
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 

OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES 

In the Matter of 

OSF Healthcare System, 
a corporation, and 

Rockford Health System, 
a corporation, 

Respondents. Respondents OSF Healthcare System and Rockford Health Systems 
("Respondents") filed a Motion to Compel UnitedHealth Group to Produce Documents 
Requested 

by Subpoena Duces Tecum and to Enforce Subpoena Ad Testificandum 
("Motion") on February 6, 2012. Third party UnitedHealth Group, Inc. ("United") 
submitted an Opposition on February 13, 2012. For the reasons set forth below, 
Respondents' Motion to Compel is DENIED 



Michelle Lobe, on January 23,2012. Respondents further recite the negotiations it 
engaged in with United and attached a Certificate of Conference, as required by 
Commission Rule 3.22(g). 
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*12 (Feb. 4, 2004) (limiting request seeking "[a]ll internal and external correspondence, 
memoranda, and messages concerning or relating to" the respondent). Consumer 
complaints about the timeliness ofprocessing health claims are not relevant to the issues 
in this case. 

Accordingly, Respondents' motion to compel documents responsive to Request 
Number 12 is GRANTED IN PART. Request Number 12 is hereby narrowed as follows: 

12. Documents describing or reflecting any communications between individuals 
responsible for managing your hospital and physician networks and individuals in 
your sales group regarding your health plan networks in 



comparable to those 



2012. Respondents then assert that they intend to depose ,Ms. 'cLohe\ondocuments 

produced after the January 10, 2012 testimony. ,: \ . ' i', ; ,
.., 

, . 
United asserts that Ms. Lobe has already provided testimony on the following 

three instances: (1) on September 27,2011, in an investigational hearing conducted by 
Complaint Counsel in connection with the FTC's investigation into the proposed merger; 
(2) at the January 10, 2012 deposition; and (3) on February 1, 2012, by providing 
testimony at the preliminary injunction. United asserts that Respondents made the choice 
to depose Ms. Lobe on January 10,2012, and should not be entitled to another 
deposition. 

Although Respondents deposed Ms. Lobe on January 10, 2012 in the related 

federal proceeding, in advance ofher testimony at the preliminary injunction in that 

matter, Respondents have since received additional documents in this proceeding on 


. which they wish to question Ms. Lobe. Thus, Respondents have provided a sufficient 
reason to take a deposition of Ms. Lobe in this matter. However, such deposition is 
allowed only on the limited basis ofquestioning Ms. Lobe about documents produced 
after January 10, 2012. Accordingly, in this respect, Respondents' Motion is 
GRANTED. 

v. 

The close of discovery in this case is February 17, 2012. That deadline is hereby 
extended to February 23, 2012 for the limited purpose of allowing United to produce 
documents and to February 27,2012 for the limited purpose of allowing United to take 
the deposition ofMs. Lobe as required by this order. 

ORDERED: 


Date: February 14, 2012 
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