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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

)
STEVEN J. HATFILL, M.D., ) Y
)
Plaintiff, )
)
\2 ) Civ. A. No. 03-1793 (RBW)
) (Judge Walton)
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT )
OF JUSTICE, et al. )
)
Defendants. )
)
ORDER

Upon consideration of the Defendants’ Unopposed Motion to Amend Protective Order, it
is hereby ORDERED that Paragraph 1 of the Protective Order signed by the Court on May 12,
2005, and entered on May 13, 2005, is AMENDED to read as follows:
1. For purposes of this Order, the term “Protected Information” shall mean:
(a) the names of lower-level non-supervisory attorneys, investigative agents, or
support personnel;
(b) records of telephone calls or summaries or analyses thereof;
(c) unpublished telephone numbers identified as belonging to the U.S. Department of
Justice and the Federal Bureau of Investigation (collectively, the “Agency
Defendants™), or any person whose name is protected under paragraph (a);
(d) responses to Requests 18-32 of Plaintiff’s First Set of Requests for Admission
regarding items discovered by law enforcement officials during any search of

Peck Chegne’s properties;
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(e) the videotape deposition of Robert S. Muller, III, Director of the Federal Bureau
of Investigation; and
® the January 18, 2003 statements of former personnel of the United States
Attorney’s Office for the District of Columbia which may contain information
subject to 5 U.S.C. § 552a(b),
to the extent the Agency Defendants may disclose such information during discovery and
specifically identify the information as “Protected Information”; provided, however, that the
information described in paragraph (¢) shall be protected without regard to whether it was
“disclosed” by the Agency Defendants, and provided further that certain information may be
excluded from the class of “Protected Information” by agreement of the parties, whenever the

information is of such relevance that treatment of such information as “Protected Information”

Dated % /¢, 2008 K "M’n/\,/ 5 %@\

keggié/ﬁ. Walton
United States District Judge

would unduly inhibit the progress of discovery.




