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SUSAN R. DENIOUS, State Bar No. 155033
KRONICK, MOSKOVITZ, TIEDEMANN & GIRARD
A Professional Corporation

400 Capitol Mall, 27th Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814-4416

Telephone: (916) 321-4500

Facsimile: (916) 321-4555

Attorneys for Defendant SACRAMENTO CITY
UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

PLANS, Inc., CASE NO. CIV.S-98-0266 FCD PAN
Plaintiff,
OBJECTIONS BY DEFENDANT
V. SACRAMENTO CITY UNIFIED SCHOOL
DISTRICT TO PORTIONS OF THE
SACRAMENTO CITY UNIFIED PRETRIAL CONFERENCE ORDER FILED
SCHOOL DISTRICT, TWIN RIDGES FEBRUARY 18, 2005
FELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT,
DOES 1-100,
Defendants.

Defendant Sacramento City Unified School District presents the following
objections to the Court’s Pretrial Conference Order filed February 18, 2005 (“Pretrial Order”).

OBJECTION NO. 1: Regarding punitive damages provision

Defendant Sacramento City Unified School District objects to the inclusion of Item “XVI.
SEPARATE TRIAL OF ISSUES” contained on page 13 of the Pretrial Order filed February 18,
2005, which item states:

“Trial on issues solely related to the punitive damage claim will
immediately follow trial of the other issues if the jury finds such
damages are recoverable.”

This item appears to have been included merely by clerical error, since there will be a bench trial
in this matter and no damages of any kind are sought. Instead, apart from fees and costs, Plaintiff
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