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Respondents’ revised motion for in camera treatment is their second attempt to comply
with the Court’s directives that Respondents must meet the Commission’s strict requirements for
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standards to be applied to motions for in camera treatment. E.g., Protective Order Governing
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Respondents’ first motion, filed-November 23, 2005, Respondents sought in camera treatment
for several boxes of documents. By Order dated December 5, 2005, Respondents were explicitly
directed to the standard for in camera treatment and instructed to narrow their requests to seek
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Respondents also sought in camera treatment for the reports of experts in this case. It is
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in camera treatment. In camera treatment shall be sought for only those portions of the reports
that meet the Commission’s standard. Aspen Tech., 2004 FTC LEXIS 56, at *5-6.

Similarly, Respondents sought in camera treatment for entire sets of answers to
interrogatories. In camera treatment shall be sought for only those specific responses to
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