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{Reserved for use by the Court)

ORDER

Intervening Plaintiff’s motion to compel granted in part and denied in part. Defendant’s objection
to production of applications for all positions at Priester is sustained. Objection is sustained to
Request No. 10 also, but Defendant will provide data concerning hours worked by each line service
employee; the court will deem admitted Plaintiff’s allegation that Plaintiff Stops would have been
eligible for the maximum starting pay and maximum pay increase paid any employee in the line
service position in the years in question. Defendant’s objection to Request No. 25 is sustained, but
Defendant will produce audited income statément and balance sheet for 1995, 1997 and 1999, The
court sustains Defendant’s objection to Interrogatory No. 16; the court does not recognize a need for
the addresses and telephone numbers of 250 employees in line service positions, as this case is
focused on steering in hiring decisions, not on terms and conditions of employment.

U Oy~




