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In the Matter of

PHOEBE PUTNEY HEALTH
SYSTEM, INC., and

PHOEBE PUTNEY MEMORIJAL
HOSPITAL, INC., and

DOCKET NO. 9348
PHOEBE NORTH, INC., and

HCA INC., and

PALMYRA PARK HOSPITAL, INC., and
HOSPITAL AUTHORITY OF

ALBANY-DOUGHERTY COUNTY,
Respondents.
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ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO STAY RULING ON
MOTION TO QUASH OR LIMIT SUBPOENA

Nonparty PricewaterhouseCoopers LLP (“PwC”) filed a Motion to Quash or Limit
Subpoena Duces Tecum on May 6, 2013 and a Corrected Motion to Quash or Limit Subpoena
Duces Tecum on May 9, 2013 (together, “Motion to Quash™). On May 15, 2013, Complaint
Counsel filed an Unopposed Motion to Stay the Court’s Ruling on the Motion to Quash
(“Motion to Stay”). In support of its Motion to Stay, Complaint Counsel asserts that PwC’s
Motion to Quash does not request any relief at this time and that PwC’s Motion to Quash is
premised on a hypothetical situation in which Complaint Counsel withdraws agreed subpoena
specification modifications and/or deferrals. Complaint Counsel requests that the Court stay any
ruling on the Motion to Quash unless and until PwC notifies the Court that the hypothetical
situation has occurred. Complaint Counsel states that PwC has indicated it does not oppose
Complaint Counsel’s Motion to Stay.

Based on the foregoing, Complaint Counsel’s Motion to Stay is GRANTED and it is
hereby ORDERED that the ruling on PwC’s Motion to Quash is STAYED. It is further
ORDERED that the Stay will be lifted in the event that PwC notifies this Court that Complaint
Counsel has withdrawn the modifications and/or renewed the deferred specifications, at which



time Complaint Counsel will have three (3) days to file-its opposition, if any, to PWC’s Motion to
Quash.
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ORDERED: D
D. Michael Chappell
Chief Administrative Law Judge

Date: May 15, 2013



