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lodged a copy of the documents with the Court, and the Court has reviewed those document
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Having reviewed the documents, the Court hereby orders that some, but not all, documents |

produced. The Court notes that, for some documents (Bates-stamped 20, 21, 24, and 136) i

been able to conduct an in camera review because the doctor’s handwritten notes are illegible.

However, given the Court’s rulings here, the parties should be able to meet and confer and W
any remaining disputes with respect to these documents. If not, the parties should file a joint

within two weeks of the date of this order, addiag what the remaining dispute is and each pa
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respective position. Plaintiff must also transcialpg handwritten notes, if necessary, to enable the

Court’s review and resolution of the dispute.
The Court’s rulings here are informed by the parties’ compromise agreement that Plai

would produce documents responsive to the modified subp&@ea®&ocket No. 30 (Stip. T 7).
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(2) Plaintiff shall produce documents Bates-stamped 5-6, 9-12, and 131-32 becaus
are probative of an injury related to stress.

(2) Plaintiff need not produce documents Bates-stamped 16-18 and 53-54 becausg
do not appear to be responsive to the modified subpoena.

3) Plaintiff shall produce documents Bates-stamped 39-42 because the modified
subpoena specifically asks for billing and insurance information.

This order resolves Docket No. 30.
IT IS SO ORDERED.
Dated: June 12, 2013

EDé;;; M. CHEN

United States District Judge
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