
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

BEFORE THE FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSJO 

COMMISSSIONERS: 

In the Matter of 

Otto Bock Health Care 

No1'th America, Inc., 

a corporation, 

Rcspondc11t. 

Maureen K. Ohlhausen, Acting Chairman 
Terrell Mcsweeny · 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

DOCKET 9378 

MOTION FOR IN CAMERA TREATMENT 

Pursuant to Rule 3.45 of the Federar Trade Commission's Rules of Practice, 16 C.F.R. Sect 

3.45(b), non-party Scheck & Siress Prosthetics Inc., ("Scheck") respectfully submits this motion for in 

camera tTeatment of ccitain competitively-sensitive, confidential Deposition Testimony/Document. This 

Deposition Testimony/Document was produced in response to a third patty subpoena in this matter to Mr. 

Michael H. Oros, President and CEO of Scheck & Siress Inc., and the Federal Trade Commission and 

Otto Bock Health Care North America, Inc., ("Otto Bock"). have now notified Mr. Oros that they intend 

to introduce this Deposition Testimony/Document that is the su~ject of this motion into ev idence at the 

administrative trial in this matter. See Letter from the Federal Trade Commission dated May 25, 2018 

(attached as Exhibit A); Letter from Counsel for Otto Bock, dated May 29, 2018 (attached as Exhibit B). 

The specific subject matter (Identified in Exhibit C) of Mr. Oros' Deposition Testimony, 

(attached as Exhibit D) for which Scheck is seeking in camera treatment is confidential information, such 

that if it were to become part of the public record, Scheck would be seriously harmed in its ability to 

compete in the Orthotics and Prosthetics Industry: For the reasons discussed in this motion, Scheck 

requests that this Court afford Mr. Oros' Deposition Testimony/Document in camera treatment 

indefinitely_ In support of this motion, Scheck relies on the Affidavit of Michael H. Oros (''Oros 

Declaration") attached as Exhibit E. 
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I. .Information foi- 'tl'hich Protection is Sought 

Scheck seeks in camera treatment of the specific information as delineated ·in Exhibit C in the 

following Deposition Tesltmo11yiDocu111ent, copy of which is attached as Exhibit D. 

Exhibit No. Description Date BegBates End Bates 
X-1007 Deposition Transcript of 3/29/2018 RX-1007- 00001 RX-1007- 00094 

Michael Oros (Scheck & Siress) 

II. Michael Oros' Deposition Testimony/Document co .. tains Secret Information and 

Material Sucl1 That Disdosu1·c. Would Result in Serious Injury 

Material may be given in camera treatment when its "public disclosure will likely result in clearly 

defined, serious irtjtuy to the person, partnership, or corporation requesting'' such treatment 16 C.F.R. 

Sect 3.45(b). The petitioner for in camera treatment demonstrates serious injury by showing that the 

documents are secret and that they are material to the business. In re General Foods Corp., 95 F.T.C. 352, 

35 S ( 1980). Courts generally attempt "to protect confidential business information from unnecessary 

airing." HP. Hood & Sons, Inc., 58 F.T.C. [ 184, l 188 (196!). 

In considering both secrecy and materiality, the Court inay consider: (I) the extent to which the 

information is known outstde of the business; (2) the extent to which it is known by employees and others 

involved in the business; (3) the extent of measures taken to guard the secrecy of the information; (4) the 

value of the information to the business and its competitors; (5) the amount of effott or money expended 

in developing the information; and (6) the ease or difficulty with which the information could be acquired 

or duplicated by others. In re Bristol lvfyers Co., 90 .F.T.C. 455, 456-457 ( 1977). 

Michael Oros' Deposition Testimony/Doc·ument contains both secrets and material information to 

Scheck's business as discussed in detail in the Oros' Declaration, Exhibit E. The [nformation at issue is 

of competitive significance to Scheck such as specific reimbursement rates for private insurance contracts 

relative to Medicare reimbursement as well as our procurement costs for spedfic devices from competing 

manufacturers. 

Such information would not be known outside of the business. Scheck, as a provider ofOrthottcs and 

Prosthetic devices, Scheck relies on its relationships with its suppliers and its negotiations with them to 

remain competitive. Because of the confidential nature of the information and its materiality to Scheck's 

business, in camera treatment is appropriate. 

Further, disclosure of the Confidential Testimony will result in the loss ofa business advantage to 

Scheck. See In re Dura Lube Corp., 1999 FTC LEXIS 255 at *7 (Dec. 23, 1999) ("The likely loss of 

business advantages is a good example of a 'clearly defined, serious injury."' ln re General Foods· Corp., 



PUBLIC REDACTED 

1980 WL 338991 at *1). The Deposition Testimony/Document at issue is material to Scheck's 

negotiations with its suppliers and reimbursement from payers. Making such testimony public will result 

in loss of any business advantage Scheck has with any competitors. 

Scheck's status as a third-party is highly relevant and should be taken into consideration in the 

treatment of this testimony. The Commission has held that "[t]here can be no question that the 

confidential records of businesses involved in Commission proceedings should be protected insofar as 

possible.'' HP. Hood & Sons, 58 F.T.C. at I I 86. This is especially so in the case of a third-party, which 

deserves "special solicitude" in its request for in camera treatment for its confidential business 

information. See In re Kaiser Aluminum & Chem. Corp., 103 FTC 500, 500 (1984) ("As a policy matter, 

extensions of confidential or in camera treatment in appropriate cases involving third party bystanders 

encourages cooperation with future adjudicative discovery requests."). Scheck's third-party status should 

be given deference in favor of granting in camera status to Mr. Oros' Deposition Testimony as requested. 

III. Conclusion 

For the reasons set forth above and in the accompanying Oros Declaration, Scheck respectfully requests 

that this Cou,t grant permanent in camera treatment for the Confidential Information included in the 

Michael Oros Deposition Testimony/Document. 

Dated: June 4, 20 i 8 ed, 

Lat~ A. Johnso 
irector of Corporate Compliance 

Scheck & Siress Prosthetics Inc. 
IS 376 Summit Avenue, Court E 
Oakbrook Terrace, IL 60181 
Phone (630) 953-7246 
L.aurie.johnson:'J:schcckandsires3.:.qo1n 



PUBLIC REDACTED 

STATEMENT REGARDING MEET AND CONFER 

The undersigned certifies that counsel for Non-party Scheck & Siress Prosthetics Inc. ("Scheck") 

notified counsel for the pa11ies via email on or about May 7, 2018 that it would be seeking in camera 

treatment· of the Deposition Testimony/Document. Both counsel for the Federal Trade Commission and 

Otto Bock Healthcare of North America Inc. indicated that they would not object to Scheck's motion. 

Dated: June 7, 2018 

ur ~ . Johns , JD 
Director of Corporate Compliance 
Scheck & Siress Prosthetics Inc. 
1 S 376 Summit Avenue, Court E 
Oakbrook Terrace, IL 6018 I 
Phone (630) 953-7246 
l.,auric.joh1;1_gip(tt,;scheckari_dsir~~~~m!:! 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, Laura A. Johnson, declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of 

Illinois that the following is true and correct. On June 8, 2018, I caused to be sen1ed 

the following documents on the parties listed below by the manner indicated: 

NON-PARTY SCHECK'S MOTION FOR IN CAMERA REVIEW 

NOTICE OF APPEARANCE 

[PROPOSED] ORDER 

The Office of the Secretary: (Electronic filing) 
Donald S. Clark 
Office of the Secretary 
Federal Trade Commission 
600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Room H-172 
Wasllington, D.C. 20580 

The Office of the Administrative Law Judge (via overnight delivery and electronic mail (public 
version only)) 
D. Michael Chappell 
Chief Administrative Law Judge 
Federal Trade Commission 
600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Room 1-1-106 
Washington, D.C. 20580 

Federal Trade Commission- Washington, D.C. (via overnight delivery and electronic mail (public version 
only-excluding Deposition Transcript)) 
Catherine Sanchez 
Federal Trade Commission 
400 Seventh Street SW 
Washington, O;C. 20024 

Counsel for Otto Bock Health Care North America Inc. (via overnight delivery and electronic mai1 
{public version only-excludingDeposition Transcript)) 
Sean S. Zabaneh 
Duane Morris LLP 
30 South 17•h Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19103-4 l 96 

Dated: June 7, 2018 

· A. Johnson, 
Director of Corporate Compliance 
Scheck & Siress Prosthetics l.nc. 
1 S 3 76 Summit A venue, Court E 
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Oakbrook Terrace, IL 60181 
Phone (630) 953-7246 
1 .. :irn:i ~'. j9jm~9_1r.i'(st;.~t;{'. kctrnh ircs~,~·r(l11 

UNITED ST A TES OF AMEmCA 

BEFORE THE FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 

C0MMISSSIONERS: 

In the Matter of 

Otto Bock Health Care 

North America, Jue., 

Maureen K. Ohlhausen, Acting Chairman 
Terrell Mcsweeny 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

a corporation, ) DOCKET9378 

) 

Respondent. ) 

[PROPOSEDf ORDER 

Upon consideration of Non-Party Scheck & Siress Prostheticslnc. ("Scheck's") Motion 

for In Camera Treatment, it is HEREBY ORDERED that the following Deposition Testimony/ 

Document is to be provided permanent fn Camera treatment for the specific information detailed 

below from the date of this Order: 

Exhibit No. Description Date BegSates EndBates 
X-1007 Deposition Transcript of 3/29/2018 RX-1007- 00001 RX-1007- 00094 

Mfchael Oros (Scheck & Siress) 

Page 109 Row 12 Q: What ts the average reimbursement for MPK receives from private insurers? 
MHO Answer: Row 17 -25 (Continue Page 11 O Row 1-6) 

Page 110 Q: 'What's the average cost to S & S for an MP!<.? 
MHO Answer: Rows 24-25 

Page 111 Row l I Q: "And s o the $14000 average you gave me ... " 
MHO Answel': Row 14 
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Page l 11 Row 19 Q; "What's the average rn~t to Scheck & Sircss for a MPK? 
MHO Answer: Rows 21-25 

Page I 41 Row 2S Q: "Go iL. And among the tour manufacturers Lhat are on your list..." 
Ml-1O Answer: Row 11-25 

Page 158 Row IQ: "Cai, you give me an estimate of what the cost to acquire a C-4 is"? 
M HO Answer: Row 5 

Page 158 Row 5 Q; ''What's the cost to acquire a Plie 3 '? 
MHO Answer: Row 7-8 

Page l 5 B Row 5 Q: "What's the cost to acquire a Rheo '? 
MHO Answer: Row l 1- l 5 

Page ! 83 Row 16-18 Q: ''Could you give me the range of 17 reimbursements for K3 patients ... ? 
MHO Answer: Row 20-22 

Page 187 Row 24 "So if you are spending $1400 to procure .... ? 
MHO Answer: Page l 88 Row 4-5 

Page 232 Row 3 What were the circumstances of that meeting? 
Ml-IO Answer Rows 5-T I 

ORDERED: 
D. Michael Chappell 
Chief Administrative Law Judge 

Date: ------~- ----- ---
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EXHIBIT A 



Uurca11 <>fl'on1c,.·1i1i,•n 
Mcr~cr.; I Di1•ision 

VIA EMAJL 

Michael Oros 
Scheck & Sircss 
1S376 Summit Avenue, Courl E 
< )akbrook Terrace, 11 , 60 I 8 I 

lJNll'ED STATES OF /\MERICA 

J:ederal Trade Commission 
WASI IIN(iTON. D.C. 20580 

May 25, 2018 

RE: In the Malfer o(Oito Hock HealthCare Norlh America. Inc., Federal Trade 
Commission Dkt. No. 9378 

Dear Mr. Oros: 

By this iellcr we arc providing fomml nbticc, pursuant to Rule 3.45(b) of the 
Commission·s Rules of' Practice, 16 C.F.R. § 3.45(b), that Cornplaint Counsel intend to offer 1he 
documents nml testimony referenced in the enclosed Attachment A into evidence in !ht: 
a<lministrntivc tria l in the above-captioned mutter. The administrative trial is scheduled to begin 
on July 10, 20 18. t\11 exhibits admitted into evidence become part of the public record unless in 
camera status is grnntcd by Administrative Law Judge D. Michael Chappell. 

For dncurncnts or tcstim<lny which include sensitive or confidential information that you 
do nol want on the public record, you must file a motion seeking in camera status or other 
conftdcntialily protections pursuant to 16 C.F.R §§ 3.45, 4.JO(g). Judge Chappell may order that 
materials, whether admitted or rejected as evidence, be placed in camera only after finding that 
their public disclosure will likely result in a clearly defined, serious injury to the person, 
p:irlne rship, or corporation requesting in camera treatment. 

Motions for in camera treatment for evidence lO be introduced at trial must meet the strict 
standards set forth in 16 C.F.R. § 3.45 and explained in In re 1-800 Conlacls, Inc., 2017 FTC 
LEXIS 55 (April 4, 2017): In ,·e Jerk. LLC, 201 S FTC LEXIS 39 (Feb. 23, 201 S); and In re Basic 
lfrse(lrch, Inc. , 2006 FTC LEXIS 14 (Jan. 25, 2006). Motions also must be supported by a 
declaration or affidavit by a person qualified to explain the confidential nature of the documents. 
In re J-800 Contacrs, J11c., 2017 FTC LEXIS 55 (April 4, 2017); In re Norlh Tex1.1s Specialty 
Pl~ysicions. 2004 fTC LEXIS 66 (April 23, 2004). You must also provide one copy of the 
documents for which in canuira treatment is sought to the Administrative Law Judge. 

Please be aware that under the current Scheduling Order dated April 26, 2018, the 
deadline for filing motions seeking in camera status is June 11, 2018. 



l f you have any questions, please focl fn:c lo 1,;onlad rne al (202) 326-3326. 

Sincerely, 
~· . . · • ·• ' 

. ~;; //., ., ·I{ .. ✓• J( . I . ., .. '/ , :.-
. • '-,t,.•I I" ~.c,..S .. ft,t:,.. ! ''-·· ... y-.;,~.,.l.-<.•-~·· (..,, t...,. -

C I 
. S h. } 

at 1erme M. ,. anc ez " 
Counsel Supporting the Complaint 

2 
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EXHIBIT B 
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SEAN S. ZAUANEM 
llll!!.:C.-1' DIAL: ·H 215 'J79 I I~•> 

!'!iRSON,\L FAX: + I 2: ~ (>89 4%4 
H-MAJI.: SSZ/\B/\NEM(<.i!DU/\NEMORRIS.COM 

~1·,,·~,·.,lmuu·nun-r•Lf.c•tnn 

VIA EMAIL ANO OVl~RNIGl-rr COURmR 

Michncl Oros 
Scheck and Si rcss 

'.176 Summit Avenue 
Oakbrook Tcrrnce, Illinois 60181 
i ti i c_had .01:~~t0i.,,J.1<;:,<.:I~ \!DJ!.sin:,~!i ,.,:om 
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ANI) SIii LANKA 

Re: In the Matter of Otto Bock HealthCare North America, Inc., Federal Trade 
Commission Dkt. No. 9378 

Dear rvlr. Oros, 

By this letter, we are providing formal notice, pursuant lo Rule 3.45{b) of the Federal 
Trade Commission's Rules of Practice, 16 C.F.R. § 3.45(b), that Respondent Counsel intend lo 
offer Ilic documents nnd testimony referenced in the enclosed Attachment A into evidence in the 
admini/;lrative !rial iii the above-captioned matter. The administrative trial is scheduled to begin 
on July l 0. 2018. All exhibits admitted into evidence become pmt of the public record unless i11 
C:(111/<!J'(I slalw; is granted by Administrative Law Judge D. Michael Chappell. 

For <locumenls or testimony which include sensitive or confidential info1'111ation that you 
do not want on the public record, you must file a motion seeking in camera status or other 
confidentiality protections pursmmt to 16 C.F.R §§ 3.45, 4.1 0(g). Judge Chappell may order that 
malerinls. whether admi:ted or rejected as evidence, be placed in camera only after finding that 
their public discloirnrc will likely result in a clearly defined, serious injury to the person, 
parlncrship, or corporation requesting in ca111era treatment. 

Motions for in rn111em treatt11ent for evidence to be introduced at trial must meet the strict 
standards sel forth in 16 C.F.R. § 3.45 and explained in fn re 1-800 Contacts, Inc., 2017 FTC 
LEX IS 55 {April 4, 20 17); In re Jerk, LLC, 2015 FTC LEXIS 39 (Feb. 23, 20 l 5); and In re Basic 
Ri!.,·eard,. f,w, 2006 FTC LEXIS 14 (Jan. 25, 2006). Motions also 111us,t be supported by a 
declaration or affidavit by n person qualified to explain the confidential nature of the documents. 

l}iJ,\Ni, /V!OlllllS 1; I' 

rnsomrr IHIJ~THEE'I' l'llll.J\l>El.l'lllt\ .l'A lYI0,\.,11% l'HONE: ·I I 21S •>7~ 1000 l'AX: + l 215 979 Hl20 



M,1y 29, 20 18 
Pag.e 2 

Du~n~ Mor~is 

!:; re 1-800 Co111ac:ts. /11c., 2017 FTC LEXIS 55 {April 4, 2017); in re North Texas Specialty 
Physicians, 2004 FTC Ll~XIS 66 (April 23, 2004). You must also provide one copy of the 
documents for which in camera treatment is sought to the Administrative Law Judge. 

Please be aware that under the current Scheduling Order dated April 26, 2018, the 
deadline for liling motions seeking in camera status is June 11, 2018. 

Ir you huvc any questions, r,leasc feel free to contact me at 215-979-1149. 

TAL 
Enclosures 

,.:c: Sean P. McConnell 
Sarah O'Lnughlin Kulik 

Very truly yours, 

hi Se@ S. Zabaneh 

Sean S. Zabaneh 



Attachment A 

Exhibit No. Description Date Beg Bates EndBates 
RX-1007 Deposition Transcript or Michael Oros (Scheck & 3/29/2018 RX-1007- RX-1007-

Siress' 00001 00094 

... -
I 

Pagel of l 
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EXHIBIT C 
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EXHIBITC 

LINE ITEMS FOR WHICH SCHECK JS SEEKING IN CAMERA REVIEW 

Page 109 Row 12 Q: What is the average reimbursement for MPK receives from private 
insurers? 

MHO Answer: Row 17 -25 {Continue Page 110 Row 1-6) 

Page 110 Q: 'What's the average cost to S & S for an MPK? 

MHO Answer: Rows 24-25 

Page l l O Row 19 Q: What's the average cost to Scheck & Siress for a MPK? 
MI-IO Answer: Rows 21-25 

Page I I I Row 11 Q: "And so the $14000 average you gave me ... '' 

MHO Answer: Row 14 

Page 141 Row 25 Q: "Go it. And among the four manufacturers that are on your list. . . " 
MHO Answer: Row 11-25 

Page I 5 8 Row 1 Q: "Can you give me an estimate of what the cost to acquire a C-4 is"? 
MHO Answer; Row 5 

Page 158 Row 5 Q; "What's the cost to acquire a Plie 3'? 
MHO Answer: Row 7-8 

Page 158 Row 5 Q: ·•What's the cost to acquire a Rheo'? 

MHO Answer: Row 11-15 

Page 183 Row 16-18 Q: "Could you give me the range of 17 reimbursements for K3 patients ... ? 
MHO Answer: Row 20-22 

Page 187 Row 24 ·•so if you are spending $1400 to procure, ... ? 
MHO Answer: Page l 88 Row 4-5 

Page 232 Row 3 What were the circumstances of that meeting? 

MHO A11swer Rows 5-11 
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EXHIBIT D 

[REDACTED IN ITS ENTIRETY] 
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EXHIBIT E 



Ui\ITED STATES OF A:\'IERICA 

BEFORE THI-: FEDERAL TRAD[ CO:\rn·USSI()~ 

C0\·1,11SSSl01'ERS; Maureen K. OhJhau~en. -\ctinJ.! Chainnan 
Terrell l\1cSwecn~· 

In llw Malt<.'r of 

Otto Bock l-11.'alth Care 

J\'orth Amt"rica. Inc .• 

a corporatjoo. 

Respondent. 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

DOCKET 9378 

Dl~CL~~ATIO'.'I OF MICHAEL H. OHOS IN SUPPORT OF NON-PART\' SCHECK & 

sm.ESS PROSTHETICS l~c.·s MOTIO!'\ FOR·~ CAMERA TREATME.\IT 

l. M idwcl 11. Oros. hereby ,kclal\.' as lollow~: 

I. I ;i111 the Pn.:sidt:nl and Chief Exccuti,·e Officer ofScht.•ck & Siress Pn)slhctics 

lnc. (''Scheel-."). l mnh.c tl1is <kd.irmion in suppon ofNon-f>arty Scheck'$ Motion for hl Camera 

rr~a1111cnl ( th t: ''Motion .. ). 1 hm·e personal knowledge ofthe matt<.·rs stated herein and. i r calkd 

llpDn to dt) so. coulJ 1.'0mpc!cntly tcslify ahout lh..:m. 

I IHI\~ 1T, i~\h!<l and am familiar \,·i th 1hc Depo:;1tion T t'Stimony/Ooi.;umcnt 

prnduccd in the :.ibo,-c-cap1 ioncd matter in rcspon~e- to a :mbpocna and ch·il i11ves1ig,1tive demund 

from the Fl!d~ral Trade Commission. A~ Pre~i<l~nt and Chief 1-:xi.:cutiv..- Otfo.:~·r .it Scht'ck. I am 

familiar ,,·ith the trpc or infonrnnion cnnwincd in the Jocumc111s nt issue and its rnmpL'ti1ivc 

~ignilicuncc to Scheel-. Uast'd nn my re, k\\' nf my h.:stimony anJ my knowk<lgc of our lmsines!:>. 



PclN..tclCu~ 
l submit 1lw1 lhc disclosure of 1his dt1cuJ11t'nt tn the pubhl' and 10 competitors or Scheck woulcl 

r.:nuse s..-rioll :- compditiw injury 10 Scheck. 

r~1n1burs~d for lhc product 1ha1 \H'. ddi, r.:r tn the patk11L Llcem:cd Prosthetist:; and Orthotists me 

1101 si:parntcly pnitl for rhr.:ir time. Therefore. the negotiated acqu isition price o f items and 

substqucm rcimburs1..•mc11l co:-b ~,re n:ry important in our indw,try and should be kept 

confidt:1llial. Rdc .. 1:-c of this pri,·ate inlonnation \\'Oulu cum,c dctrimt'ntal harm 10 our busine~~ 

:ul,:intngc-.' . 

4. Thi:. FTC and Otto Bod: lum.: informed Scheck that it inti!nds t () use Mr. Oros . 

Dcpnsition Testimony Dcposidon Transcri r, t 111 the ndmini!-trutivc hearing in this matter. As 

dcs..:ribcu in the ~-fo tion. Scb1:ck seeks prnnanen1 in cumcrn protection of thoe following li11e 

items fr1.1 m the Dcpositiun Testimony DllCllllli:nt : 

·-
fahibil Description Om..: BcgBatl!s End Bates 
No. - ·- · .. ·-
X- 1007 lkpo>i lion Transcript 01· > 29.'~0 18 RX-I 007- 00001 RX- 1007- 00094 

l'\ti1.:hncl Oro~ (Schcc'k & 
Si n:ss) 

Lil'\E ITE!WS FOR ·wHICH SCHECK IS SEEKING IN CAMERA REVIEW 

P.igc I 09 Rm, 12 0 : WlK1 I i\ the :i\ er;1g..:: r~imbur:;emc111 for \I PK rl'('en·es from pri\ ate msurers'! 
\.HiO An~\\'Cr: fh ,w 17 -.'!:, (Cnntrnuc Page l IO Rv\1 l-<11 

P,1ge- 110 Q: ·Wha1·-. !he a, .:r,1ge cus110 S & S fi ir,111 MPK·? 
MHO An,wer: Rows 24-25 

Pagc J t I How J J (); •· And im 1hc S·I-IOOO ,l\ cr:1gc. you g,1,·c me . . . ·· 
Ml·JO Answe r: Row 14 

Page l 11 Ruw j i.) (.,): What's the an~ragc t'US! 10 Sdicd, &. Sir1:1ss !or a MrK·! 
MHO Ans\Vcr : Rows 21-25 

Pat~i.: 142 Ro,, 11 - 1..f 

\·ll 10 A n~wcr "Ob, iuusly we pay more for C--1 ... . : · 

['ag<: 158 R~,w I(): ··(..in you 1'.ivc- mi.: :111 O.:-l>timu1c ofwhut the ~o:,t to acquire a C-4 is ... ! 

t'IIHO An~wcr: Row 5 



J'.ig.<· I .'ii'! ~en\· 5 (): ··\1:h,Fl ·-. lhtt c11sl l<> acquirc i1 Pl,,· -~·-_, 
MIIO All S\h'r: Rt)\\ 7-~ 

P:ig.: 15X R111\• 5 (J: "Whnt" s th<· L'.ll-.l lll m:quir,; a Rh,·o ··_, 
~:mo A,is,n•r; Rtm 11- IS 

r•uge Jl(i !{1m 16- 1 x l_): .. C.\iuld ;,l)H giv.: 111c 1h,: range of 17 r,:imb111.\cm.:111s fo r K 1 patient:, .. .'! 

f\1HO Answer: Row 2(1-2~ 

Pagi.:: I :-{ 7 RO\\ .:?-l "S(1 1 r you .ir.; spending S l 400 w pnxurl· . .. .'! 
:VI I 10 A n-.,,·t>t: PagL" I ::ll< l{ow -l-5 

P:igc 2.~2 R,),\' ., Whal wcr..: 1h~ i:·in:umsl:mc..:~ nfth,11 mc1:1 i11g·> 
MIIO An-.wcr R<m .. :i-11 

5. The qu1.•:;tio11:,; and an:m c:rs m, indic,ili::d abo\·e I Also EX! l H3 IT (') rd.tic to 

11l!go1iated pricc:s fo1· prns,hctil'. compo111:nts und r<!imburscmi:::11t races 1hat g i, e S..:hcck a 

comp~1i11,·~· aJv,int:ig..: in the indw,;try. Thi.:: n1.·gotialcd .:ontrnc ts and pri-:ing ha,·i.:: tuk..::n much 

~!Tort and ti,n~ 10 rrocurc and an: ora highly sc11~i1in! namre and nut a,·ailable to the gcn~·ra! 

pubik. M:1k.ing this infonn:11ion ,n ailabk to i i~ cumpct i10rs would be lwrmful ln Scheck and iL<; 

ability to CLH1lp~rc. 

6. Thcs..: 111;got1a1cd pric..:s ,md cnntrrn:l discounls and rc imburs.:mc111s whid1 ar.: the 

subject matt~r or lh..: Confo.h:11tial lnfonnation c.:0111a incd in lh<! 0,:posuion Tc:-.1im11ny:Dornm,:n1 

wil!continui.: to remain in effecl lex llltdetermincd length of lime. therclc.>r<!, indelinitc prntcc11nn 

from public di~dos urc is appropriutl.'. 

I declan: under pl!nalty ofpe,jury that th~ lbri!going i~ Jru,e and correct. E.xc,:111cd J une 7. 
..----. 

~0 18 a! Oakbrook Terrat.'e. lllinuis. 

tv!id1~1<tl H. Oru~ 

~ ~nfilpJ 



Notice of Electronic Service 

I hereby certify that on June 12, 2018, I filed an electronic copy of the foregoing Non Party Scheck & Siress 
Motion for Indefinite In Camera Treatment, with: 

D. Michael Chappell 
Chief Administrative Law Judge 
600 Pennsylvania Ave., NW 
Suite 110 
Washington, DC, 20580 

Donald Clark 
600 Pennsylvania Ave., NW 
Suite 172 
Washington, DC, 205 80 

I hereby certify that on June 12, 2018, I served via E-Service an electronic copy of the foregoing Non Party 
Scheck & Siress Motion for Indefinite In Camera Treatment, upon: 

Steven Lavender 
Attorney 
Federal Trade Commission 
slavender@ftc.gov 
Complaint 

William Cooke 
Attorney 
Federal Trade Commission 
wcooke@ftc.gov 
Complaint 

Yan Gao 
Attorney 
Federal Trade Commission 
ygao@ftc.gov 
Complaint 

Lynda Lao 
Attorney 
Federal Trade Commission 
llao l@ftc.gov 
Complaint 

Stephen Mohr 
Attorney 
Federal Trade Commission 
smohr@ftc.gov 
Complaint 

Michael Moiseyev 
Attorney 
Federal Trade Commission 
mmoiseyev@ftc.gov 
Complaint 

James Weiss 
Attorney 
Federal Trade Commission 
jweiss@ftc.gov 



Complaint 

Daniel Zach 
Attorney 
Federal Trade Commission 
dzach@ftc.gov 
Complaint 

Amy Posner 
Attorney 
Federal Trade Commission 
aposner@ftc.gov 
Complaint 

Meghan Iorianni 
Attorney 
Federal Trade Commission 
miorianni@ftc.gov 
Complaint 

Jonathan Ripa 
Attorney 
Federal Trade Commission 
jripa@ftc.gov 
Complaint 

Wayne A. Mack 
Duane Morris LLP 
wamack@duanemorris.com 
Respondent 

Edward G. Biester III 
Duane Morris LLP 
egbiester@duanemorris.com 
Respondent 

Sean P. McConnell 
Duane Morris LLP 
spmcconnell@duanemorris.com 
Respondent 

Sarah Kulik 
Duane Morris LLP 
sckulik@duanemorris.com 
Respondent 

William Shotzbarger 
Duane Morris LLP 
wshotzbarger@duanemorris.com 
Respondent 

Lisa De Marchi Sleigh 
Attorney 
Federal Trade Commission 
ldemarchisleigh@ftc.gov 
Complaint 

Catherine Sanchez 
Attorney 



Federal Trade Commission 
csanchez@ftc.gov 
Complaint 

Sarah Wohl 
Attorney 
Federal Trade Commission 
swohl@ftc.gov 
Complaint 

Joseph Neely 
Attorney 
Federal Trade Commission 
jneely@ftc.gov 
Complaint 

Sean Zabaneh 
Duane Morris LLP 
SSZabaneh@duanemorris.com 
Respondent 

Dylan Brown 
Attorney 
Federal Trade Commission 
dbrown4@ftc.gov 
Complaint 

Berty McNeil 
Attorney 
Federal Trade Commission 
bmcneii@ftc.gov 
Complaint 

Stephen Rodger 
Attorney 
Federal Trade Commission 
srodger@ftc.gov 
Complaint 

Christopher H. Casey 
Partner 
Duane Morris LLP 
chcasey@duancmorris.com 
Respondent 

Simeon Poles 
Duane Morris LLP 
sspoles@duanemorris.com 
Respondent 

Andrew Rudowitz 
Duane Morris LLP 
ajr1.1dowitz@duanemorris.com 
Respondent 

J. Manly Parks 
Attorney 
Duane Morris LLP 
JMParks@duanemorris.com 



Respondent 

Jordan Andrew 
Attorney 
Federal Trade Commission 
jandrew@ftc.gov 
Complaint 

Kelly Eckel 
Duane Morris LLP 
KDEckel@duanemorris.com 
Respondent 

Theresa A. Langschultz 
Duane Morris LLP 
TLangschultz@duanemorris.com 
Respondent 

Laurie Johnson 

Attorney 
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