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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA
RUDOLPH A. KARLO, MARK K.
MCLURE, WILLIAM S. CUNNINGHAM,
JEFFREY MARIETTI, DAVID
MEIXELSBERGER, BENJAMIN D.
THOMPSON, and RICHARD CSUKAS, on
behalf of themselves and all others similarly
situated,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Plaintiffs,
vs.
PITTSBURGH GLASS WORKS, LLC,
Defendant.

Civil Action No. 10-1283
Judge Nora Barry Fischer

ORDER OF COURT
AND NOW, this 9th day of May, 2012, upon consideration of the Plaintiffs’ Motion for
Conditional Certification (Docket No. [88]) and all associated papers filed in support and
opposition, and all argument on the matter,
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Plaintiffs’ Motion [88] is GRANTED, in part. In accord
with the Opinion filed herewith (Docket No. [179]), Plaintiffs shall pursue discovery as to the
proposed class of employees who were, on or about March 30 and 31, 2009, (a) 50 years of age
or older; (b) who were employed by PGW; (c) who were members of the salaried workforce; and
(d) who were terminated from employment with PGW by the RIF implemented on March 30 and
31, 2009. Accordingly, the Court will convene a telephonic status conference on May 14, 2012
at 3:00 p.m. to address collective action discovery, and to set a timetable for same.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that said Motion [88] is DENIED, in part, to the extent that
the Plaintiffs seek approval of the Notice.

In accord with the Court’s Amended Case

Management Order (Docket No. [83]), the Court shall convene a telephonic status conference to
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review the proposed notice. This conference call shall occur during the May 14th conference call
scheduled above. As Defendant has indicated that there is only “one discrete matter” left to
address (see Docket No. 106 at 35), the parties shall meet and confer and work diligently toward
resolving that matter prior to the conference. If that issue cannot be resolved amicably, the
parties shall file a joint stipulation on May 14, 2012 by noon, describing the nature of the issue
for the Court’s review.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that, because the Court has granted Plaintiffs’ Motion for
Conditional Certification, Defendant’s Motion for Summary Judgment on Collective Action
Allegations and Disparate Impact Claim (Docket No. [101]) is DENIED, without prejudice to
Defendant renewing the motion after class discovery has been completed.
As a consequence of the above rulings, IT IS FINALLY ORDERED that Defendant’s
Motion for Protective Order Regarding Late-Noticed Depositions of 22 Witnesses (Docket No.
[115]) is DENIED, as moot.

s/Nora Barry Fischer
Nora Barry Fischer
United States District Judge
cc/ecf: All counsel of record.
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