
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MARYLAND

KARREN Y. HILL,     *
    *

Plaintiff     *
    *

   vs.     * Case No. RWT 04-CV-237  
    *

PEOPLESOFT USA, INC.,      *
    *

Defendant     *

ORDER

Upon consideration of Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss, or in the Alternative, to Stay Proceedings

and to Compel Arbitration [Paper No. 4], Plaintiff’s Cross-Motions for Summary Judgment (1) to Confirm

the Finding of Default by the American Arbitration Association and/or (2) on the issue of the

unenforceability of the Agreements to Arbitrate, or in the Alternative for a Jury Trial Pursuant to 9 U.S.C.

§ 4 [Paper No. 6], the oppositions and replies thereto, the arguments presented by counsel at a hearing

held before the undersigned on May 17, 2004, and for the reasons stated in the Memorandum Opinion filed

in conjunction with this Order, it is this 31st day of August, 2004, by the United States District Court for

the District of Maryland, 

ORDERED, that Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss, or in the Alternative, to Stay Proceedings and

to Compel Arbitration [Paper No. 4] is DENIED; and it is further

ORDERED, that Plaintiff’s Cross-Motions for Summary Judgment (1) to Confirm the Finding of

Default by the American Arbitration Association and/or (2) on the issue of the unenforceability of the

Agreements to Arbitrate, or in the Alternative for a Jury Trial Pursuant to 9 U.S.C. § 4 [Paper No. 6] is

DENIED; and it is further



ORDERED, that Plaintiff Karren Y. Hill’s Motion for Limited Discovery Pursuant to Federal

Rules of Civil Procedure 12 (b) and 56 (f), or in the Alternative, in the Event the Court Orders a Jury Trial

Pursuant to 9 U.S.C. § 4 [Paper No. 8] is DENIED; and it is further 

ORDERED, that Plaintiff’s Motion in the Alternative to Certify Questions of Law Pursuant to the

Maryland Uniform Certification of Questions of Law and Maryland Rule 8-305 [Paper No. 10] is

DENIED; and it is further

ORDERED, that Plaintiff’s Combined Motion for Continuance and Issuance of Letter of Request

and Memorandum of Law in Support Thereof [Paper No. 15] is DENIED.

                                      /s/                                
         ROGER W. TITUS

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE


