RAZAK et al v. UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC. et al

INTHE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA

Doc. 94

ALI RAZAK, KENAN SABANI,
KHALDOUN CHERDOUD CIVIL ACTION
V. NO. 16-573
UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC,,
GEGAN, LLC
ORDER

And NOW, this13th day of September 2017or the reasons stated in the foregoing

memorandum, it is hereby ORDEREMDat the Defendants’ Motion for Partial Summary

Judgment (ECF 66) is DENIEDvithout prejudice and with leave to refile at the completion of

discovery. Defendants’ Motion to Strilkklee rew portions of Plaintiffs’ Amended Statement of

Disputed and Undisputed F4&CF 83 is GRANTED in part and DENIED in part as follows:

1. Paragraphs 8203 will be strickenfrom Plaintiffs’ Amended Statement of Disputed and

Undisputed Fact (ECF 80).

BY THE COURT:

/sl Michael M. Baylson

Michael M. Baylson, U.S.D.J.
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