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[PROPOSED] ORDER MODIFYING FEBRUARY 19, 2013 ORDER 
Case No. 4:12-cv-00790 SBA(NJV)

 

 Pursuant to the letter submitted by Plaintiff Oracle America, Inc. (“Oracle”) and 

Defendant DLT-Federal Business Systems (“DLT-FBS”), the Court hereby modifies the 

February 19, 2013 Order Re Plaintiff’s Motion to Reclassify Attorneys’ Eyes Only Designations 

Under the Protective Order, Dkt No. 157 so that the paragraph on page 3, lines 3-9 now reads: 

After reviewing the parties’ papers and hearing argument on this issue, the 

court finds that with proper redactions and limitations, the customer contracts in question 

are properly designated Confidential, rather than Attorneys’ Eyes Only, for the purposes 

of depositions of persons not employed by Oracle. All pricing and customer contact 

information shall be redacted for such depositions, unless the deponent is or was an 

employee of the customer or of a DLT-FBS contractor which serviced Oracle equipment 

or software for that customer. The documents shall otherwise remain Attorneys’ Eyes 

Only, with Oracle designating no more than five internal employees, who are not 

involved in marketing or sales, who may have access to the documents to assist in 

preparation of litigation. 

 

 
IT IS SO ORDERED: 
 
 
DATED:   , 2013 
 

By: 
Hon. Nandor J. Vadas 

United States Magistrate Judge
 

February 13


