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Plaintiff uses the name Stacey Rubalbava and defendant uses the name Stacy Rulbalcava.  The court must1

assume the parties are referring to the same person, and all orders are to be interpreted based on this assumption.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF NEVADA

* * *

U.S. EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY
COMMISSION,

Plaintiff,

v.

CONSOLIDATED REALTY, INC.,

Defendant.

2:06-cv-00681-JCM-LRL

ORDER

Before the court is plaintiff EEOC’s Motion to Compel Production of Documents (#22),

defendant’s Opposition and Counter-Motion for Protective Order (#23), the EEOC’s Reply to Motion

to  Compel and Opposition to Counter-Motion (#25), and defendant’s Reply in Support of Counter-

Motion (#25).  The EEOC wishes to compel the production of Stacey Rubalbava’s  personnel file.  Ms.1

Rubalbava was the supervisor and the person who dismissed the charging party, Tasha Finley.  As a

condition of disclosing Ms. Rubalbava’s personnel file, defendant asked the EEOC to enter into a

Stipulation and Protective Order Regarding Confidentiality of Third Party Personnel Files.  (See

Proposed Protective Order, Mot. (#22) Ex. B.)  The EEOC refused because it is the policy of the EEOC

not to enter into protective orders that “limit the disclosure of information.”

The court has considered the motion, counter-motion, oppositions and replies.  For good cause

shown,

IT IS ORDERED that the EEOC’s Motion to Compel Production of Documents (#22) is granted

to the extent that defendant shall, not later than May 18, 2007, produce a complete copy of  Stacey
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2

Rubalbava’s personnel file.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that defendant’s Counter-Motion for Protective Order and Request

for Expenses (#23) is granted to the extent that defendant’s production of Stacey Rubalbava’s personnel

file shall be subject to the proposed protective order drafted by defendant and attached to plaintiff’s

motion (#22) as Exhibit B.  Defendant shall forthwith submit a fresh copy of Exhibit B in the form of

an order for the court’s signature.

FINALLY, IT IS ORDERED that the request for sanctions is denied.

DATED this 11  day of May, 2007.th

                                                                          
LAWRENCE R. LEAVITT
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE
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