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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION
OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES

In the Matter of

Altria Group, Inc.
a corporation, Docket No. 9393

And

JUUL Labs, Inc.
a corporation,

Respondents.

ALTRIA GROUP, INC.’S OPPOSITION TO PRIVILEGE WAIVER MOTION
Complaint Counsel sat on this motion that would fundamentally alter the record in

this case for seven months, filing it on the day fact discovery closed. In June 2020, Altria
advised Complaint Counsel that Altria would undertake a supplemental privilege review.
Complaint Counsel responded claiming waiver. Altria disagreed, but offered to meet and
confer. Complaint Counsel did not respond. Altria completed its supplemental review in
the fall. Still, Complaint Counsel did nothing. Because Altria acted reasonably and
diligently at all times to protect the privilege, Complaint Counsel’s motion fails on the
merits. But the time to bring this motion was months ago, before 30 depositions were
taken, witness lists were exchanged, and the factual record was developed. Complaint
Counsel’s eleventh-hour motion, seeking to compel the blanket production of over 9,000
privileged documents, violates Part 3 Rules. It violates this Court’s Scheduling Order.

And it would cause Altria extreme prejudice. It should be denied.
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BACKGROUND

On April 8, 2019, the FTC issued a “Second Request” concerning Altria’s
investment in JUUL Labs, Inc. In response, Altria produced, over three months, 1,053,827
documents, consisting of 5.9 million pages from 40 custodians’ files. Harlowe Decl. {1 6,
9. This was a monumental undertaking and reflected Altria’s commitment to cooperating
fully with the FTC’s investigation. Altria retained experienced discovery counsel at Shook,
Hardy & Bacon (“SHB”) to manage a privilege review team of approximately 50 attorneys.
Id. 1 8. SHB closely supervised the review, which was complex given that certain Altria
lawyers also had non-legal roles. Talbert Decl. {1 2-9.

During the investigation, the FTC identified a small number of documents that were
inadvertently produced, as did Altria’s antitrust counsel. Harlowe Decl. {1 21-24. Each
time, Altria made diligent efforts to investigate and identify other potentially inadvertently
produced documents. 1d.; Feinstein Decl. §{ 8-10, 15.

On April 1, 2020, Complaint Counsel filed the Complaint. In preparing Altria’s
defense, Altria’s recently engaged trial counsel at Wachtell, Lipton, Rosen & Katz
discovered additional inadvertently produced documents. Harlowe Decl. § 25. On June
18, while the case was stayed in light of the pandemic, Altria notified Complaint Counsel
of these inadvertent disclosures and advised that it would further review the Second
Request production for inadvertently produced documents. Ex. A. In response, Complaint
Counsel claimed that Altria had waived privilege and purported to “reserve[] all rights to

challenge Altria’s privilege claims at an appropriate time.” Abell Ex. S at 5.} Altria

1 «Abell Ex.” refers to exhibits to the Declaration of James Abell, filed in support of the
motion.
2



FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION | OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY | FILED 02/18/2021 | OSCAR NO. 600696 | Page 3 of 271 | PUBLIC
PUBLIC

promptly expressed its disagreement, but offered “to meet and confer.” Ex. B. Complaint
Counsel did not respond.

In the face of Complaint Counsel’s silence, Altria proceeded and, by September 10,
had completed a re-review of approximately 210,000 Second Request documents relevant
to the Complaint, clawing back 5,477 documents. Ex. C; Harlowe Decl. | 28. Altria
provided a corresponding privilege log on October 14. Altria completed a review of other
Second Request production documents, not relevant to the theories pursued in the
Complaint, on November 6. Ex. D.?2

Rather than press its waiver claim, Complaint Counsel sought Altria’s privileged
documents through other means: an August 27 document request seeking all documents
Altria “withheld from production in response to the Second Request, or clawed back, based
on a claim of privilege.” Abell Decl. 1 26. On September 17, Altria objected to this
request, Ex. E, and Complaint Counsel did not move to compel, much less within the 30
days required by the Scheduling Order.

On January 28, 2021, days before the fact discovery cutoff, Complaint Counsel
announced that “all privilege claims have been waived” and demanded “Altria immediately
produce all documents that it previously sought to claw back.” Ex. F. On a February 1,
2021 meet-and-confer call, Complaint Counsel conceded that nothing in particular had
prompted it to raise the issue other than the approaching trial date. Asked for an
explanation for its delay, Complaint Counsel offered none. Feinstein Decl. § 16. The next

day, Altria sent a letter detailing authorities showing why Complaint Counsel’s

2 Complaint Counsel suggests the re-review continued into January 2021. See Mot. at 9. Not
true. Seven documents were clawed back in January, but not in connection with the
re-review, which completed months earlier.
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contemplated motion was untimely and prejudicial. Ex. G. No response followed.
Instead, on the discovery cutoff date, Complaint Counsel filed this motion.
ARGUMENT
I.  Complaint Counsel’s delay bars this motion.

Part 3 Rules and the Scheduling Order prohibit Complaint Counsel from waiting
until the close of fact discovery to file a motion that seeks to dramatically alter the
document record.

First, under Rule 3.31(g)(2)(ii), receiving parties notified of inadvertent disclosures
“must promptly return, sequester, or destroy the specified information.” Then, receiving
parties “may promptly present the information to the Administrative Law Judge under seal
for a determination of the claim.” Id. (emphasis added). Rule 3.31(g)(1)(ii) is modelled
after and identical in relevant part to FRCP 26(b)(5)(B), which “requires a party who
intends to challenge a claim of inadvertent production to promptly present it to the court for
a determination of the claim.” Coleman v. Sterling, 2011 WL 13177041, at *3 (S.D. Cal.
Nov. 4, 2011) (emphasis added).®> Complaint Counsel does not contend that it brought its
motion “promptly,” nor could it.* “Instead of complying with [the] requirement to
promptly present the disputed information to the court,” Complaint Counsel “s[at] on [its]

challenge,” and its motion must therefore be denied. Id. at *3; see also Canamar v.

% In promulgating Rule 3.31(g), the Commission explained that the “obligations imposed [by
Rule 26(b)(5)(B)] on the receiving party ... are sensible and should be incorporated into the
Commission’s Part 3 rules.” 16 CFR Parts 3 and 4 Rules of Practice, 74 Fed. Reg. 20205,
20207 (May 1, 2009).

4 On the February 1 meet-and-confer call, Complaint Counsel contended that Rule
3.31(g)(1)(ii)’s promptness requirement is optional because it uses the word “may.” But
Coleman rejected that interpretation of the rule. See 2011 WL 13177041, at *2-3. The use
of “may” conveys that a party may challenge a clawback in court. It does not modify the
timeframe in which that challenge must be brought. To suggest otherwise reads the word
“promptly” out of the rule.
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McMillin Tex. Mgmt., 2009 WL 2175105, at *2 (W.D. Tex. July 17, 2009) (receiving party
violated Rule 26(b)(5)(B) when it waited five months, and until after critical deposition had
occurred, to challenge clawback).’

This is only common sense. “[T]he purpose of the prompt requirement” is to
prevent prejudice: “to allow parties to know whether a challenge is being made to a claim
and have a determination of the claim so that they know whether the information may be
used to litigate the case.” Coleman, 2011 WL 13177041, at *3.

Here, the prejudice Complaint Counsel aims to impose on Altria would be
irreparable. By seeking a blanket waiver of over 9,000 privileged documents that Altria
clawed back months ago (and, in many cases, more than a year ago), Complaint Counsel is
attempting to dramatically alter the factual record in this case—after witness lists have been
exchanged and after every party deposition has occurred. Had Complaint Counsel
promptly filed this motion (and prevailed), Altria may have listed additional or different
witnesses, prepared its witnesses differently, or asked witnesses different questions at
depositions. But it is far too late for that now.

Second, the motion is independently untimely under the Scheduling Order.
Additional Provision 8 of that Order provides 30 days to move to compel in response to
responses and objections, absent circumstances not pertinent here. Complaint Counsel’s

document requests sought the functional equivalent of the relief sought before this Court.

® To evade Rule 3.31(g)(1)(ii), Complaint Counsel purports to bring its motion under Rule
2.11(d). Once a Part 3 proceeding is pending, however, Rule 3.31(g) governs inadvertent
disclosures “during a Commission precomplaint investigation.” Complaint Counsel
acknowledged the applicability of Rule 3.31(g) in its July 20 letter to Altria (see Abell. Ex. S
at 1 (“Inadvertent disclosure is governed by Rule 3.31(g) ....”)) and in its January 28, 2021
email, Ex. F. In In re Louisiana Real Estate Appraisers, moreover, Complaint Counsel
moved under Rule 3.31(g), not Rule 2.11(d), and this Court analyzed Complaint Counsel’s
waiver motion under that same rule. See 2018 WL 1409847, at *3 (F.T.C. Mar. 9, 2018).

5
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Altria objected, making clear it would not comply. Ex. E. Complaint Counsel did not
move to compel within 30 days and has now waived the right to do so.
1. Altria did not waive the privilege.

Should the Court reach the merits, it should deny the motion because Altria acted
reasonably at every turn to protect the privilege. Attached in support of Altria’s position
are declarations setting out the steps taken to protect Altria’s privilege by Kim Harlowe,
senior director of Altria’s in-house e-discovery team; Denise Talbert, co-chair of SHB’s
e-discovery practice, whose firm oversaw the review; and Debbie Feinstein, head of Arnold
& Porter’s antitrust group, which led Altria’s response to the Second Request. Also
attached is the expert declaration of Robert Owen, a leading practitioner in the field of
e-discovery.

“Because of the sacrosanct nature of the attorney-client privilege, the privilege is
‘worthy of maximum legal protection.”” In re Louisiana Real Estate Appraisers, 2018 WL
1409847, at *2 (F.T.C. Mar. 9, 2018). Accordingly, there is no waiver if “(A) The
disclosure is inadvertent; (B) [t]he holder of the privilege or protection took reasonable
steps to prevent disclosure; and (C) [t]he holder promptly took reasonable steps to rectify
the error ....” §3.31(g)(1)(i).® Each factor is met here.

First, the disclosures were inadvertent—Complaint Counsel has not contended

otherwise—and attributable to the size, scope, complexity, prioritization requirements, and

® In implementing Rule 3.31, the Commission expressly adopted the “standards in Fed. R.
Evid. 502(b),” 74 Fed. Reg. at 20207, which apply equally to inadvertent disclosures to a
“federal office or agency,” F.R.E. 502(b). The Commission explained that Rule 502(b)’s and
Rule 3.31’°s more protective approach was animated by “[w]idespread concerns that the
litigation costs necessary to protect against privileged ... materials” being disclosed “have
become excessive”—concerns that are “particularly aggravated ... by the enormous amount
of electronically stored information that needs to be reviewed in discovery.” 74 Fed. Reg. at
20207. Complaint Counsel’s authorities that predate these amendments thus carry little, if
any, weight.
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speed of the production. Harlowe Decl. 11 3-6, 18-19, 31; Expert Decl. { 24; 16 CFR
Parts 3 and 4 Rules of Practice, 74 Fed. Reg. 20205, 20207 (May 1, 2009) (“Relevant
considerations concerning the reasonableness of precautions taken include the number of
documents to be reviewed [and] the time constraints for production ....”).

Second, while working hard to cooperate expeditiously with the FTC’s
investigation, Altria took reasonable steps to prevent disclosure. It hired experienced
discovery counsel, which trained and closely supervised a review team, created
mechanisms to escalate uncertain privilege calls, and implemented quality-check processes.
Talbert Decl. 11 2-9; Feinstein Decl. § 6; Expert Decl. 11 34-43. Contrary to Complaint
Counsel’s suggestion, Altria’s statements in a parallel federal litigation (made eight months
ago) do not suggest otherwise. Altria explained there that because Second Request
productions are confidential, Altria did not conduct a relevance or confidentiality review.
That has no bearing on whether Altria conducted a diligent privilege review.’

Third, Altria took prompt, reasonable steps to remedy inadvertent disclosures.
There were errors, as there would be in any production bearing this degree of complexity
and size, prepared under “extreme time constraints.” Siegmund v. Xuelian Bian, 2018 WL
3725775, at *10 (S.D. Fla. Aug. 1, 2018); see also Judson Atkinson Candies v. Latini-
Hohberger Dhimantec, 529 F.3d 371, 388 (7th Cir. 2008) (“[ W]here discovery is
extensive, mistakes are inevitable and claims of inadvertence are properly honored so long
as appropriate precautions are taken.” (citation omitted)). But “the issue is whether [Altria]

acted promptly to retrieve the documents after discovering the inadvertent disclosure,” and

" Moreover, Altria did not “admit[]” in June 2020 “that it had yet to re-review more than
210,000 documents ... that bore indicia of privilege.” Mot. at 2. Rather, Altria had no
reason to believe a re-review was desirable until that time. Harlowe Decl. 1 24-25; Expert
Decl. 11 55-58.

7
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Altria plainly did so here. See Louisiana Real Estate Appraisers, 2018 WL 1409847, at *4;
Harlowe Decl. 1 21-24; Expert Decl. {1 27, 47-60.

Section 3.31(g) “does not require the producing party to engage in full-scale
post-production review to determine whether there had been an inadvertent disclosure.” 74
Fed. Reg. at 20207; U.S. EEOC v. G.W. Univ., 2020 WL 6504573, at *13 (D.D.C. Nov. 5,
2020). And Altria should not be penalized for undertaking such an effort voluntarily, when
the case was stayed and months before depositions began. Moreover, less than 0.9% of the
Second Request production has been clawed back, an error rate far below courts’ typical
threshold of concern. See Louisiana Real Estate Appraisers, 2018 WL 1409847, at *2, *4
(no waiver despite 7% error rate); Kandel v. Brother Int’l, 683 F. Supp. 2d 1076, 1085-86
(C.D. Cal. 2010) (no waiver where error rate was over 1%); Expert Decl. {{ 25-26, 55-61.

What’s more, Complaint Counsel cannot show that it “would be prejudiced if not
allowed to use these documents,” as its own authorities require. In re Schering-Plough,
2002 WL 32388344, at *5 (F.T.C. Jan. 15, 2002). To date, Complaint Counsel has notified
Altria of just 20 potentially inadvertently produced documents, and it has not identified a
single clawed-back document on which it relied. Its vague statement that it “read and
analyzed a number of documents that Altria subsequently clawed back” does not establish
(or even suggest) prejudice. Mot. at 6. Complaint Counsel does identify 23 additional
documents, clawed back long ago, that it claims “bear directly” on “Altria’s reasons for
exiting the e-vapor business.” 1d. at 5-6. These documents are plainly privileged, and it is
puzzling that Complaint Counsel apparently reviewed the bulk of them without alerting
Altria to their existence. See ABA Model Rule of Prof’l Conduct 4.4(b). In any event,
Complaint Counsel did not use these or any other inadvertently produced privileged

documents during the investigational hearings, refer to them in the Complaint, cite them in
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any papers (until now), or use them in depositions. Complaint Counsel’s cases are
inapposite. See Schering-Plough, 2002 WL 32388344, at *5 (FTC “read, analyzed, and
used the documents” at issue (emphasis added)); Mount Hawley Ins. v. Felman Prod., 271
F.R.D. 125, 136 (S.D. W.Va. 2010) (document “had great influence on [adversaries’]
discovery requests and deposition questions”).®

CONCLUSION

Complaint Counsel’s motion should be denied.’

8 ALGFTC0005437008 and ALGFTC0000744999, see Mot. at 6, were clawed back in error.
Altria withdraws its privilege claim over both documents.

% Should the Court rule otherwise, Altria respectfully requests that the Court stay its ruling to
preserve the status quo and avert irreparable harm to Altria while it promptly exercises its
right to seek review.

9
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Dated: February 18, 2021 By: s/ Jonathan M. Moses
Jonathan M. Moses
Kevin S. Schwartz
Adam L. Goodman
Adam Sowlati
Wachtell, Lipton, Rosen & Katz
51 West 52nd Street
New York, NY 10019
Telephone: (212) 403-1000

Debbie Feinstein

Robert J. Katerberg

Justin P. Hedge

Francesca M. Pisano

Adam Pergament

Le-Tanya Freeman

Arnold & Porter Kaye Scholer LLP
601 Massachusetts Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20001
Telephone: (202) 942-5000

Beth Wilkinson

James Rosenthal

J.J. Snidow

Wilkinson Stekloff LLP

2001 M Street NW, 10th Floor
Washington, DC 20036
Telephone: (202) 847-4000

Moira Penza

Wilkinson Stekloff LLP

130 West 42nd Street, 24th Floor
New York, NY 10036
Telephone: (212) 294-8910

Counsel for Altria Group, Inc.
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION
OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES

In the Matter of

Altria Group, Inc.,
a corporation; Docket No. 9393

And

JUUL Labs, Inc.,
a corporation.

DECLARATION OF JONATHAN M. MOSES
IN SUPPORT OF ALTRIA GROUP, INC.’S
OPPOSITION TO PRIVILEGE WAIVER MOTION

I, Jonathan M. Moses, state as follows:

1 | am a partner at the law firm of Wachtell, Lipton, Rosen & Katz, counsel to
Respondent Altria Group, Inc. (“Altria’). | am one of the counsel of record for Altriain the
above-captioned matter.

2. | respectfully submit this declaration to provide certain documents that are referred to

in Atria' s Opposition to Privilege Waiver Motion.

3. Submitted herewith are true and correct copies of the following:

Exhibit Description

Letter from Marc Wolinsky, Wachtell Lipton, and Debbie Feinstein, Arnold & Porter, to

A James E. Abell, Federal Trade Commission (June 18, 2020)

B Letter from Marc Wolinsky, Wachtell Lipton, and Debbie Feinstein, Arnold & Porter, to
James E. Abell, Federal Trade Commission (Aug. 7, 2020)

C Letter from Marc Wolinsky, Wachtell Lipton, and Debbie Feinstein, Arnold & Porter, to
James E. Abell, Federal Trade Commission (Sept. 10, 2020)
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Exhibit Description

D Letter from Debbie Feinstein, Arnold & Porter, to James E. Abell, Federal Trade
Commission (Nov. 6, 2020)

E An excerpt of Altria' s Responses and Objections to Complaint Counsel’s First Set of
Requests for Production of Documents (Sept. 17, 2020)

F Emails between Jennifer Milici, Federal Trade Commission, and Jonathan M. Moses,
Wachtell Lipton, et al. (Jan. 31, 2021)

G Letter from Jonathan M. Moses, Wachtell Lipton, to Jennifer Milici, Federal Trade
Commission (Feb. 2, 2021)

| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of Americathat

the foregoing is true and correct.

Dated: February 18, 2021

s/ Jonathan M. Moses
Jonathan M. Moses
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Exhibit A



FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION | OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY | FILED 02/18/2021 | OSCAR NO.

MARTIN LIPTON
HERBERT M. WACHTELL
THEODORE N. MIRVIS
EDWARD D. HERLIHY
DANIEL A. NEFF
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MARC WOLINSKY
STEVEN A. ROSENBLUM
JOHN F. SAVARESE
SCOTT K. CHARLES
JODI J. SCHWARTZ
ADAM O. EMMERICH
RALPH M. LEVENE
RICHARD G. MASON
DAVID M. SILK

ROBIN PANOVKA

DAVID A. KATZ

ILENE KNABLE GOTTS
JEFFREY M. WINTNER
TREVOR S. NORWITZ
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WacHTELL, LiPpTON, RoseN & KaTz

51 WEST 52ND STREET
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I100I9-6150

TELEPHONE: (212) 403 -1000

FACSIMILE:

(212) 403 -2000

GEORGE A. KATZ (1965-1989)
JAMES H. FOGELSON (1967-1991)
LEONARD M. ROSEN (1965-2014)

OF COUNSEL

MARTIN J.E. ARMS
MICHAEL H. BYOWITZ
KENNETH B. FORREST
SELWYN B. GOLDBERG
PETER C. HEIN
MEYER G. KOPLOW
LAWRENCE S. MAKOW
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ELLIOTT V. STEIN
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PAUL VIZCARRONDO, JR.
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AMY R. WOLF

* ADMITTED IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

DAVID M. ADLERSTEIN
SUMITA AHUJA
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LOUIS J. BARASH
OLIVER J. BOARD
FRANCO CASTELLI
ANDREW J.H. CHEUNG
PAMELA EHRENKRANZ
KATHRYN GETTLES-ATWA

COUNSEL

ADAM M. GOGOLAK

NANCY B. GREENBAUM

MARK A. KOENIG
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DAVID E. SHAPIRO
DAMIAN G. DIDDEN
IAN BOCZKO
MATTHEW M. GUEST
DAVID E. KAHAN
DAVID K. LAM
BENJAMIN M. ROTH
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SABASTIAN V. NILES
ALISON ZIESKE PREISS
TIJANA J. DVORNIC
JENNA E. LEVINE
RYAN A. McLEOD
ANITHA REDDY

JOHN L. ROBINSON
JOHN R. SOBOLEWSKI
STEVEN WINTER
EMILY D. JOHNSON
JACOB A. KLING

RAAJ S. NARAYAN
VIKTOR SAPEZHNIKOV
MICHAEL J. SCHOBEL
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ERICA E. BONNETT
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DirecT DiAL: (212) 403-1226
DIRecT Fax: (212) 403-2226
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CONFIDENTIAL

June 18, 2020

By E-mail

James E. Abell, Esqg.
Federal Trade Commission
Bureau of Competition
400 7th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20024

Re:  Request for Additional Information and
Documentary Materials issued to Altria
Group, Inc., No. 20190791

Dear Mr. Abell:

We are writing on behalf of Altria Group, Inc., which Wachtell, Lipton, Rosen & Katz is
representing, along with Arnold & Porter, in the recently filed matter by the Federal Trade
Commission challenging Altria’s investment in JLI.
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WACHTELL, LiIPTON, RoseN & KaTz

PUBLIC
James E. Abell, Esq.
June 18, 2020
Page 2

In connection with preparing for this proceeding, we have recently identified a number of
plainly privileged communications that were inadvertently produced to the FTC during the
course of Altria’s rolling production of more than one million documents, constituting
approximately 5.9 million pages, in response to the Second Request. Altria did not cite these
documents in any of its written submissions or oral presentations to the Commission, and Staff
did not use them in any IHs or quote or refer to them in the complaint. We request that you
promptly return or destroy any copies that you might have made of the identified privileged
documents, including any native documents stored on document databases and/or hard drives as
well as any hard copies. We also ask that you dispose of any notes or work product that you may
have generated based, in whole or in part, on these privileged documents.

Consistent with prior practice in this matter, the documents are set out in the enclosed
index that identifies documents that should have been fully withheld or redacted in part. We will
provide an overlay file to replace the identified documents with privilege slipsheets or
redactions, and we will update the text and metadata files accordingly. We will also update
Altria’s Partial Privilege Log to include entries for these documents.

We are aware that in the fall of 2019, counsel for Altria and the FTC Staff corresponded
regarding certain requests to clawback privileged documents inadvertently produced in response
to the Second Request. In its letter dated October 29, 2019, Staff expressed concern that there
were “systemic problems with Altria’s privilege review.” Altria responded by letter, dated
November 1, 2019, noting that it had “conducted additional document search and review
activities” to identify inadvertently produced privileged documents and that it was not “currently
aware of any additional documents” subject to clawback. As you know, the FTC responded on
November 4, 2019, identifying additional documents that appeared to be privileged, and Altria
identified others in February 2020.

Based on our review of the documents in the enclosed index, it has become apparent
there is a need to conduct a further review to identify any additional privileged material
inadvertently produced during the extensive Second Request efforts. We will endeavor to
promptly notify you if additional privileged documents are identified, and will otherwise keep
you posted.
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WacHTELL, LIPTON, ROSEN & KaTZ
PUBLIC
James E. Abell, Esq.
June 18, 2020
Page 3

Please afford this letter confidential treatment.

Sincerely,

Marc Wolinsky

Wachtell, Lipton, Rosen & Katz
51 West 52nd St.

New York, NY 10019

) ¢ .‘,
L%U"/L V{ 7 g5 F——

Debbie Feinstein

Arnold & Porter Kaye Scholer LLP
601 Massachusetts Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20001
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Privilege Recaptures
June 18, 2020

FTC File No. 20190791
Second Request Issued to Altria Group, Inc.

Confidential

BatesBegin

BatesEnd

ALGFTC0000220699

ALGFTC0000220700

ALGFTC0000279311

ALGFTC0000279318

ALGFTC0000314787

ALGFTC0000314788

ALGFTC0000314793

ALGFTC0000314794

ALGFTC0000314795

ALGFTC0000314797

ALGFTC0000321065

ALGFTC0000321069

ALGFTC0000321070

ALGFTC0000321074

ALGFTC0000321081

ALGFTC0000321085

ALGFTC0000728204

ALGFTC0000728205

ALGFTC0000753395

ALGFTC0000753396

ALGFTC0000753426

ALGFTC0000753427

ALGFTC0000943460

ALGFTC0000943468

ALGFTC0000943497

ALGFTC0000943505

ALGFTC0000946728

ALGFTC0000946735

ALGFTC0000969021

ALGFTC0000969028

ALGFTC0000976360

ALGFTC0000976367

ALGFTC0003224636

ALGFTC0003224636

ALGFTC0003224637

ALGFTC0003224638

ALGFTC0003231350

ALGFTC0003231353

ALGFTC0003265344

ALGFTC0003265345

ALGFTC0003304553

ALGFTC0003304555

ALGFTC0003304621

ALGFTC0003304622

ALGFTC0005424638

ALGFTC0005424640

reatment Required

PUBLIC
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Confidential

BatesBegin

BatesEnd

ALGFTC0005724093

ALGFTC0005724096

ALGFTC0005424720

ALGFTC0005424723

ALGFTC0006876327

ALGFTC0006876328

ALGFTC0006876329

ALGFTC0006876330

ALGFTC0006876344

ALGFTC0006876345

ALGFTC0006879152

ALGFTC0006879155

ALGFTC0006879480

ALGFTC0006879483

ALGFTC0006881230

ALGFTC0006881233

ALGFTC0006881236

ALGFTC0006881240

ALGFTC0006882067

ALGFTC0006882068

ALGFTC0006882206

ALGFTC0006882207

ALGFTC0006886476

ALGFTC0006886479

ALGFTC0006886654

ALGFTC0006886657

ALGFTC0006887149

ALGFTC0006887154

ALGFTC0006893834

ALGFTC0006893834

ALGFTC0006893871

ALGFTC0006893872

ALGFTC0006896653

ALGFTC0006896750

ALGFTC0006898986

ALGFTC0006898986

ALGFTC0006899925

ALGFTC0006899926

ALGFTC0006915506

ALGFTC0006915506

ALGFTC0006925582

ALGFTC0006925583

ALGFTC0006925585

ALGFTC0006925586

ALGFTC0006925588

ALGFTC0006925588

reatment Required

PUBLIC
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Confidential

BatesBegin
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ALGFTC0006925659

ALGFTC0006925660

ALGFTC0006925662

ALGFTC0006925662

ALGFTC0006979658

ALGFTC0006979663

ALGFTC0006979664

ALGFTC0006979674

ALGFTC0006990812

ALGFTC0006990813

ALGFTC0007001749

ALGFTC0007001749

ALGFTC0007004523

ALGFTC0007004524

ALGFTC0007006502

ALGFTC0007006502

ALGFTC0007007786

ALGFTC0007007786

ALGFTC0007008122

ALGFTC0007008124

ALGFTC0007027633

ALGFTC0007027634

ALGFTC0007040506

ALGFTC0007040508

ALGFTC0007053867

ALGFTC0007053868

ALGFTC0007053902

ALGFTC0007053903

ALGFTC0007056280

ALGFTC0007056281

ALGFTC0007057071

ALGFTC0007057072

ALGFTC0007059707

ALGFTC0007059708

ALGFTC0007059711

ALGFTC0007059712

ALGFTC0007062844

ALGFTC0007062845

ALGFTC0007063129

ALGFTC0007063131

ALGFTC0007063535

ALGFTC0007063537

ALGFTC0007063540

ALGFTC0007063542

ALGFTC0007084574

ALGFTC0007084574

reatment Required

PUBLIC
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Confidential

BatesBegin
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ALGFTC0007084601

ALGFTC0007084601

ALGFTC0007084745

ALGFTC0007084746

ALGFTC0007084747

ALGFTC0007084748

ALGFTC0007084761

ALGFTC0007084762

ALGFTC0007084782

ALGFTC0007084783

ALGFTC0007085586

ALGFTC0007085590

ALGFTC0007085610

ALGFTC0007085611

ALGFTC0007087068

ALGFTC0007087069

ALGFTC0007087165

ALGFTC0007087166

ALGFTC0007087461

ALGFTC0007087463

ALGFTC0007087468

ALGFTC0007087469

ALGFTC0007087710

ALGFTC0007087711

ALGFTC0007088895

ALGFTC0007088895

ALGFTC0007088936

ALGFTC0007088936

ALGFTC0007089059

ALGFTC0007089060

ALGFTC0007089411

ALGFTC0007089411

ALGFTC0007089484

ALGFTC0007089493

ALGFTC0007089766

ALGFTC0007089770

ALGFTC0007095178

ALGFTC0007095180

ALGFTC0007110118

ALGFTC0007110120

ALGFTC0007112920

ALGFTC0007112921

ALGFTC0007125409

ALGFTC0007125411

ALGFTC0007125412

ALGFTC0007125413

reatment Required

PUBLIC
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Confidential

BatesBegin

BatesEnd

ALGFTC0007134124

ALGFTC0007134125

ALGFTC0007134308

ALGFTC0007134310

ALGFTC0007142423

ALGFTC0007142424

ALGFTC0007143044

ALGFTC0007143046

ALGFTC0007150555

ALGFTC0007150556

ALGFTC0007150572

ALGFTC0007150573

ALGFTC0007150594

ALGFTC0007150596

ALGFTC0007150603

ALGFTC0007150604

ALGFTC0007150629

ALGFTC0007150631

ALGFTC0007150636

ALGFTC0007150637

ALGFTC0007150665

ALGFTC0007150668

ALGFTC0007150669

ALGFTC0007150671

ALGFTC0007150672

ALGFTC0007150674

ALGFTC0007150691

ALGFTC0007150694

ALGFTC0007150980

ALGFTC0007150982

ALGFTC0007157034

ALGFTC0007157036

ALGFTC0007157038

ALGFTC0007157040

ALGFTC0007157047

ALGFTC0007157049

ALGFTC0007185151

ALGFTC0007185152

ALGFTC0007186439

ALGFTC0007186441

ALGFTC0007188602

ALGFTC0007188605

ALGFTC0007188606

ALGFTC0007188609

ALGFTC0007200476

ALGFTC0007200477

reatment Required

PUBLIC
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Confidential

BatesBegin
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ALGFTC0007200478

ALGFTC0007200521

ALGFTC0007200551

ALGFTC0007200552

ALGFTC0007206234

ALGFTC0007206236

ALGFTC0007206722

ALGFTC0007206724

ALGFTC0007206802

ALGFTC0007206803

ALGFTC0007208379

ALGFTC0007208379

ALGFTC0007208576

ALGFTC0007208576

ALGFTC0007208587

ALGFTC0007208587

ALGFTC0007208773

ALGFTC0007208774

ALGFTC0007208805

ALGFTC0007208805

ALGFTC0007209200

ALGFTC0007209205

ALGFTC0007209426

ALGFTC0007209428

ALGFTC0007209525

ALGFTC0007209526

ALGFTC0007209669

ALGFTC0007209670

ALGFTC0007209856

ALGFTC0