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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON
AT SEATTLE

RSUI INDEMNITY COMPANY, INC.,

Plaintiff,
Case No. C08-1386RSL

ORDER FORN CAMERA REVIEW

V.
VISION ONE, LLC, et al.,

Defendants.

This matter comes before the Court on Plaintiff RSUI Indemnity Company, Inc’s

(“RSUI") and Mullin Law Group’s (“Mullin”) “Agreed Motion, Stipulation and Proposed Order

for in Camera Review or, in the Alternative, for Expedited Briefing Schedule” (Dkt. # 102).
RSUI and Mullin request that the Court conductracamera review of certain emails between
Mullin and Admiral Insurance (“Admiral”), Defendant Berg Equipment & Scaffolding Co.,
Inc.’s (“Berg”) primary insurer, that Mullin withheld from production in response to a subpq
from RSUI. In the alternative, RSUI and Mullin request an expedited briefing schedule fo
RSUI's renewed motion to compel and Mullin’s renewed motion for protective order.

The Court has previously determined that communications between Mullin and Ber

insurers regarding the underlying litigation are relevant to the claims presented in this cas

ORDER FOR IN CAMERA REVIEW - 1

137

ena

e.

Dockets.Justia.

com


http://dockets.justia.com/docket/washington/wawdce/2:2008cv01386/154363/
http://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/washington/wawdce/2:2008cv01386/154363/137/
http://dockets.justia.com/

© 00 N oo o b~ w NP

N NN N N N N NN R RBP R RBR RBR R B R R
0w ~N o O NN W N RBP O © 0 N o 0o M W N B O

Order (Dkt. # 84) at 2-3. Without providing much detail about the withheld emails, Mullin
asserts that these documents are protected by the attorney-client privilege and the work-f

doctrine. Agreed Motion (Dkt. # 102) at 3-4. RSUI contends that the emails between Mu

produ

lin

and Admiral, are not privileged and even if they are, Berg has waived the privilege by shafring

documents related to the same subject matterat [0-2.

Resolution of this discovery dispute requiresracamera review of all documents
relating to communications between Mullin and Admiral concerning the underlying litigatic
listed on the privilege log produced by Mullin. Segreed Motion, Ex. A (Dkt. # 102-2). The
Court GRANTS the agreed motion (Dkt. # 102). Mullin shall produce these documents to
chambers of the undersigned within 10 days of the date of this Ordercéonera review.

DATED this 28" day of November, 2012.

At S Cannke

Robert S. Lasnik
United States District Judge

ORDER FOR IN CAMERA REVIEW - 2

n,

the




