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. PURPOSE
This Stipulated Order will govern discovery of electronically stored informatiesI{)
in this case as a supplement to the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, this Court's\€aiidel
the Discovery of Electronically Stored Information, and any other applicablesade rules.
[I. DOCUMENTS PROTECTED FROM DISCOVERY
(2) The production of privileged or work-product protected documents,
electronically stored information (“ESI”) or information, whether inadvertent orwibe, is
not a waiver of the privilege or protection from discovery in this case or in any odleealfer
state proceeding. This Order shall be interpreted to provide the maximum protdotie al
by Federal Rule of Evidence 502(d).
(2) Nothing contained herein is intended to or shall serve to limit a party’s right to
conduct a review of documents, ESI or information (including metadata) foanekey

responsiveness and/or segregation of privilege and/or protected information befureipns.

IT 1S SO STIPULATED.

IT IS SO STIPULATED, THROUGH COUNSEL OF RECORD..

Dated November 28, 201 VELTON ZEGELMAN P.C.

By: /s/ Daniel Velton

DANIEL VELTON
Attorneys for Plaintiff

Dated November 28, 201 ORRICK HERRINGTON & SUTCLIFFE, LLP

By: /sl Michael Delikat
MICHAEL DELIKAT
Attorneys for Defendant

Filer's Attestation: Pursuant to Civil Local Rule 5-1(i)(3), | attest under penalty of
perjury that concurrence in the filing of the document has been obtained frogmétosy.
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Dated November 28, 201 Respectfully submitte,

/s/ Michael Delikat
MICHAEL DELIKAT

PURSUANT TO STIPULATION, IT IS SO ORD

ERED.
«ﬁg DISTR]C}
Dated 11/ 29/ 2016 CSQV\\QA
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