawfully and is under no obligation of confident
to the Designating Party. Anyeisf Protected Materialt trial shall be goveed by a separate
agreement or order.
4, DURATION

Even after final disposition of this litigatn, the confidentiality digations imposed by
this Order shall remain in effect until a Desiting Party agrees othervisn writing or a court
order otherwise directs. Finalsgiosition shall be deemed to be tater of (1) dismissal of all
claims and defenses in this action, with othwiit prejudice; and (2) final judgment in this actig
after the completion and exhawstiof all appeals, rehearingemands, trials, or reviews,
including the time limits for filing any motions applications for extensioof time pursuant to

applicable law.
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5. DESIGNATING PROTECTED MATERIAL

51 Exercise of Restraint and Care in Designating Material for Protection. Each

or Non-Party that designatesanmation or items for protectiomnder this Order must take care
to limit any such designation toegfic material thatjualifies under the apprapte standards.

5.2 Manner and Timing of Designations. Excapbtherwise provided in this Order

(see, e.g., second paragraph of section 5.2(a) below) or as otherwise stipulated or ordered
Disclosure or Discoveriylaterial that qualifie$or protection under this Order must be clearly ¢
designated before the materimdisclosed or produced.

Designation in conformity ih this Order requires:

€)) for information in documentary form (e.g., paper or electronic docume
but excluding transcripts of depositions or othetipal or trial proceedings), that the Producing
Party affix the phrase “CONBENTIAL PROTECTED HEA.TH INFORMATION” on each
page which contains any PHI.

A Party or Non-Party that makeriginal documents or materials available for inspecti
need not designate them for protection untegrathe inspecting Party has indicated which
material it would like copied and produced. ribg the inspection and before the designation,
of the material made available for inspentshall be deemed “CONFIDENTIAL PROTECTED
HEALTH INFORMATION.” After the inspectind?arty has identified the documents it wants
copied and produced, the Produckayty must determine which documents, or portions therg
qualify for protection under this Order. Then, before producing the specified documents, tf
Producing Party must affix the “CONFIDHMAL PROTECTED HEALTH INFORMATION”
legend to each page that contdirstected Material. If only a pawn or portions of the material
on a page qualifies for protection, the ProducingyPalso must clearly identify the protected
portion(s) (e.g., by making appropriatearkings in the margins).

(b) for testimony given in deposition or other pretrial or trial proceedings,
that the Designating Party identify on the reavithin thirty days after completion of the
deposition, hearing, or other perding, all protected testimony.

(©) for information produced in some form other than documentary and fg

STIPULATED HIPAA QUALIFIED
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other tangible items, that thed@lucing Party affix in a prominéplace on the exterior of the

container or containers which the information or itens stored the legend “CONFIDENTIAL
PROTECTED HEALTH INFORMATION.” If onlya portion or portions of the information or
item warrant protection, the Producing Party, to the extent practichialk identify the protecteq
portion(s).

5.3 Inadvertent Failure to Designate. iAadvertent failure to designate qualified

information or items does not, standing aloneye/#éhe Designating Party’s right to secure

protection under this Orderrfsuch material. Upon timelyorrection of alesignation, the

Receiving Party must make reasonable efforts taradbat the material is treated in accordang

with the provisions of this Order.

6. CHALLENGING CONFIDENTIALITY DESIGNATIONS

6.1 Timing of Challenges. Any Party obh-Party may challenge a designation of

confidentiality at any time. Unless a pronepillenge to a Designating Party’s confidentiality
designation is necessary to avoid foreseeahblastantial unfairness, unnecessary economic
burdens, or a significant disrupti or delay of the litigation, a Rg does not waive its right to
challenge a confidentiality degiation by electing not to mouatchallenge promptly after the
original designatn is disclosed.

6.2 Meet and Confer. The Challengingti?@hall initiate tle dispute resolution

process by providing written notice of each dediigmait is challenging and describing the bas
for each challenge. To avoid ambiguity asvteether a challenge hbsen made, the written
notice must recite that the challenge to confiiddity is being made in accordance with this
specific paragraph of tHerotective Order. The parties shatlempt to resolve each challenge i
good faith and must begin the process by conferrirectly within 14 days ofhe date of service
of notice, unless otherwise exteabby agreement of the partids. conferring, the Challenging
Party must explain the basis its belief that the confidenti&y designation was not proper and
must give the Designating Party an opportunityetaew the designated meaial, to reconsider
the circumstances, and, if no chamgelesignation is offered, to explain the basis for the chos

designation. A Challenging Party may proceed ¢ortbxt stage of the challenge process only

STIPULATED HIPAA QUALIFIED
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it has engaged in this meet and confer procestsdii establishes thdte Designating Party is
unwilling to participate in the meet andnfer process in a timely manner.

6.3  Judicial Intervention. If the Parties cannot resolve dectged without court

intervention, the Challenging Party shall #ed serve a motion chatiging the confidentiality
(in compliance with Civil Local Rules 141 and 141.1apblicable) within 2Hays of the initial
notice of challenge or within 14 days of theta agreeing that the meet and confer process
not resolve their dispute, whiever is earlier, unless thisadline is otherwise extended by
agreement of the parties. Each such matioist be accompanied by a competent declaration
affirming that the movant has complied witle tneet and confer requirements imposed in the
preceding paragraph.

The burden of persuasion in any such lemgle proceeding shall be on the Challenging
Party. While challenges are pending, all partied| glontinue to afford the material in question
the level of protection to wth it is entitled under the Prodag Party’s designation until the
court rules on the challenge.

7. ACCESS TO AND USE OF PROTECTED MATERIAL

7.1 Basic Principles. A Receiving Party mag iotected Material that is disclosed

will

or produced by another Party or @yNon-Party in connection with this case only for prosecuting,

defending, or attempting to setthas litigation. Such Protectddaterial may be disclosed only
to the categories of persons and under the conditions described in this Order. When the li
has been terminated, a Receiving Party musipty with the provisions of section 13 below
(FINAL DISPOSITION).

Protected Material must be stored and nzaned by a Receiving Party in a manner tha
ensures that access is limited to thespes authorized under this Order.

7.2 Disclosure of “CONFIDENTIAL PRTECTED HEALTH INFORMATION” or

Items. Unless otherwise ordered by the cougermitted in writing by the Designating Party,
Receiving Party may disclose any infation or item designated “CONFIDENTIAL
PROTECTED HEALTH INFORMATION” only to:

(@) the Receiving Party’s Outside CounsieRecord in this action, as well as

STIPULATED HIPAA QUALIFIED
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1 || employees of said Outside Counsel of Recomtltom it is reasonably necessary to disclose the
2 || information for this litigation and who havegsed the “Acknowledgmemind Agreement to Be
3 || Bound” that is attached hereto as Exhibit A;
4 (b) fiduciaries, trustees, recordkeepaninistrators, and their successors in
5 || interest, as well as consultantstained experts, House Counsel, and Outside Counsel of Record
6 || (and their support staffs) of the Receiving Partwkmm disclosure is reasonably necessary far
7 || this litigation and who have signed thcknowledgment and Agreement to Be Bound”
8 || (Exhibit A);
9 (c) Experts (as defined in this Order) of the Receiving Party to whom
10 || disclosure is reasonably necagdar this litigation and whiave signed the “Acknowledgment
11 || and Agreement to Be Bound” (Exhibit A);
12 (d) the court and its personnel;
13 (e) court reporters and their staff, psd®nal jury or trial consultants, mock
14 || jurors, and Professional Vendors to whom disalessi reasonably necesgdor this litigation
15 || and who have signed the “Acknowledgmantl Agreement to Be Bound” (Exhibit A);
16 () duringtheir depositionswitnesses in the action to whom disclosure is
17 || reasonably necessary and who have signethitienowledgment and Agreement to Be Bound’
18 || (Exhibit A), unless otherwise agrebyg the Designating Party or oree by the court. Pages of
19 || transcribed deposition testimony or exhibits to démrs that reveal Pretted Material must be
20 || separately bound by the court reporter and mayeatisclosed to anyone except as permitted
21 || under this Stipulated Protective Order.
22 (9) the author or recipient of a douent containing the information or a
23 || custodian or other person who otherwisegessed, had access to, or knew the information.
2418, ANON-PARTY'S PROTECTED MATERIA L SOUGHT TO BE PRODUCED IN
25 THIS LITIGATION
26 (@)  The terms of this Order are agpble to information produced by a Non-
27 Party in this action and designai@sl“CONFIDENTIAL PROTECTED HEALTH
28 | INFORMATION.” Such information produced bydd-Parties in connectionith this litigation
M%iii‘fuﬁvﬁif & STIPULATED HIPAA QUALIFIED
M 8 PROTECTIVE ORDER
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is protected by the remedies antiefgprovided by this Order. Noifg in these provisions should
be construed as prohibigg a Non-Party from seeking additional protections.

(b) In the event that a Party is reepa, by a valid discovery request, to
produce a Non-Party’s PHI in its possession, aedPrty is subject to an agreement with the
Non-Party not to produce the Non-Party’s PHI, then the Party shall:

(2) promptly notify in writing theRequesting Party and the Non-Party
that some or all of the information requestedubject to a confidentiality agreement with a Nan-
Party;

(2) promptly provide the Non-Party with a copy of the Stipulated
Protective Order in this litigation, the relevalidcovery request(s), and a reasonably specific
description of the information requested; and

3) make the information requestadailable for inspection by the
Non-Party.

(©) If the Non-Party fails to object seek a protective order from this court
within 14 days of receiving the notice and aopanying information, the Receiving Party may|

produce the Non-Party’s PHI resparesio the discovery requedf.the Non-Party timely seeks

D

protective order, the Receivifarty shall not prodie any information in its possession or
control that is subject to the confidentialityragment with the Non-Party before a determinatipn
by the court. Absent a cowtder to the contrarythe Non-Party shall bear the burden and
expense of seeking protection in th@urt of its Potected Material.

(c) Nothing in this protective order litea any Party from producing material
under this protective order to other parties, pamsto requirements of¢éal and federal rules.

9. UNAUTHORIZED DISCLOSURE OF PROTECTED MATERIAL

If a Receiving Party learnsah by inadvertence or otherwigt has disclosed Protected
Material to any person or in any circumstanceawthorized under this Stipulated Protective
Order, the Receiving Party must immediatelyn@ijfy in writing the Designating Party of the
unauthorized disclosures, (b) utebest efforts to retrieval unauthorized copies of the

Protected Material, (c) inform the person orso&s to whom unauthaed disclosures were

STIPULATED HIPAA QUALIFIED
9 PROTECTIVE ORDER
Case No. 2:12-CV-01699-KIJM-EFB
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made of all the terms of this Order, andr@juest such person persons to execute the
“Acknowledgment and Agreement to Be Bourldat is attached Ineto as Exhibit A.

10. MISCELLANEOQUS

10.1 _Right to Further Relief. Nothing in ti¥der abridges the right of any person t¢

A =4

seek its modification by the court in the future.

10.2 _Right to Assert Other Objections. Bipslating to the entry of this Protective

Order no Party waives any rightotherwise would have to objetct disclosing or producing any
information or item on any ground not addressettig Stipulated Protective Order. Similarly,
no Party waives any right to object on any gitmuse in evidence of any of the material
covered by this Protective Order.

10.3 _Filing Confidential Protéed Health InformationWithout written permission

from the Designating Party or a court order sedwafter appropriate notice to all interested
persons, a Party may not file in tbeblic record in this actiorng confidential PHI. A Party that
seeks to file under seal any confidential Plist comply with Civil Local Rules 141 and 141.1].
Confidential PHI may only be filednder seal pursuant to a coartler authorizing the sealing of
the specific Confidential PHI. PursuantQwil Local Rules 141 and41.1, a sealing order will
issue only upon a request estdtilig that the confidential PHit issue entitled to protection
under applicable law, including, but not limited to, HIPAA. If a Receiving Party's request tq
confidential PHI under sealursuant to Civil Local Rules 14ihd 141.1 is denied by the court,
then the Receiving Party may file the informatiorthe public record ungs otherwise instructed
by the court.

11. FINAL DISPOSITION

Within 60 days after the final dispositiontbis action, as defirtein paragraph 4, each
Receiving Party must return all Protected Maiietio the Producing Party or destroy such
material. As used in this subdivision, “allo®ected Material” includes all copies, abstracts,
compilations, summaries, and any other forregtoducing or capturingny of the Protected
Material. Whether the Protected Materiateturned or destroyethe Receiving Party must

submit a written certification tthe Producing Party (and, if nottlsame person or entity, to thq

STIPULATED HIPAA QUALIFIED
10 PROTECTIVE ORDER
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Designating Party) by the 60-dayadiine that (1) identifies (by category, where appropriate)
the Protected Material that was returned orrdget and (2) affirms that the Receiving Party h
not retained any copies, abstsgatompilations, summaries amaother format reproducing or
capturing any of the Protected Maal. Notwithstandig this provision, Counsel are entitled to
retain an archival copy of all pleadings, motiopg, trial, deposition,r@ hearing transcripts,
legal memoranda, correspondence, deposition &iexhibits, expert reports, attorney work
product, and consultant and expert work prodeetn-H-such-mateals-contain-Protected
Material. However, pursuant th C.F.R. 164.512 (e)(1)(B) all protected health information
(including all copies) must be returned to the covered entity or destroyed at the end of the
litigation. Any such archival copies that contain onstitute Protected Matal remain subject
to this Protective Order as detth in Section 4 (DURATION).
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7

IT IS SO STIPULATED, THROUGH COUNSEL OF RECORD.

STIPULATED HIPAA QUALIFIED
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Dated: January 30, 2018

Dated: January 30, 2018

Dated: January 30, 2018

By

WATERS & KRAUS, LLP

By

MORGAN, LEWIS & BOCKIUS LLP

By

12 PROTECTIVE ORDER

/sl Emmanudl R. Salazar

EMMANUEL R. SALAZAR (Bar No. 240794)
Deputy Attorney General

2329 Gateway Oaks Drive, Suite 200
Sacramento, CA 95833-4252

Telephone: (916) 621-1835

Fax: (916) 274-2949

E-mail: Emmanuel.Salazar@doj.ca.gov

Attorneys for STATE OF CALIFORNIA

/sl Wm. Paul Lawrence, ||

WM. PAUL LAWRENCE, Il (Pro hac vice)
Washington D.C. Metro Office

37163 Mountville Road

Middleburg, VA 20117

Telephone: (540) 687-6999

Fax: (540) 687-5457

E-mail: plawrence@waterskraus.com

Attorneys forQui Tam Plaintiff
LOYD F. SCHMUCKLEY, JR.

/s/ Tera M. Heintz

TERA M. HEINTZ, Bar No. 241414
One Market, Spear Street Tower

San Francisco, CA 94105-1596
Telephone: +1.415.442.1000

Fax: +1.415.442.1001

E-mail: tera.heintz@morganlewis.com

Attorneys for Defendant
RITE AID CORPORATION

STIPULATED HIPAA QUALIFIED
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I, Tera M. Heintz, am the ECF user whadentification and password are being used t

file this Stipulated HIPAA Qualified Protectiv@rder. In compliance with L.R. 131(e), | hereby

FILER'S ATTESTATION

O

attest that Emmanuel R. Salazar and William Paul Lawrence, |l authorized and concurred In this

filing on January 29, 2018.

Dated: January 30, 2018

/s Tera M. Heintz
Tera M. Heintz

STIPULATED HIPAA QUALIFIED
13 PROTECTIVE ORDER
Case No. 2:12-CV-01699-KIJM-EFB
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[PROPOSED] ORDER

The above having been stipulated by altipa, and the Court having found good causq

IT IS SO ORDERED that pursuant to Local Rule 141c),(a Protective Order is hereby
entered which prevents from public disclosumeaccordance with the terms set forth in the
attached Stipulation, the follng category of information:

Category 1:  All Protected Health Infornati (“PHI”), as that term is defined in 45

C.F.R. 8 160.103, which may also include mentalthanformation and records under Califorri

Welfare and Institutions Code5328(a), in the possession, conamotl/or custody of (1) one or
more Parties to this litigation, or (2) anypMParty to whom a valid subpoena for document
preservation and/or production has besoaed by a Party to this litigation.

The Court finds that the above-described categbmformation presents a particularize
need which justifies prevention ptiblic disclosure oNon-Parties’ PHI. This protective order
meets the requirements of a “qualified protectiveer,” as that term is defined by 45 C.F.R.
8 164.512(e)(1)(v), and is necessary to prgtegtcy requirements imposed by regulations
promulgated under the Health Insurance Pditalaind Accountability Act of 1996 (45 C.F.R. §
164 et seq.) (“HIPAA”).

This need for protection is properly addrekbg an order of the Court to comply with
HIPAA'’s requirements concerning the protectiorPéfl. Namely, HIPAA requires that covere(
entities may disclose PHI in the course of anydiadliproceeding (1) in response to a court org
provided that the covered entiyscloses only the PHixpressly authorized by such order or (4
in response to a subpoena, discovery requesther awful process, that is not accompanied
a court order only (a) after notifation is provided to the individbevhose PHI may be disclosed
or (b) after obtaining assurances of “reasonablatsffto secure a “qudled protective order,”
such as this one. 45KER. § 164.512(e)(1)(i)—(ii)jsee alsoid. § 164.512(e)(1)(v) (defining
“qualified protective order” as “an order thfe court” or stipulaon of the Parties).Thus, a
gualified protective order from the Court is peopo ensure, and provide assurance to Non-
Parties that, PHI produced in this matter willhaintained confidentiallyvithout the need to

provide notification to eacimdividual, numbering in the hundrgdvhose PHI may be produced

STIPULATED HIPAA QUALIFIED
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in this matter.

Dated: February 7, 2018.

St A

74
EDMUND F. BRENNAN

UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE

15

STIPULATED HIPAA QUALIFIED
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1 EXHIBIT A

2 ACKNOWLEDGMENT AND AGR _EEMENT TO BE BOUND

3

4 : [print or type full name], of

5 [print or type full asldi@eclare under penalty of

6 || perjury that | have read in ientirety and understd the Stipulated HIPAA Qualified Protective

7 || Order that was issued by the United States Disroeirt for the Eastern District of California on

8 || [date] in the case d@chmuckley, et al. v. Rite Aid Corporation, Case No. 2:12-cv-01699-KJIM-

9 || EFB. I agree to comply with and to be bound byre terms of this Stipated HIPAA Qualified
10 || Protective Order and | understandiatknowledge that failure to so comply could expose me to
11 || sanctions and punishment in the nature of contemptomise that | will not disclose in any
12 || manner any information or item that is subjecthis Stipulated HIPAA Qualified Protective
13 || Order to any person or entity except in strict compliance with the provisions of this Order.
14 | further agree to submit to the jurisdictiohthe United States District Court for the
15 || Eastern District of California fahe purpose of enforcing thenes of this Stipulated HIPAA
16 || Qualified Protective Order, evéinsuch proceedings occur aftermination of this action.

17
18 || Date:
19 || City and State where sworn and signed:
20 || Printed name:
21 || Signature:
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
M%iiﬁfuﬁvﬁif & STIPULATED HIPAA QUALIFIED
R 16 PROTECTIVE ORDER
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