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IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DI STRI CT OF PENNSYLVAN A

ELI ZABETH PI CHLER, et al. ) ClVIL ACTI ON
V.
UNI TE (UNI ON OF NEEDLETRADES,

| NDUSTRI AL & TEXTI LE EMPLOYEES:
AFL-CI O, et al. :

NO. 04-2841
ORDER
AND NOW this 11th day of August, 2009, upon
consi deration of defendant UNITE s notion for reconsideration of
our June 5, 2009 Order (docket entry #281), UNITE s notion for
summary judgenent on the question of nultiple statutory danages
(docket entry #274), UNITE's notion for sunmmary judgnment on the

i ssue of punitive damages (docket entry #275), the plaintiffs

respective responses, and the replies thereto, it is hereby

ORDERED t hat :
1. UNI TE's notion for reconsideration is DEN ED
2. UNI TE's notion for sunmary judgnment on the issue

of multiple statutory damages i s GRANTED as unopposed;
3. UNI TE's notion for sunmary judgnment on the issue

of punitive damages is GRANTED; and

Dockets.Justia.com


http://dockets.justia.com/docket/pennsylvania/paedce/2:2004cv02841/168187/
http://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/pennsylvania/paedce/2:2004cv02841/168187/286/
http://dockets.justia.com/

4. By August 20, 2009, the parties shall FILE their

proposal s concerning class-wide relief.?

BY THE COURT:

\s\Stewart Dal zel

This is to say, the usual proposed nmaterials associated
wth a Rule 23 settlenent such as fornms of notice and proof of
claimfornms. W afford the parties a short deadline given that
si nce August of 2006 they have known we would conme to this nonent
in the drama after the Court of Appeals acted, which it did
el even nont hs ago. The substance of this paragraph of this O der
can therefore hardly cone as a surprise.
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