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request relevant information; that Bain’s advice on hospital-health plan contract negotiations is
directly relevant to the core issues in this proceeding; that the document request is not unduly

burdensome; that the current protective order adequately protects Bain’s confidentiality concerns;
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A.  Subpoena duces tecum

Request number four of Complaint Counsel’s May 5, 2004 subpoena to Bain seeks “la]ll
documents related to any analysis or model Bain developed or prepared for hospital-health plan
contract negotiations including, but not limited to, any analysis or model of negotiations
developed for” another client. Motion at 4. Bain represents that it has no objection to the
production of documents relating to ENH. Motion at 4. Bain objects, however, asserting that
information about other clients in different geographic regions is not relevant to this case.

Discovery sought in a proceeding before the Commission must be “reasonably expected
to yield information relevant to the allegations of the comnlaint ta the nranacad raliaf ar ta tha
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ORDERED:

- Stephen J. McGuire
Chief Administrative Law Judge

Date: June 15, 2004



