Case 2:14-cv-05677-MAK Document 38 Filed 07/20/15 Page 1 of 14

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA

ROBERTS TECHNOLOGY GROUP, : CIVIL ACTION
INC. :

NO. 14-5677
CURWOOD, INC.

ORDER-MEMORANDUM

AND NOW, this 20" day of July 2015, upon consideration of Plaintiff’s Motion to
Compel Production of Documents (ECF Doc. No. 29), Defendant’s Opposition (ECF Doc. No.
35), a July 16, 2015 Telephone Conference with all counsel, and this Court’s in camera review
of one-hundred and eleven (111) documents Defendant claims are protected from production by
an attorney-client or attorney work-product privilege, it is ORDERED Defendant shall produce
the bates stamped documents, as redacted where noted, identified in the attached chart on or
before July 22, 2015.

Analysis

Sitting in diversity, this Court applies Pennsylvania’s substantive law. See Erie R.R. v.
Tompkins, 304 U.S. 64, 78, 58 S. Ct. 817, 82 L. Ed. 1188 (1938). As to attorney-client privilege,
Federal Rule of Evidence 501 requires “in all civil actions and proceedings, with respect to an
element of a claim or defense to which State law supplies the rule of decision, the privilege of a
witness, person, government, State, or political subdivision thereof shall be determined in
accordance with State law.” We accordingly apply Pennsylvania privilege law. Montgomery

Cnty. v. MicroVote Corp., 175 F.3d 296, 301 (3d Cir. 1999).!

! Defendant’s Memorandum supporting its privilege (ECF Doc No. 35) relies on federal question
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The attorney-client privilege is one of the oldest and most important privileges. See
Upjohn Co. v. United States, 449 U.S. 383, 389 (1981). The purpose is “to foster a confidence
between an attorney and client that will lead to a trusting and open dialogue.” Custom Designs &
Mfg. Co. v. Sherwin-Williams Co., 39 A.3d 372, 376 (Pa. Super. 2012).  However, “[b]ecause
the attorney-client privilege obstructs the truth-finding process, it is construed narrowly.”
Westinghouse Corp. v. Republic of the Philippines, 951 F.2d 1414, 1423 (3d Cir. 1991); In Re
Thirty-Third Statewide Investigating Grand Jury, 86 A.3d 204, 215 (Pa. 2014); see also In Re
Domestic Drywall Antitrust Litigation, No. 13-2437, 2014 WL 5090032, *2 (E.D. Pa. Oct. 9,
2014) (noting privilege “obstructs the truth-finding process™). Thus, courts must apply the
privilege only where appropriate. In Re Thirty-Third Statewide Investigating Grand Jury, 86
A.3d at 215,

Pennsylvania’s privilege law requires the party asserting the attorney-client protection to
prove the privilege is properly invoked. Red Vision Sys., Inc. v. Nat'l Real Estate Info. Servs.,
L.P., 108 A.3d 54, 62 (Pa. Super. 2015) appeal denied sub nom 2015 WL 3498775 (Pa. May 20,
2015). Here, Defendant Curwood Inc. (“Curwood’) must show:

1) The asserted holder of the privilege is or sought to become a client. 2) The

person to whom the communication was made is a member of the bar of a court,

or his subordinate. 3) The communication relates to a fact of which the attorney

was informed by his client, without the presence of strangers, for the purpose of

securing either an opinion of law, legal services or assistance in a legal matter,

and not for the purpose of committing a crime or tort. 4) The privilege has been
claimed and is not waived by the client.

jurisdiction cases construing federal common law of privilege to support its assertion. These
cases, however, apply federal common law rules. See Wm. T. Thompson Co. v. Gen. Nutrition
Corp., 671 F.2d 100, 103 (3d Cir. 1982).
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ld. If the party invoking the privilege meet its burden, then “ the party seeking disclosure [must]
set forth facts showing that disclosure will not violate the attorney-client privilege, e.g., because
the privilege has been waived or because some exception applies.” Id.

Here, Curwood claims privilege as a corporate client in three general areas:
communications between management or employees and in-house counsel to obtain legal advice;
attachments to those same emails regardless of their origin or purpose; and, communications
between its employees allegedly implementing legal advice.

As the Pennsylvania Superior Court recognized, “this privilege attaches to
communications made by corporate as well as individual clients.” Custom Designs, 39 A.3d at
376 (2012). For a corporate employee to satisfy the third prong, he or she must establish
communications were “kept confidential... made at the behest of counsel and with the goal of
furthering counsel's provision of legal advice to the client.” Id., at 379. The claiming party can
meet its burden by affidavit or counsel’s testimony, but cannot simply assert the lack of evidence
to the contrary. /d. (finding memoranda authored by a client and sent to in-house counsel did not

satisfy the third element of the privilege test due to a lack of any supporting evidence).

Communications with counsel and evidencing counsel’s advice are privileged.

Here, we agree communications between Curwood (including its management or
employees) with its in-house counsel seeking and providing legal advice are privileged. Gillard
v. AIG Ins. Co., 609 Pa. 65, 88-89, 15 A.3d 44, 59 (2011). These communications are
privileged when Curwood’s documents evidence their in-house counsel’s advice or otherwise

reflect counsel’s involvement in decisions relating to legal matters, even if the communication is
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between two members of Curwood’s management. Conversely, the presently withheld
communications with counsel not referencing legal advice but updating business initiatives, such
as past billing history, are not privileged. =~ Based on this record, we cannot preclude production
of internal communications between employees relating to collection activities and discussions
with Plaintiff’s business persons simply because counsel claims they relate to some unidentified

legal advice not evident on the documents.

Attachments to communications not prepared for counsel are not privileged.

A closer question arises in attachments or additional emails attached to communications
sent by Curwood employees to in-house counsel. Curwood argues e-mail attachments, otherwise
not privileged, cross the threshold and become privileged because they are attached to privileged
emails. (ECF Doc. No. 35, Def.’s Mem., 3-4.)

We disagree. The attachment sent to counsel must also be prepared at counsel’s request
and evidence a privileged communication. Not all data sent to counsel to inform legal advice is
privileged. “[A] fact does not enter into a non-discoverable sphere solely by virtue of its having
been communicated to counsel.” Custom Designs, 39 A.3d at 378 (finding privilege improperly
invoked over memoranda prepared by employee and forwarded to counsel); /n Re Avandia Mktg,
No. 07-1871, 2009 WL 4807253, *4 (E.D. Pa. Oct. 2, 2009) (“[E]ven if this e-mail were
privileged, it would not make the attachments privileged.”); SmithKline Beecham Corp. v.
Apotex Corp., 232 F.R.D. 467, 478 (E.D. Pa. 2005) (“In general, attorney-client privilege does
not shield documents merely because they were transferred to or routed through an attorney.”

(internal quotations omitted)). Instead, the privilege must be asserted on a document by
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document basis. The communication must be confidential and with the goal of furthering
counsel’s provision of legal advice. Custom Designs, 39 A.3d at 379. Where the attached
communication is not confidential but merely contains readily available or pre-existing
information not prepared for counsel, it is not privileged. Garvey v. National Grange Mut. Ins.

Co., 167 FR.D. 391, 396 (E.D. Pa. 1996).

Y

KEARNEY, J.(/
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Previously Withheld Documents to be Produced

Bates Beg Bates End Email From Email To Email CC Email il Date Sent COURT REDACTIONS
Wright, Peter L Mike Cheatle
Cu0000287 CuU0000288 [piwright@Bemis.com] [mrcheatie@rtgpkg.com] RE: Customer Protection 8/2/2011 20:54
Wright, Peter L Mike Cheatle
CU0000303 CU0000304 [plwright@Bemis.com] [mrcheatle@rtgpkg.com] RE: Customer Protection 8/11/2011 17:27
Wright, Peter L Mike Cheatle
CU0000319 CU0000320 {plwright@Bemis.com] [mrcheatle@rtgpkg.com] RE: Customer Protection 8/17/2011 18:36
VandenHeuvel, Paul
[paul.vandenheuvel@be |Richeson, Cedric M JF01586-2011-08-26- Redact 8/26/2011 8:32 P.M. e-mail.
CU0000357 CU0000358 mis.com] {cmricheson@bemis.com] Potential TM issue 8/26/2011 20:32,
CU0000359 CU0000360
CU0000361 CU0000362
VandenHeuvel, Paul
[paul.vandenheuvel@be [Wright, Peter L RE: Curwood M6250
CuUB000376 CU0000378 mis.com] |[plwright@Bemis.com] Trays 8/29/2011 16:58
VandenHeuvel, Paul
{paul.vandenheuvel@be
mis.com];Clements,
James
[iames.clements@bemis.
fcom];Wright, Peter L
VandenHeuvel, Paul [phwright@Bemis.com]; Tilt
[paul.vandenheuvel@be  {on, Dick RE: Two Compartment
CU0000617 CU0000619 mis.com] [dick tilton@bemis.com} Tray in M6250 Footprint 9/22{2011 23:05
VandenHeuvel, Paul Clements, James
{paul.vandenheuvel@be |fjames.clements@bemis. Re: M6250 redesign for
CU0002176 CU0002176 mis.com] com} Aramark 11/28/2012 21:05
VandenHeuvel, Paul Clements, James
[paul.vandenheuvel@be [fjames.clements@bemis. Re: M6250 redesign for
CU0002177 CU0002178 mis.com] com] Aramark 11/28/2012 21:22
Clements, James VandenHeuvel, Paul
fjames.clements@bemis. {[paul.vandenheuvel@be RE: M6250 redesign for
CU0002179 CU0002180 com} mis.com] Aramark 11/28/2012 21:565
VandenHeuvel, Paul Clements, James
[paul.vandenheuvel@be [[james.clements@bemis. Re: M6250 redesign for
CU0002181 Cuoo02182 mis.com] com] Aramark 11/28/2012 21:55
Wright, Peter L Mike Cheatle
CU0002683 Cu0002684 J[plwright@Bemis.oom] {mrcheatle@rtgpkg.com] RE: Customer Protection 8/11/2011 17:27
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Previously Withheld Documents to be Produced

Bates Beg Bates End Email From Email To Email CC Email Subje Date Sent COURT REDACTIONS

Wright, Peter L Mike Cheatle

CU0002685 CU0002686 [plwright@Bemis.com] {mrcheatle@rigpkg.com] RE: Customer Protection 8/17/2011 18:36
Wright, Peter L Mike Cheatle

CU0002690 CU0002691 {plwright@Bemis.com] [mrcheatle@rtgpkg.com] RE: Customer Protection 8/11/2011 17:27
Wright, Peter L Mike Cheatle

CU0002692 CU0002693 |[piwright@Bemis.com] [mrcheatle@rtgpkg.com] RE: Customer Protection 8/17/2011 18:36
Wright, Peter L Mike Cheatle

CU0002695 CU0002686 [piwright@Bemis.com] {mrcheatle@rtgpkg.comj RE: Customer Protection 8/15/2011 16:32
Wright, Peter L Mike Cheatle

CU0002697 CU0002698 [plwright@Bemis.com] [mrcheatle@rtgpkg.com] RE: Customer Protection 8/11/2011 17:27
Wright, Peter L Mike Cheatle

CU0002699 CU0002700 [plwright@Bemis.com] [mrcheatle@rtgpkg.com} RE: Customer Protection 8/17/2011 18:36

Cu0002707 CuU0002707

CU0002710 CU0002710
Wright, Peter L Mike Cheatle

Cu0002711 CU0002712 [plwright@Bemis.com] [mrcheatle@rigpkg.com} RE: Customer Protection 8/11/2011 17:27
Wright, Peter L Mike Cheatle RE: Aramark: 1 year

CU0002720 Cu0002721 [plwright@Bemis.com] [mrcheatle@rtgpkg.com] agreement 4/20/2012 14:59

CuU0002723 CU0002723

CuU0002726 CU0002726
Wright, Peter L Mike Cheatle

CuU0002727 CuU0002728 [plwright@Bemis.com] [mrcheatle@rtgpkg.com} RE: Customer Protection 8/11/2011 17:27
Wright, Peter L Mike Cheatle RE: Aramark: 1 year

CU0002736 Cu0002737 [plwright@Bemis.com] [mrcheatle@rtgpkg.com] agreement 4/20/2012 14:59
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Previously Withheld Documents to be Produced

Bates Beg Bates End Email From Email To Email CC Email Subject Date Sent COURT REDACTIONS
Wright, Peter L Tony Grispino
Cu0002742 CU0002743 [PLWright@Bemis.com] _ ][tgrispino@rtgpkg.com] RE: customer approval 3/2/2012 21:56
Wright, Peter L Mike Cheatle
CU0002744 CU0002744 [PLWright@Bemis.com]  |[mrcheatle@rtgpkg.com] RE: Customer Protection 8/11/2011 17:27
CU0002745 CU0002745
Wright, Peter L Mike Cheatle RE: Aramark: 1 year
CuU0002748 CU0002748 [PLWright@Bemis.com] _{[mrcheatle@rtgpkg.com] agreement 4/20/2012 14:59)
Frazier, Mike
[mike.frazier@bemis.com)
;Lumpkin, Kathy R
[kathy.lumpkin@bemis.co |Engen, David
VandenHeuvel, Paul m};Stanley, Norman C
[paul.vandenheuvel@be  |[norman.stanley@bemis.c {[DCEngen@Be
CU0004720 Cuo004721 mis.com] om] mis.com] Oliver update 11/6/2012 19:05
Fwd: Roberts Technology -
Jenkins, Nancy D Engen, David C 3.3360 - Past Due Redact 8/21/13 4:13 P.M. e-mail
CU0010547 CU0010550 [ndjenkins@bemis.com]  [[DCEngen@Bemis.com] Invoices - Contact CEQ 8/22/2013 18:28
CU0010551 CU0010551
CU0010552 CU0010552
Hawkins,
Angela M
VandenHeuvel, Paul [AMHAWKINS
{paul.vandenheuvel@be |@BEMIS.COM
mis.com];Ehriich, Daniel [];Nichol, Jeff
Jenkins, Nancy D D [UNichol@bemi {FW: Philadelphia Redact 8/21/13 2:17 P.M. e-mail
CU0010553 CU0010554 [ndjenkins@bemis.com] _ J[DDEhrlich@Bemis.com] |s.com] Corrections 8/21/2013 14:17
CU0010555 CU0010555
Hawkins, Angela M FW: Roberts Technology -
[AMHAWKINS@BEMIS. |Kreski, Jon E 3.3360 - Past Due Redact 8/21/13 4:14 P.M. e-mait
CU0010913 CU0010916 COM] [JEKreski@Bemis.com] invoices - Contact CEO 8/29/2013 14:10
CU0010917 CU0010917
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Previously Withheld Documents to be Produced

Bates Beg Bates End Email From Email To Email CC Emai! Subject Date Sent COURT REDACTIONS
Hawkins,
Angela M
VandenHeuvel, Paul [AMHAWKINS
[paul.vandenheuvel@be |@BEMIS.COM
mis.com);Ehrlich, Daniel [};Nichol, Jeff Redact 8/21/13 2:17 P.M. e-mail
Jenkins, Nancy D D {JNichol@bemi [FW: Philadelphia
CuU0010918 CU0010919 [ndjenkins@bemis.com] _|[DDEhrdich@Bemis.com] {s.com] Corrections 8/21/2013 14:17
Hawkins, Angela M FW: Roberts Technology -
[AMHAWKINS@BEMIS.  |Kreski, Jon E 3.3360 - Past Due
CU0010940 CU0010943 COM} [JEKreski@Bemis.com] Invoices - Contact CEQ 8/29/2013 14:10
CU0010944 CuU0010944
Hawkins,
Angela M
VandenHeuvel, Paul [AMHAWKINS
[paul.vandenheuvel@be |@BEMIS.COM
mis.com};Ehrlich, Danie! [];Nichol, Jeff Redact 8/21/13 2:17 P.M. e-mail
Jenkins, Nancy D D [JNichol@bemi |FW: Philadelphia
CU0010945 CU0010946 [ndjenkins@bemis.com] _ |[DDEhdich@Bemis.com] |s.com] Corrections 8/21/2013 14:17
Hawkins, Angela M FW: Roberts Technology - Redact 8/21/13 4:14 P.M. e-mail
Jenkins, Nancy D [AMHAWKINS@BEMIS. 3.3360 - Past Due
CU0010969 CuU0010972 [ndjenkins@bemis.com]  |COM] Invoices - Contact CEQ 8/21/2013 21:14
Hawkins,
Angela M
VandenHeuvel, Paul [AMHAWKINS
[paul.vandenheuvel@be |[@BEMIS.COM
mis.com];Ehrlich, Daniel {};Nichol, Jeff Redact 8/21/13 2:17 P.M. e-mail
Jenkins, Nancy D D [JNichol@bemi [FW: Philadelphia
CU0010873 CU0010974 [ndjenkins@bemis.com] _ |{DDEhrlich@Bemis.com] |s.com] Corrections 8/21/2013 14:17
CU0010975 CU0010975
VandenHeuvel, Paul
- [paul.vandenheuvel@be
mis.com];Ehrlich, Daniel {Nichol, Jeff FW: Roberts Technology - Redact 8/21/13 9:13 P.M. e-mail
Jenkins, Nancy D D [UNichol@bemi |3.3360 - Past Due
CU0010989 CU0010991 [ndjenkins@bemis.com] _ |[DDEhrlich@Bemis.com] js.com] Invoices - Contact CEQ 8/21/2013 21:13
CU0010992 CU0010992
Hawkins,
Angela M
VandenHeuvel, Paul [AMHAWKINS
[paul.vandenheuvel@be |@BEMIS.COM
mis.com];Ehrlich, Danie! |];Nichol, Jeff Redact 8/21/13 2:17 P.M. e-mail
Jenkins, Nancy D D [JNichol@bemi jFW: Philadelphia
CuU00109983 CU0010994 {ndjenkins@bemis.com] _ {[DDEhrlich@Bemis.com] |s.com] Corrections 8/21/2013 14:17
Hawkins, Angela M
[AMHAWKINS@BEMIS. [Jenkins, Nancy D RE: Philadelphia
CU0011242 CU0011242 COM] [ndjenkins@bemis.com} Corrections 8/21/2013 14:21
Engen, David C
VandenHeuvel, Paul [DCEngen@Bemis.comy; Redact 9/4/13 6:19 P.M. e-mail
{paul.vandenheuvel@be |Ehrlich, Daniel D
CU0011286 Cugo11287 mis.comj [DDEhrlich@Bemis.com] FW: Aramark 9/4/2013 18:19
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Previously Withheld Documents to be Produced

Bates Beg Bates End Email From Email To Email CC Email Subject Date Sent COURT REDACTIONS
Hawkins,
Angela M
VandenHeuvel, Paul [AMHAWKINS
[paul.vandenheuvel@be |@BEMIS.COM
mis.com};Ehrlich, Daniel [];Nichol, Jeff Redact 8/21/13 2:17 P.M. e-mail
Jenkins, Nancy D D {UNichol@bemi |FW: Philadelphia
CU0011302 CuU0011303 {ndjenkins@bemis.com] |[DDEhrlich@Bemis.com] |s.com} Corrections 8/21/2013 14:17
RE: Roberts Technology -
Jenkins, Nancy D Engen, David C 3.3360 - Past Due Redact 8/21/13 4:13 P.M. e-mail
CuU0012330 CU0012393 [ndjenkins@bemis.com]  |[DCEngen@Bemis.com] Invoices - Contact CEQ 8/22/2013 20:00
Rattray,
VandenHeuvel, Paul Graeme P Redact 5/9/13 10:33 P.M. e-mail
[paul.vandenheuvel@be ]Engen, David C [GPRattray@B |FW: Approval Form for
CU0012804 CuU0012806 mis.com] [DCEngen@Bemis.com] |emis.com} Aramark 5/9/2013 22:33
CuU0012807 CU0012810
VandenHeuvel, Paul
[paul.vandenheuvel@be |Ehrlich, Daniel D Redact 5/1/13 8:42 P.M. e-mail
CuU0013182 CU0013184 mis.com] [DDEhrlich@Bemis.com] FW: Tray Business 5/1/2013 20:42
Ehrlich, Daniel
D
[DDEhrlich@B
emis.com);Ratt
VandenHeuve!, Paul ray, Graeme P Redact 5/9/13 2:45 P.M. e-mail
[paul.vandenheuvel@be [Kreski, Jon E [GPRattray@B |Re: Phone Call / Order
CU0013260 CU0013261 mis.com} [JEKreski@Bemis.com] _ |emis.com] Rel 5/9/2013 14:45
VandenHeuvel, Paul
[paul.vandenheuvel@be
mis.com];Ehrlich, Daniel
D
[DDEhrlich@Bemis.com]; Redact 5/9/13 2:37 P.M. e-mail
Kreski, Jon E Rattray, Graeme P FW: Phone Call / Order
CU0013270 CuU0013271 [JEKreski@Bemis.com]  |[GPRattray@Bemis.comj] Rel 5/9/2013 14:37
Cu0013272 CuU0013274
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Previously Withheld Documents to be Produced

Bates Beg Bates End Email From Email To Email CC Email Subject Date Sent COURT REDACTIONS
VandenHeuvel, Paul
[paul.vandenheuvel@be |Rattray, Grasme P FW: Phone Call / Order Redact 5/8/13 5:45 p.m. e-mail
CU0013345 CU0013346 mis.com] [GPRattray@Bemis.com] Release 5/8/2013 17:45
VandenHeuvel,
Paul
{paul.vandenhe
uvel@bemis.co
Jenkins, Nancy D m];Engen,
[ndjenkins@bemis.com];E ]David C RE: Roberts Technology - Redact 9/12/13 3:36 P.M. and 9/11/13
Nichol, Jeff hrlich, Daniel D [DCEngen@Be |3.3360 - Past Due 10:29 AM. e-mails
CU0016635 CU0016640 {JNichol@bemis.com] [DDEhrlich@Bemis.com] |mis.com] Invoices - Contact CEO 9/12/2013 15:36
Engen, David C
VandenHeuvel, Paul [DCEngen@Bemis.com]; Redact 9/4/13 6:19 P.M. e-mail
[paul.vandenheuvel@be [Ehrlich, Daniel D
CUG016650 CU0016651 mis.com] [DDEhrlich@Bemis.com)] FW: Aramark 9/4/2013 18:19
Fwd: Roberts Technology -
Jenkins, Nancy D Engen, David C 3.3360 - Past Due Redact 8/21/13 4:13 P.M. e-mail
CU0016656 CU0016659 [ndjenkins@bemis.com] _][DCEngen@Bemis.com} Invoices - Contact CEO 8/22/2013 18:28
CU0016660 CUo016660
CU0016661 CU0016661
Hawkins,
Angela M
VandenHeuvel, Paul [amhawkins@b
[paul.vandenheuvel@be |emis.com];Nich
mis.com];Ehrlich, Daniel [ol, Jeff Redact 8/21/13 2:17 P.M. e-mail
Jenkins, Nancy D D {JNichol@bemi |FW: Philadelphia
CU0016662 CU0016663 [ndjenkins@bemis.com] _ |{DDEhrlich@Bemis.com] |s.com} Corrections 8/21/2013 14:17
CU0016664 CU0016664
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Previously Withheld Documents to be Produced

Bates Beg Bates End Email From Email To Email CC Email Subj Date Sent COURT REDACTIONS
RE: Roberts Technology -
Jenkins, Nancy D Engen, David C 3.3360 - Past Due Redact 8/21/13 4:13 P.M. e-mail
CU0016665 CU0016668 [ndjenkins@bemis.com]  [[DCEngen@Bemis.com] Invoices - Contact CEO 8/22/2013 20:00
Rattray,
VandenHeuve!, Paul Graeme P Redact 5/9/13 10:33 P.M. e-mail
[paul.vandenheuvel@be |Engen, David C [GPRattray@B {FW: Approval Form for
CU0016674 CU0016676 mis.com} [DCEngen@Bemis.com] |emis.com) Aramark 5/9/2013 22:33
CUQ016677 CU0016680
FW: Roberts Technology -
Jenkins, Nancy D Hawkins, Angela M 3.3360 - Past Due Redact 8/21/13 4:14 P.M. e-mail
CU0017226 CU0017229 [ndienkins@bemis.com] _|{amhawkins@bemis.com] Invoices - Contact CEO 8/21/2013 21:14
CU0017230 CU0017230
Hawkins,
Angela M
VandenHeuvel, Paul [amhawkins@b
[paul.vandenheuvel@be {emis.com];Nich
mis.com];Ehrlich, Daniel [ol, Jeff Redact 8/21/13 2:17 P.M. e-mail
Jenkins, Nancy D D [UNichol@bemi |FW: Philadelphia
CU0017231 CuU0017232 [ndjenkins@bemis.com]  |{[DDEhrlich@Bemis.com] _{s.com] Corrections 8/21/2013 1417
|Hawkins,
Angela M
VandenHeuvel, Paul [amhawkins@b
{paul.vandenheuvel@be {emis.com];Nich
mis.com];Ehrlich, Daniel |ol, Jeff Redact 8/21/13 2:17 P.M. e-mail
Jenkins, Nancy D D [UNichol@bemi |FW: Philadelphia
CU0017233 CU0017234 [ndjenkins@bemis.com]  |[DDEhrlich@Bemis.com] |s.com] Corrections 8/21/2013 14:17
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Previously Withheld Documents to be Produced

Bates Beg Bates End Email From Email To Email CC Email Subject Date Sent COURT REDACTIONS
Nichol, Jeff
[UNichol@bemi
Jenkins, Nancy D s.com];William
{ndjenkins@bemis.com};V [son, Terri
andenHeuvel, Paut [terri.williamson
Hawkins, Angela M [paul.vandenheuvel@be |@bemis.comj;
[/O=BEMIS/OU=PAPERB {mis.comj;Ehrlich, Danie! |Wagner, Carrie Redact 10/22/13 at 5:50 P.M.,, 12:03 P.M.,
AG/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN |D [carrie.wagner 11:58 AM., 11:28 A M. emails
CU0017249 CU0017251 =127242] [DDEhrlich@Bemis.com] |@bemis.com] |RE: RTG Pricing 10/22/2013 17:50
Angela Frattone Hawkins, Angela M
CU0017259 CU0017261 [AFrattone@rtgpkg.com] |[amhawkins@bemis.com] RE: quote 10/22/2013 19:38
Jenkins, Nancy D
[/O=BEMIS/OU=CURWO FW: Roberts Technology - Redact 8/21/13 4:14 P.M. e-mail
OD/CN=APPLETON/CN= |Hawkins, Angela M 3.3360 - Past Due
CU0017279 CuU0017282 117875] [amhawkins@bemis.com] Invoices - Contact CEQ 8/21/2013 21:14
CU0017283 CU0017283
Hawkins,
Angela M
VandenHeuvel, Paul {amhawkins@b
Jenkins, Nancy D {paul.vandenheuvel@be [emis.com];Nich
[/O=BEMIS/OU=CURWO |mis.com];Ehrlich, Danie! }ol, Jeff Redact 8/21/13 2:17 P.M. e-mail
OD/CN=APPLETON/CN= {D [UNichol@bemi [FW: Philadelphia
CuU0017284 CuU0017285 117875} [DDEhrlich@Bemis.com] [s.com] Corrections 8/21/2013 14:17
VandenHeuvel, Paul
Jenkins, Nancy D [paul.vandenheuvel@be
[/O=BEMIS/OU=CURWO |mis.com];Ehrlich, Daniel |Nichol, Jeff FW: Roberts Technology - Redact 8/21/13 9:13 P.M. e-mail
OD/CN=APPLETON/CN= (D [UNichol@bemi |3.3360 - Past Due
CU0017286 CU0017288 117875] [DDEhrlich@Bemis.com] _|s.com] invoices - Contact CEO 8/21/2013 21:13
CU0017289 CU0017289
Hawkins,
Angela M
VandenHeuvel, Paul [amhawkins@b
Jenkins, Nancy D [paul.vandenheuvel@be |emis.com];Nich
[/O=BEMIS/OU=CURWO |mis.com];Ehrlich, Daniel |[ol, Jeff Redact 8/21/13 2:17 P.M. e-mail
OD/CN=APPLETON/CN= (D [JNichol@bemi |FW: Philadelphia
CU0017280 CU0017291 117875] [DDErlich@Bemis.com] [s.com] Corrections 8/21/2013 14:17
VandenHeuvel, Paul
[paul.vandenheuvel@be
mis.com};Ehrlich, Daniel
D
[DDEhrich@Bemis.com]; Redact 5/9/13 2:37 P.M. e-mail
Kreski, Jon E Rattray, Graeme P FW: Phone Call / Order
CU0017713 CU0017714 [JEKreski@Bemis.com]  |[GPRattray@Bemis.com] Release 5/9/2013 14:37
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Previously Withheld Documents to be Produced

Bates Beg Bates End Email From Email To Email CC Emall Subject Date Sent COURT REDACTIONS
CUQ017715 CuU0017717
VandenHeuvel, Paul
{paul.vandenheuvel@be
mis.com];Ehrlich, Daniel |Nichol, Jeff FW: Raoberts Technology - Redact 8/21/13 9:13 P.M. e-mail
Jenkins, Nancy D D [UNichol@bemi |3.3360 - Past Due
Ccu0017870 CU0017872 [ndjenkins@bemis.com] _ {[DDEhrlich@Bemis.com] [s.com] Invoices - Contact CEO 8/21/2013 21:13
CU0017873 CU0017873
Hawkins,
Angela M
VandenHeuvel, Paul {amhawkins@b
[paul.vandenheuvel@be |emis.com];Nich Redact 8/21/13 2:17 P.M. e-mail
mis.com];Ehrlich, Daniel {ol, Jeff
Jenkins, Nancy D ] [UNichol@bemi |[FW: Philadelphia
CU0017874 CU0017875 [ndjenkins@bemis.com] _ |[DDEhrlich@Bemis.com] |s.com] Corrections 8/21/2013 14117
VandenHeuvel, Paul
Wright, Peter L {paul.vandenheuve!@be
CU0018085 CuU0018085 [PLWright@Bemis.com] _ |mis.com] RTG 5/1/2013 19:17
Wright, Peter L Mike Cheatle
CU0018086 CU0018086 [PLWright@Bemis.com] |[mrcheatle@rigpkg.com] RE: Customer Protection 8/17/2011 18:36
Wright, Peter L Mike Cheatle
CuU0018087 Cu0018087 [PLWright@Bemis.com]  |[mrcheatle@ntgpkg.com) RE: Customer Protection 8/15/2011 16:32
Wright, Peter L Mike Cheatle
CuUo018088 CU0018088 [PLWright@Bemis.com|] _|[mrcheatle@rtgpkg.com] RE: Customer Protection 8/11/2011 17:27




