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ROBERT W. FREEMAN

Nevada Bar No. 003062

DANIELLE C. MILLER

Nevada Bar No. 009127

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITHLLP
6385 S. Rainbow Boulevard, Suite 600

Las Vegas, Nevada 89118

702.893.3383

FAX: 702.893.3789

Attorneys for Defendants

Clark County & Clark County Fire Department

UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF NEVADA

* k%

PAUL LOPEZ, an individual, CASE NO. 2:16-cv-0218-APG-GWF
Plaintiff, CONFIDENTIALITY AGREEMENT
AND PROTECTIVE ORDER

VS.

CLARK COUNTY, ex rel. CLARK COUNTY
FIRE DEPARTMENT, a political subdivision
of the State of Nevada; CLARK COUNTY
FIRE DEPARTMENT LOCAL 1908, an
employee bargaining unit, a Nevada non-profit
corporation; EMPLOYEE(S) AGENT DOES |
through V, inclusive; and ROE ENTITIES |
through V, SUSAN VINCENT, a Nevada
Limited Liability Company,

Defendants.

Defendant Clark County, ex. rel. Clark Couritire Department, by and through its attorng
Robert W. Freeman, Esq.; and Defendant Susan Vincent d/b/a Dr. Susan Vincent, by and
her attorney, Eric K. Stryker, Estpereby agree and stipulate as follows:

1. The parties enter intoighStipulation and Protective Order under Federal Rulg
Civil Procedure 26(c) to establish procedufes the handling of documents produced by t
parties in response to discovery requests.

2. Any party may designate and marktagr documents produced in response

discovery requests as “CONFIDENTIAL” or t BJECT TO PROTECTIVE ORDER.” The part
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designating such documents shall be referred to as the Designating Party and any party ir
of such documents shall be referred to as #eeRing Party. Documents so marked may be u
only for purposes ahis litigation.

3. Except as otherwise ordered by Gmurt, documents marked “CONFIDENTIAL’
or “"SUBJECT TO PROTECTIVE ORDER” and tlm®ntents of documents so marked may
disclosed only to employees agents of the following persons:

(a) counsel of record for Plaintiff and Plaintiff;

(b) counsel of record for Defendanta@ County, ex. rel. Clark County Firg
Department and Defendant Clark County, ek Clark County Fire Department;

(©) counsel for Defendant Susan vamt and Dr. Susan Vincent and Sus
Vincent and Dr. Susan Vincent.

d/b/a Dr. Susan Vincent and Defend8aosan Vincent d/b/a Dr. Susan Vincent;

(d) the non-technical and clericadtemployed by counsel of record;

(e) interpreterandcopying services empyed by counsel akcord’s employer
to the extent reasonably nesary to render professional services in this case;

) any private court reporter retained cyunsel for depositions in this case;

(9) subject to the terms of paragraplpé&rsons retained by counsel to serve
expert witnesses or consultants in this case; and

(h) personnel of the Court, including coreporters, officials and employees ¢
the Clerk of Court, and staff dhe presiding United States District Judge and United St
Magistrate Judge, to the extelgemed necessary by the Court.

4, If counsel for a Receiving Party detergsnthat it is necessary to disclose a
document marked “CONFIDENTIAL” or “SUBJECT TO PROTECTIVE ORDER” to a

persons other than the individuatgluded in paragraph 3, thedunsel shall set forth the ground

for the disclosure and seek the written consent of counsel for the Designating Party.

Designating Party shall respond to the ReceivimyRarequest within seven calendar days unlg

the Receiving Party agrees to a longer peribdounsel for the Designating Party does not

consent, counsel for the Receiving Party and counsel for the Designating Party shall with
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court days of the Designating Party’s response meet ancrconfperson or telephonically

regarding the issue, during which meeting andference counsel for the Receiving Party sh

all

specify the reasons why disclosure is necessaany agreement is not reached, the Designating

Party shall move the Court within the ten calar days of the meeting and conference fo
protective order preventing disclosure. The Reogi\Rarty shall not disclose the document unilg
the Designating Party has failed to file a motiathim the time allowed or the Court has denig
the motion.

5. If counsel for the Receiving Party deterasrthat it is necessary to disclose a
document marked “CONFIDENTIAL” or “SUBJECTO PROTECTIVE ORDER” to an exper
or consultants retained to render professional sesvin this case, that counsel shall notify coun
for the Designating Party in writing at least sewd&ys before the proposelisclosure with the
name of the expert or consultant. The DedigigaParty shall respond tihe Receiving Party’s
notification within seven calendaays unless the Receiving Party agrees to a longer perio

counsel for the Designating Party objects, coufsethe Receiving Party and counsel for th

Designating Party shall within fiveourt days of the DesignatingrBes response meet and confe

in person or telephonically regardirthe issue. If an agreemastnot reached, the Designatin

Party shall move the court within ten calendaysdaf the meeting ancaference for a protectiveg
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order preventing disclosure. The Receiving Yatall not disclose the document unless the

Designating Party has failed tdefia motion within the time allowed or the Court denies {
motion.

6. Any party may object to the proprietyf the designation of documents 4
“CONFIDENTIAL” or “SUBJECT TO PROTECTIVEORDER” by objecting and setting forth if
writing the grounds for the objection. The Opwting Party shall respond to the Receivi
Party’s objection within seven calendar days swmlide Receiving Party agps to a longer period
If an agreement is not reached, counsel ferReceiving Party and counsel for the Designat
Party shall within five court days of the Designating Party’s response meet and confer in pe
telephonically, during which meeting and conference counsel for the Receiving Party shall g

the grounds for objection with respect to each docuraerssue. If the pdes cannot agree, thel

4853-2504-3252.1 3

he

LS

ng
rson
peci

)




LEWIS
BRISBOIS
BISGAARD
&SMIHLLP

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

N RN DN RN N N NN D R P R R R R R R R
0o N o oo b O N R O ©W 0O N o0 ODN - O

the Designating Party will then have ten calendasdifter the conference of counsel to file

motion to preserve the confidentiality desagon. The burden of proof to demonstrate

confidential treatment of any information at all times remain with the Designating Party
parties shall treat the documents as the subjabiddstipulation and @er unless the Designatin
Party has failed to file a motion within the grallowed or the Court Balenied the motion.

7. Before disclosing any document nked “CONFIDENTIAL” or “SUBJECT TO

PROTECTIVE ORDER” to any person identified in paragraph 3, counsel of record for

Receiving Party shall advise that person of theseof this Stipulation and Protective Order a
that he or she is bound by those terms. dditeon, before disclosing any document mark
“CONFIDENTIAL” or “SUBJECT TO PROTECTVE ORDER” to any person identified ir
subparagraphs (d), (e), or (f) paragraph 3, counsel for the Receiving Party shall ensure thg
person (1) has read and agrees to the terrttaoProtective Order and (2) has acknowledged
or her agreement by signing a copy of the agdohcknowledgment before any such documen
disclosed to him or her:
ACKNOWLEDGMENT

| have read the Stipulation and Protect®eder Governing Documents Produced by t
Parties in this case. | undensthits terms and agree to beund by the terms of the Protectiv
Order. | understand that my dwgiender the Protective Order will survive the termination of t
case and that failure to comply with its termsymasult in the District Court imposing sanctior
on me. | consent to personal jurisdiction of thetébh States District Court for the District g
Nevada for the purpose of enforcing the Protective Order.

8. Counsel for each party shall retaopes of the Acknowledgment forms executg
by persons authorized for access on behalf of that pattlythis litigation,including all appeals,
concludes. Nothing in this Protective Order nietd the Designation Pgs own disclosure of
documents marked “CONFIDENTIAL” or “SUBJECT TO PROTECTIVE ORDER.”

9. Any person receiving access to a ulnent marked “CONFIDENTIAL” or
“SUBJECT TO PROTECTIVE ORDER” shall nmain the documentany copies of the

document, and any information derived from the document in a confidential manner and shg
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steps to avoid disclosure torpens not authorized under th@3rder to have access to the
documents or information.
10. Within thirty days of the conclusion of this litigationgluding all appeals, counsel
for the Receiving Party shall destroy or sencdonsel for the Designaty Party all copies of
documents marked “CONFIDENTIAL” or “SUBJECT TO PROTECTIVE ORDER.”

Notwithstanding this paragraphpwever, the parties’ atteeys may retain one copy of

—

each document filed with the Court that contadngefers to any of the designated documents.

Furthermore, nothing in this mgraph shall be construed toquére the parties’ attorneys tq

A4

disclose any attorney work-product to opposing counsel.

11. In connection with a deptien in this case, a withess any counsel may indicate
that a question or answer refers to the eonhiof a document marked “CONFIDENTIAL” or
“SUBJECT TO PROTECTIVE ORDER.” If thendication occurs on the record during the
deposition, all persons not authorized to revewh documents shallaee the deposition rooni
until completion of the answers referring to the document and the reporter shall mark the transcri
of the designated testimony “CONFIDENTIADbr “SUBJECT TO PROTECTIVE ORDER.”

12. If any party wishes to submit into theitten record of this case any document
marked “CONFIDENTIAL” or “SUBJECT TO PRTECTIVE ORDER” orexcerpts from any
such document, that party shall seéelsubmit the document under seal.

13. Papers filed with the @a under seal shall be accompanied by a motion for lefave
to file those documentsder seal addressitige specific reasons follifig these documents under
seal pursuant tBamakana v. City of Cnty. Of Honolulu, 447 F.3d 1172 (9th Cir. 2006), and shall
be filed in accordance with th@ourt’s electronic filing proceduredf papers are filed under seal

pursuant to prior Court order, the paperslishaar the following notation on the first page

directly under the case number: “FILEDNDER SEAL PURSUANT TO COURT ORDER
DATED __ " All papers filed undeseal will remain saled until such time as the Court mgy
deny the motion to seal or entan order to unseal them, or thecuments are unsealed pursuant
to Local Rule.

14. Nothing in this Stipulation and dective Order prevents any party from
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challenging any assertion of priede by any party, and nothingtims Stipulation and Protective
Order constitutes a waiver of aagsertion of privilegdy any party or preades any party from
moving for consideration of inforation ex parte and in camera.

15. Anyone found to be in violation of thdder may have sanctions imposed agai
him or her as the Court may determine andvadlde under law and may also be subject
contempt of court proceedings.

DATED this 18" day of July, 2016. DATED this 18" day of July, 2016.
LEWIS, BRISBOIS, BISGAARD & SMITH LAW OFFICES STEVEN J. PARSONS

/s/ Robert W. Fregman /s/ Andrew Rempfer

Robert W. Freeman, Esq. Andrew Rempfer, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 003062 Nevada Bar No. 008628

Danielle C. Miller. Esq. Jennifer D. Golanics, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 009127 Nevada Bar No. 013687

6385 S. Rainbow Boulevard, Suite 600 10091 Park Run Drive, Suite #200

Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 Las Vegas, Nevada 89145-8868
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Clark County & Clark County Fire Department

DATED this 18" day of July, 2016.

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER, LLP

/s/ €ric R. Stryker

Eric K. Stryker, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 005793

300 South Fourth Street, 11th Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Attorneys for Defendant

Susan Vincent and Dr. Susan Vincent,
A Nevada Limited Company

ORDER
IT IS SO ORDERED.
DATED thiszﬁ day of July  2016.

/r%fgl F,y,
U.S. MAGISTRATE JUDGE
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