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Having considered the papers submitted in support of Defendant’s Motion for Leave to
File Motion for Reconsideration of the Court’s June 1, 2020 order granting in part and denying
in part the motions to seal, and the arguments of counsel, see ECF No. 207, as it relates to
Exhibit 36 to the Declaration of Benjamin M. Mundel in Support of Plaintiff’s Opposition to the
Motion for Summary Judgment (“Exhibit 36”), the Motion is hereby GRANTED. Plaintiff
Exeltis USA, Inc. is granted leave to file Exhibit 36 under seal, with the direction that Plaintiff
publicly file a version of Exhibit 36 with text that contains proprietary business information
identifying Defendant’s customers redacted.

IT IS SO ORDERED.
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