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United States District Court
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

ELLEN HARDIN, Case No. 17-cv-05554-JST (TSH)

Plaintiff,
DISCOVERY ORDER

Re: Dkt. No. 237

V.

MENDOCINO COAST DISTRICT
HOSPITAL, et al.,

Defendants.

In ECF No. 237, the Court granted Defendantstion for reconsideration pursuant to
Civil Local Rule 7-9(b)(2) of a portion of EQRo. 106. Because the parties’ briefing on the
motion for reconsideration was all-or-nothing, @@urt made some observations about subjectg
addressed in documents produced by Antelggdeey and Community Regional that could be
sufficiently relevant to this action to warrantf®edants’ use of them neithstanding Plaintiff
Ellen Hardin’s privacy objeatns. The prior employers hadoduced hundreds of pages of
documents, however, and the Court wantedsodsa precise order. Accordingly, the Court
ordered the parties to meet and confer, atitey could not agreehy have not) to submit

competing proposals by Bates number speauifyaxactly which pages in the document

productions Defendants should be aboleise. The Court ordered the parties to submit the lettef

brief by 3:00 p.m. today so thtdie Court could issue a follow-ondar this afternoon in light of
the depositions starting on Mondage ECF No. 222, to which these documents are relevant. T
parties have filed their joint briedee ECF No. 248, and the Court has considered it.

Because it is important for the Court to isshis order today, the Court does not explain
for each document why it does or does not agidethe request to use it. The Court’s order

follows the reasoning set out in ECF No. 237 andudh&er arguments of éhparties in the joint
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letter brief. A detailed order explaining tB®urt’'s decision as to each document could not
feasibly be issued today.

The CourtORDERS that Defendantsmay use the following documents, and no others,
from the document productions of Aldpe Valley and Community Regional:

Antelope Valley: AVH 1-7,9-12, 17-2@8-38, 40, 43-47, 60, 71, 74-76, 78-83, 85-93,
95-106, 109, 151-53.

Community Regional: CRMCHRD 1-16, 19-2%9-41, 62-65, 166-94, 197-201, 207, 212
214, 216, 218, 221, 226, 228.

IT ISSO ORDERED.

Dated: September 6, 2019

TN IJd

THOMAS S."HTASUN
United States Magistrate Judge

1 Hardin can use them too, of course. Haéris the Defendants who are making the request.
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