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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA

LIBERTY MUTUAL FIRE :
INSURANCE COMPANY : CIVIL ACTION

V. : NO. 15-cv-04365RAL

KAREN SKOROCHOD, et al.

ORDER
| have considered the defendants’motion to conapedposition of the plaintiff's
claims adjustor, Doc. No. 32, the plaintiff's opptasn, Doc. Na 33, and the defendants’
reply,Doc. No. 35. For reasons explained in my memoranapmion filed with this
Order, it is on thi9th day of March, 2017
ORDERED
As follows:
1 Defendants’ motion (Doc. No. 32) BENIED.
2. On or before April 7, 2017 the plaintiff will prode to the defendants a
disclosure statemerthat
A. identifies each witness statement that it (or aniysoihsuredsor
its representatives, or its insureds’represenésjinias taken during the course of its
investigation andn preparation for trial in this matter and in thedated state case.
B. For each such statement, plaintiff must supplydhee the
statemenwas taken, the name of the investigator who tdokstatement, the name of
the withess who gave the statement, and the gesatgéct matter of the statement.

C. For each such statement, the plaintiff must alsscdbe any

privilege, such as thet@rneyclient privilege, or the attorney wosfxroduct doctrine,
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that shields the document from disclosure. Thenilfks disclosure document shall

comply with Fed. R. Civ. Pro. 26(b)(5).

BY THE COURT:

s/Richard A. Lloret

RICHARD A. LLORET
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE



