
 
 

Josh Shapiro 
Attorney General 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 

Office of Attorney General 
Harrisburg, PA 17120 

 
 

 

1600 Arch St. 

Suite 300 

Philadelphia, PA 19103 

(215) 560-2402 

 
September 14, 2020 

The Honorable Gerald A. McHugh 
United States District Court 
Eastern District of Pennsylvania 
James A. Byrne U.S. Courthouse 
601 Market Street, Room 9613 
Philadelphia, PA 19106 
 
By Electronic Filing 
 

Re: Pennsylvania et al. v. DeJoy et al., No. 2:20-cv-04096-GAM 
 
Dear Judge McHugh: 

Plaintiffs write pursuant to this Court’s Guidelines for Counsel to request a telephone 
conference to resolve a discovery dispute regarding Defendants’ refusal to produce a witness for 
a noticed Rule 30(b)(6) deposition. Plaintiffs have attempted to resolve this matter with 
Defendants but have reached an impasse.  

On September 4, 2020, the Court granted Plaintiffs’ motion for expedited discovery, 
ordering that “complete responses [to Plaintiffs’ discovery requests] shall be provided to 
Plaintiffs by September 18, 2020” (ECF No. 22). Plaintiffs’ discovery requests include a request 
for the production of documents, a set of interrogatories, and a Rule 30(b)(6) deposition on 
seven matters. Pls. Mot. for Expedited Disc. App’x Ex. 1 (ECF No. 14-2). Plaintiffs have 
endeavored to minimize the burden on Defendants, including by identifying the highest priority 
items for production and agreeing to limit custodial searches to three individuals and a narrow 
set of search terms, subject to a full reservation of Plaintiffs’ rights. See Ex. at 6-7. 

Plaintiffs have also endeavored to work with Defendants to schedule the noticed Rule 
30(b)(6) deposition. Due to the imminent evidentiary hearing and because Defendants indicated 
they would designate two individuals, Plaintiffs proposed last week that the deposition on topics 
6-7 be held September 17 and the deposition on topics 1-5 be held September 20. Ex. at 2-3.  

Today, however, Defendants notified Plaintiffs that they object in full to providing any 
designee in response to Plaintiffs’ 30(b)(6) notice. See Ex. at 1-2.  

Defendants state that they cannot prepare their chosen 30(b)(6) designee(s) given an 
upcoming evidentiary hearing in Jones v. USPS (No. 20-6516 S.D.N.Y), which may require the 
same individual(s) to appear. However, this Court’s Order deemed Plaintiffs’ discovery 
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requests, including the deposition notice, served on August 28, 2020. Defendants have had 
ample time to prepare their deponents. Plaintiffs remain committed to working with Defendants 
to find a mutually convenient time between now and the hearing scheduled on September 22. 

Defendants also object on the ground that Plaintiffs’ interrogatories “overlap[]” with the 
topics for deposition. Ex. at 1-2. But it is well settled that the requesting party may determine 
how to conduct discovery, and responses to interrogatories are not a substitute for a deposition 
in this case. See, e.g., In re Ortho-McNeil-Janssen Pharm., Inc. v. Watson Lab., Inc., No. 08-
5103, 2010 WL 11474622, at *4 (D.N.J. June 4, 2010) (granting a motion to compel deposition 
over an objection that it would be duplicative of earlier deposition testimony and 
interrogatories); Fed. R. Civ. P. 33 Advisory Committee Note on 1946 Amendment (explaining 
the Rule permits interrogatories and deposition of the same witness in either order).  

Finally, Defendants state that they “anticipate witnesses [in Jones] will provide 
substantive testimony within the scope of” Plaintiffs’ 30(b)(6) topics. Ex. at 1-2. But as this 
Court has already recognized, “litigation in other districts does not address all the issues raised 
by this case,” Order (Sept. 4, 2020) (ECF No. 22), and the promise of potentially responsive 
information in another proceeding, conducted by other parties, cannot serve to replace a 
deposition conducted by Plaintiffs in this case.  

Plaintiffs respectfully request that the Court hold a telephone conference on this matter 
and require Defendants to produce a designee or designee(s) to appear for deposition prior to the 
hearing scheduled for September 22.   

 Respectfully submitted, 
 
JOSH SHAPIRO 
Attorney General 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
 
/s Michael J. Fischer  

 MICHAEL J. FISCHER (Pa. Bar. No. 322311) 
Chief Deputy Attorney General 
AIMEE D. THOMSON (Pa. Bar. No. 326328) 
RYAN B. SMITH (Pa. Bar. No. 324643) 
JACOB B. BOYER (Pa. Bar. No. 324396) 
Deputy Attorneys General 
Office of Attorney General 
1600 Arch Street, Suite 300 
Philadelphia, PA 19103 
(267) 374-2787 
athomson@attorneygeneral.gov 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

 
cc (by ECF):  Counsel of Record 
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From: Thomson, Aimee
To: "Cholera, Kuntal (CIV)"; Echols, Alexis (CIV); Borson, Joseph (CIV)
Cc: Fischer, Michael J.; Kovatis, Stephen R.
Subject: RE: [ EXTERNAL ] RE: PA v. DeJoy, No. 2:20-cv-04096-GAM
Date: Monday, September 14, 2020 3:22:43 PM

Hi Kuntal,
 
Pursuant to the Court’s Order on September 4, 2020 (ECF No. 22), Defendants have been on notice
about Plaintiffs’ Rule 30(b)(6) deposition since August 28, 2020. We understand that other litigation
makes the timing tricky and we remain committed to working with Defendants to find a time
between now and September 22 to conduct the deposition(s). But if Defendants object to holding
any deposition at all, as your email states, then we will have to bring this dispute before the judge.
 
Stay well,
 
Aimee
 
--
Aimee D. Thomson
Deputy Attorney General | Impact Litigation Section
Pennsylvania Office of Attorney General
1600 Arch Street, Suite 300
Philadelphia, PA 19103
Cell: (267) 374-2787
athomson@attorneygeneral.gov
 

From: Cholera, Kuntal (CIV) [mailto:Kuntal.Cholera@usdoj.gov] 
Sent: Monday, September 14, 2020 12:33 PM
To: Thomson, Aimee; Echols, Alexis (CIV); Borson, Joseph (CIV)
Cc: Fischer, Michael J.; Kovatis, Stephen R.
Subject: RE: [ EXTERNAL ] RE: PA v. DeJoy, No. 2:20-cv-04096-GAM
 
Hi Aimee,
 
Thank you for the summary of our call, and updated search terms.  We have circulated these
to our clients and see if we can complete the review and make all of the productions in the
time-frame requested by Plaintiffs.
 
With respect to the 30(b)(6) depositions, after conferring with our client, we object to these
deposition notices.  As you are aware, a Rule 30(b)(6) deposition requires the responding
party to reasonably prepare the designee(s) to testify about matters within the responding
entity’s knowledge.  Banks v. Office of the Senate Sergeant-At-Arms, 241 F.R.D. 370, 373
(D.D.C. 2007).  In light of the impending evidentiary hearing in the Jones case, which
involves as potential witnesses those most knowledgeable about the topics you have noticed,
we cannot reasonably prepare designees in the incredibly short timeframes you have
requested.  More fundamentally, given that you have served interrogatories seeking
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information that largely, if not completely, overlaps with the Rule 30(b)(6) topics, you will be
receiving by September 18 the substantive information you are seeking.  In addition, we are
planning on producing, on a rolling basis, non-privileged documents concerning the subject
matter of your Rule 30(b)(6) topics.  And, you will have access to the hearing transcript in
Jones, where we anticipate witnesses will provide substantive testimony within the scope of
your Rule 30(b)(6) topics.  In short, while a Rule 30(b)(6) deposition is unwarranted under
these circumstances, we are confident that we can provide you with the substantive
information you are seeking through other means.  
 
Best,
Kuntal
 

From: Thomson, Aimee <athomson@attorneygeneral.gov> 
Sent: Sunday, September 13, 2020 12:38 PM
To: Cholera, Kuntal (CIV) <kcholera@CIV.USDOJ.GOV>; Echols, Alexis (CIV)
<aechols@CIV.USDOJ.GOV>; Borson, Joseph (CIV) <jborson@CIV.USDOJ.GOV>
Cc: Fischer, Michael J. <mfischer@attorneygeneral.gov>; Kovatis, Stephen R.
<skovatis@attorneygeneral.gov>
Subject: RE: [ EXTERNAL ] RE: PA v. DeJoy, No. 2:20-cv-04096-GAM
 
Hi Kuntal,
 
Thank you for speaking on Friday. I’m writing to follow up on our conversation. First, as we
discussed, Defendants agreed to rerun the custodial searches for two of our search terms that were
combined in the initial search:

·        ("leave" OR "depart*") NEAR5 "time"
·        "overtime" OR "OT

 
To help focus production, Plaintiffs agreed to cut at this time the search terms “truck*” and “ballot*”
from custodians Williams and Cintron. Plaintiffs also agreed that Defendants should not prioritize at
this time responses to interrogatories asking about all communications (i.e., Interrogatories 5-7 and
15). Our identification of these is made without prejudice to our right to the full scope of discovery
ordered by the Court.
 
Second, to help focus production on the highest priority items, Plaintiffs are comfortable if these two
search terms:

·        ("service") NEAR3 ("performance" OR "standard*")
·        performance NEAR3 standard*

 
are changed to:

·        “service standard*”
·        “service performance”

 
Finally, as we discussed, we would like to schedule the noticed 30(b)(6) deposition (attached) soon,
given the upcoming evidentiary hearing on September 22. Because Defendants indicated that they
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would produce two persons to cover the noticed topics, Plaintiffs propose holding the deposition
related to topics 6-7 on September 17 and the deposition related to topics 1-5 on September 20. We
understand that Defendants have a forthcoming evidentiary hearing in a different case, so please let
us know at your earliest convenience if these dates would be acceptable.
 
Stay well,
 
Aimee
 
--
Aimee D. Thomson
Deputy Attorney General | Impact Litigation Section
Pennsylvania Office of Attorney General
1600 Arch Street, Suite 300
Philadelphia, PA 19103
Cell: (267) 374-2787
athomson@attorneygeneral.gov
 

From: Thomson, Aimee 
Sent: Friday, September 11, 2020 5:07 PM
To: 'Cholera, Kuntal (CIV)'; Fischer, Michael J.
Cc: Borson, Joseph (CIV); Kovatis, Stephen R.; Echols, Alexis (CIV)
Subject: RE: [ EXTERNAL ] RE: PA v. DeJoy, No. 2:20-cv-04096-GAM
 
Hi Kuntal,
 
Yes, I’ll send one.
 
Aimee
 
--
Aimee D. Thomson
Deputy Attorney General | Impact Litigation Section
Pennsylvania Office of Attorney General
1600 Arch Street, Suite 300
Philadelphia, PA 19103
Cell: (267) 374-2787
athomson@attorneygeneral.gov
 

From: Cholera, Kuntal (CIV) [mailto:Kuntal.Cholera@usdoj.gov] 
Sent: Friday, September 11, 2020 5:04 PM
To: Thomson, Aimee; Fischer, Michael J.
Cc: Borson, Joseph (CIV); Kovatis, Stephen R.; Echols, Alexis (CIV)
Subject: RE: [ EXTERNAL ] RE: PA v. DeJoy, No. 2:20-cv-04096-GAM
 
Thanks, Aimee.  Yes, that works.  Do you have a dial-in we can use?  I can also reserve one of
ours.
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From: Thomson, Aimee <athomson@attorneygeneral.gov> 
Sent: Friday, September 11, 2020 5:01 PM
To: Cholera, Kuntal (CIV) <kcholera@CIV.USDOJ.GOV>; Fischer, Michael J.
<mfischer@attorneygeneral.gov>
Cc: Borson, Joseph (CIV) <jborson@CIV.USDOJ.GOV>; Kovatis, Stephen R.
<skovatis@attorneygeneral.gov>; Echols, Alexis (CIV) <aechols@CIV.USDOJ.GOV>
Subject: RE: [ EXTERNAL ] RE: PA v. DeJoy, No. 2:20-cv-04096-GAM
 
Hi Kuntal,
 
Apologies for the delay in responding, and thank you for sharing the hit count. Would you be free to
speak at 6PM?
 
Aimee
 
--
Aimee D. Thomson
Deputy Attorney General | Impact Litigation Section
Pennsylvania Office of Attorney General
1600 Arch Street, Suite 300
Philadelphia, PA 19103
Cell: (267) 374-2787
athomson@attorneygeneral.gov
 

From: Cholera, Kuntal (CIV) [mailto:Kuntal.Cholera@usdoj.gov] 
Sent: Friday, September 11, 2020 4:31 PM
To: Thomson, Aimee; Fischer, Michael J.
Cc: Borson, Joseph (CIV); Kovatis, Stephen R.; Echols, Alexis (CIV)
Subject: RE: [ EXTERNAL ] RE: PA v. DeJoy, No. 2:20-cv-04096-GAM
 
And as promised, hit counts are attached.
 

From: Cholera, Kuntal (CIV) 
Sent: Friday, September 11, 2020 4:05 PM
To: 'Thomson, Aimee' <athomson@attorneygeneral.gov>; 'Fischer, Michael J.'
<mfischer@attorneygeneral.gov>
Cc: Borson, Joseph (CIV) <jborson@CIV.USDOJ.GOV>; 'Kovatis, Stephen R.'
<skovatis@attorneygeneral.gov>; Echols, Alexis (CIV) <aechols@CIV.USDOJ.GOV>
Subject: RE: [ EXTERNAL ] RE: PA v. DeJoy, No. 2:20-cv-04096-GAM
 
All,
 
I’ve been told we will have term-by-term hit counts in a moment, so if we can schedule a call
for 5 or later, that may be useful.
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Best,
Kuntal
 
 

From: Cholera, Kuntal (CIV) 
Sent: Friday, September 11, 2020 3:44 PM
To: Thomson, Aimee <athomson@attorneygeneral.gov>; Fischer, Michael J.
<mfischer@attorneygeneral.gov>
Cc: Borson, Joseph (CIV) <jborson@CIV.USDOJ.GOV>; Kovatis, Stephen R.
<skovatis@attorneygeneral.gov>
Subject: RE: [ EXTERNAL ] RE: PA v. DeJoy, No. 2:20-cv-04096-GAM
 
Hi Aimee, Stephen, Michael,
 
We have received a preliminary hit count for all terms, and all custodians:  12,988 (and this
does not include attachments, which will further increase the number).  Needless to say, this
is far too large for the time we have left.  I have asked for term-by-term hit counts, to help
negotiations, which take a bit more time given the type of platform my client works with. 
They believe they can get these counts today, but they aren’t sure when.  We can perhaps
jump on a call to discuss given the global hit count, since it is our view that there are some
terms we just know are returning high counts.  Alternatively I’m happy to get on a call late
tonight, or tomorrow, once we have the term-by-term counts.
 
Best,
Kuntal
 
 

From: Thomson, Aimee <athomson@attorneygeneral.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, September 10, 2020 3:31 PM
To: Cholera, Kuntal (CIV) <kcholera@CIV.USDOJ.GOV>; Fischer, Michael J.
<mfischer@attorneygeneral.gov>
Cc: Borson, Joseph (CIV) <jborson@CIV.USDOJ.GOV>; Kovatis, Stephen R.
<skovatis@attorneygeneral.gov>
Subject: RE: [ EXTERNAL ] RE: PA v. DeJoy, No. 2:20-cv-04096-GAM
 
Hi Kuntal,
 
Sure, we can do 4PM – would you like us to send around a conference line?
 
Aimee
 
--
Aimee D. Thomson
Deputy Attorney General | Impact Litigation Section
Pennsylvania Office of Attorney General
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CAUTION: This email originated from outside the organization. Do not click links or
open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Pennsylvania Office of Attorney General

1600 Arch Street, Suite 300
Philadelphia, PA 19103
Cell: (267) 374-2787
athomson@attorneygeneral.gov
 

From: Cholera, Kuntal (CIV) [mailto:Kuntal.Cholera@usdoj.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, September 10, 2020 2:44 PM
To: Fischer, Michael J.
Cc: Borson, Joseph (CIV); Thomson, Aimee; Kovatis, Stephen R.
Subject: [ EXTERNAL ] RE: PA v. DeJoy, No. 2:20-cv-04096-GAM
 

Michael,
 
Are you available for a meet and confer today at 4 p.m. or later?
 
Best,
Kuntal
 
 

From: Fischer, Michael J. <mfischer@attorneygeneral.gov> 
Sent: Wednesday, September 9, 2020 11:04 PM
To: Cholera, Kuntal (CIV) <kcholera@CIV.USDOJ.GOV>
Cc: Borson, Joseph (CIV) <jborson@CIV.USDOJ.GOV>; Thomson, Aimee
<athomson@attorneygeneral.gov>; Kovatis, Stephen R. <skovatis@attorneygeneral.gov>
Subject: PA v. DeJoy, No. 2:20-cv-04096-GAM
 
Kuntal and Joey-
 
Following up on our email yesterday, we have reviewed the discovery produced in the Washington
case as well as the declarations and exhibits filed in the Jones case. In an effort to streamline
discovery, we have worked to identify priority categories of items among our discovery requests as
well as to identify a narrow set of custodians to be searched as well as search terms to be utilized. As
I indicated yesterday, we believe that RFPs 1, 2, 8-11, and 13, and potentially RFP 7, may not require
full custodial searches as those requests are currently drafted. Again, we are happy to provide
clarification about the scope of those requests, and our identification of these requests is made
without prejudice to our right to the full scope of discovery ordered by the Court.
 
With respect to the remaining requests, attached please find two documents:

·        A set of categories of documents responsive to the remaining requests that we request
Defendants prioritize in their production. Note that we have listed several categories of
documents responsive to RFP 11, even though we do not believe the request would
otherwise require a custodial search.

Case 2:20-cv-04096-GAM   Document 44-1   Filed 09/14/20   Page 6 of 12

mailto:athomson@attorneygeneral.gov
mailto:Kuntal.Cholera@usdoj.gov
mailto:mfischer@attorneygeneral.gov
mailto:kcholera@CIV.USDOJ.GOV
mailto:jborson@CIV.USDOJ.GOV
mailto:athomson@attorneygeneral.gov
mailto:skovatis@attorneygeneral.gov


·        A document identifying three custodians, along with date ranges and search terms for each,
whose files we request Defendants search for documents responsive to any of our requests.
As you will see, we have proposed a very narrow set of custodians as well as a limited set of
search terms.

 
Please let us know if Defendants will agree to 1) prioritize production of the materials identified in
the first document; as well as 2) conduct the custodial searches described by the second document
to identify responsive materials. We are making this proposal in order to reduce the burden on
Defendants and to streamline production in this case, and we do so without prejudice to our right to
the full scope of discovery ordered by the Court.
 
Again, we are happy to discuss any of this at your convenience.
 
Best,
Mike
 

From: Fischer, Michael J. 
Sent: Tuesday, September 08, 2020 11:43 PM
To: 'Cholera, Kuntal (CIV)'
Cc: Borson, Joseph (CIV); Thomson, Aimee; Kovatis, Stephen R.
Subject: RE: [ EXTERNAL ] PA v. DeJoy, No. 2:20-cv-04096-GAM
 
Kuntal-
 
Thanks for clarifying. Our signature block is below; you can go ahead and file the motion for a
protective order on our behalf.
 
I also wanted to follow up on some of the matters we discussed on Friday, and to lay out Plaintiffs’
position on certain outstanding issues. We remain committed to working with Defendants to
streamline document production as much possible and to ensure that relevant materials are
produced by the 18th, consistent with the Court’s order. Also, I’ve added Steve Kovatis from our
office to this email; please copy Steve on emails relating to this case going forward.
 

•                  Thank you for producing the Washington discovery and the organizational charts. You
had also indicated that you intend to file certain declarations today with the two
preliminary injunction opposition briefs you are filing; if you could send those to us as
well, we’d appreciate it.

•                  Consistent with your request, we are working to identify certain priority items that
should not require a full custodial search. As an initial matter, we believe that RFPs 1, 2,
8-11, and 13 may not require a full custodial search as drafted. The same may also be
true of RFP 7. To the extent you need clarification of any of these requests, please let us
know. This identification is made without prejudice to our right to the full scope of
discovery ordered by the Court.

•                  In addition, we will identify for you, based on our review of the Washington documents
and any materials provided in connection with the declarations referenced above,
specific categories of documents responsive to our other requests that we would ask
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Defendants to prioritize in their production. Our identification of these categories is
made without prejudice to our right to the full scope of discovery ordered by the Court.
We will provide you this list by the end of the day tomorrow.

•                  You indicated that you did not think that full custodial searches would necessarily be
feasible in the timeframe set by the Court’s order. Based upon our review of the
Washington material and the declarations you plan to file, we will also provide you, by
the end of the day tomorrow, with a proposal to conduct searches for a limited set of
custodians, over a specific time period, and subject to a limited set of search terms. We
would also be willing to enter into a clawback agreement governing the inadvertent
production of privileged or nonresponsive material. Any such proposal is made without
prejudice to our right to the full scope of discovery ordered by the Court.

•                  I have attached our office’s protocol for the production of electronic documents. Could
you take a look and let us know if you will be able to produce future documents
consistent with the protocol? In addition, can you confirm that you will produce

materials on a rolling basis between now and the 18th? Also, we assume it would be
easiest to utilize the same sequence of Bates numbers for all productions (i.e., beginning
with the Washington production), but let us know if you plan on using separate Bates
numbers for this case.

•                  Finally, we will follow up separately about scheduling the 30(b)(6) deposition we
previously noticed.

 
We’re happy to discuss any of these matters further at your convenience.
 
Best,
Mike
 
Here is our signature block:
 

JOSH SHAPIRO
Attorney General
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
MICHAEL J. FISCHER (Pa. Bar. No. 322311)
Chief Deputy Attorney General
 
s/ Aimee D. Thomson  
AIMEE D. THOMSON (Pa. Bar. No. 326328)
RYAN B. SMITH (Pa. Bar. No. 324643)
JACOB B. BOYER (Pa. Bar. No. 324396)
Deputy Attorneys General
Office of Attorney General
1600 Arch Street, Suite 300
Philadelphia, PA 19103
(267) 374-2787
athomson@attorneygeneral.gov
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From: Cholera, Kuntal (CIV) [mailto:Kuntal.Cholera@usdoj.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, September 08, 2020 5:39 PM
To: Fischer, Michael J.; Thomson, Aimee
Cc: Borson, Joseph (CIV)
Subject: RE: [ EXTERNAL ] PA v. DeJoy, No. 2:20-cv-04096-GAM
 
Hi Michael,
 
The protective order does not create new grounds for redaction.  The protective order is
referring to the treatment of redactions based on other grounds (e.g., attorney-client
privilege, deliberative process privilege, etc.).
 
Best,
Kuntal
 
 

From: Fischer, Michael J. <mfischer@attorneygeneral.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, September 8, 2020 5:29 PM
To: Cholera, Kuntal (CIV) <kcholera@CIV.USDOJ.GOV>; Thomson, Aimee
<athomson@attorneygeneral.gov>
Cc: Borson, Joseph (CIV) <jborson@CIV.USDOJ.GOV>
Subject: RE: [ EXTERNAL ] PA v. DeJoy, No. 2:20-cv-04096-GAM
 
Kuntal-
 
Thanks for sending this. One question—it looks like “Redacted Information” is meant to be a defined
term, but there’s no definition included. Can you let us know what that means, and the
circumstances under which Defendants would redact anything, given the provisions in the
agreement for the protection of Confidential documents?
 
Best,
Mike
 

From: Cholera, Kuntal (CIV) [mailto:Kuntal.Cholera@usdoj.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, September 08, 2020 1:25 PM
To: Thomson, Aimee; Fischer, Michael J.
Cc: Borson, Joseph (CIV)
Subject: RE: [ EXTERNAL ] PA v. DeJoy, No. 2:20-cv-04096-GAM
 
Counsel,
 
Attached is a draft protective order, which includes a final paragraph at the end (a provision
allowing the Court to modify the order, consistent with requirement set out in the Judge’s
chambers’ practices).  As required by the Judge’s individual rules, we can e-mail this to the
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Judge’s chambers once Plaintiffs have added their signature block.
 
Best,
Kuntal
 
 

From: Cholera, Kuntal (CIV) 
Sent: Tuesday, September 8, 2020 12:10 PM
To: Thomson, Aimee <athomson@attorneygeneral.gov>; Fischer, Michael J.
<mfischer@attorneygeneral.gov>
Cc: Borson, Joseph (CIV) <jborson@CIV.USDOJ.GOV>
Subject: RE: [ EXTERNAL ] PA v. DeJoy, No. 2:20-cv-04096-GAM
 
Aimee,  Michael,
 
Attached are also the organizational charts you requested.
 
Best,
Kuntal
 
 

From: Cholera, Kuntal (CIV) 
Sent: Tuesday, September 8, 2020 11:41 AM
To: Thomson, Aimee <athomson@attorneygeneral.gov>; Fischer, Michael J.
<mfischer@attorneygeneral.gov>
Cc: Borson, Joseph (CIV) <jborson@CIV.USDOJ.GOV>
Subject: RE: [ EXTERNAL ] PA v. DeJoy, No. 2:20-cv-04096-GAM
 
Thanks, Aimee.  Hope you had a great Labor Day weekend.
 
We have been transferring the documents via an FTP portal.  Attached are the instructions,
and I will send along the password document in a separate e-mail.  Please let me know if you
are able to access it through this route.
 
Best,
Kuntal
 
 

From: Thomson, Aimee <athomson@attorneygeneral.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, September 8, 2020 10:13 AM
To: Cholera, Kuntal (CIV) <kcholera@CIV.USDOJ.GOV>; Borson, Joseph (CIV)
<jborson@CIV.USDOJ.GOV>
Cc: Fischer, Michael J. <mfischer@attorneygeneral.gov>
Subject: RE: [ EXTERNAL ] PA v. DeJoy, No. 2:20-cv-04096-GAM
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CAUTION: This email originated from outside the organization. Do not click links or
open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Pennsylvania Office of Attorney General

 
Hi Kuntal and Joey,
 
We spoke to our IT team. To prevent you from having to send a bunch of documents over email, we
can send someone on your team a link via sharefile to upload the material directly to our servers.
We will just need a first/last name of the intended uploader, as well as their email address. Let us
know if that works for you.
 
Stay well,
 
Aimee
 
--
Aimee D. Thomson
Deputy Attorney General | Impact Litigation Section
Pennsylvania Office of Attorney General
1600 Arch Street, Suite 300
Philadelphia, PA 19103
Cell: (267) 374-2787
athomson@attorneygeneral.gov
 

From: Fischer, Michael J. 
Sent: Tuesday, September 08, 2020 10:07 AM
To: 'Cholera, Kuntal (CIV)'; Thomson, Aimee
Cc: Borson, Joseph (CIV)
Subject: RE: [ EXTERNAL ] PA v. DeJoy, No. 2:20-cv-04096-GAM
 
Kuntal-
 
Thanks for reaching out. We agree to be bound by the protective order, and consent to your moving
for an identical order in our case.
 
Best,
Mike
 

From: Cholera, Kuntal (CIV) [mailto:Kuntal.Cholera@usdoj.gov] 
Sent: Sunday, September 06, 2020 7:30 PM
To: Thomson, Aimee; Fischer, Michael J.
Cc: Borson, Joseph (CIV)
Subject: [ EXTERNAL ] PA v. DeJoy, No. 2:20-cv-04096-GAM
 

Aimee,  Michael,
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We just made our production in Washington, and to the plaintiffs in the related actions
where we have agreed to a protective order.  Each plaintiff has largely agreed to the same
order (attached is an example).  Please let us know if Plaintiffs here will agree to the terms of
this protective order, and early next week we can draft a formal order to have the Judge enter
it.  If Plaintiffs agree in the interim to be bound by the terms of this order, I can send the
Washington production to you.
 
Best,
Kuntal
 
 
-----------------------
Kuntal Cholera
Trial Attorney, Federal Programs Branch
U.S. Department of Justice
202.305.8645
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