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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS

RENAE BAROS, 8
§
Plaintiff, §
§

V. § NO. EP-05-CA-336-H
)
MICHAEL CHERTOFF, SECRETARY B
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY, §
8
Defendant. g

ORDER R ING MOTION R OTECTIVE E

This is a civil action for damages and othe: relief under
Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, 42 U.S.C. §§ 2000 ot
geq. , and 42 U.s.‘c. § 1981. Plaintiff Renae Baros, previousiy an
employee of the Cuétoms Se'rvice, and now of its successor agency,
the Department of Homeland Security, alleges in her amended
cbmplaint that she bhas been the victim of employment
disérimination, hostile work environment, and retaliation. With
discovery now in progress, the Defendant has filed a motion for a
protective order with respect to c:ertain discovery requests on the
part of the Plaintiff, and the Plaintiff has filed her response to
1':he motion., In connection with his motion for a protective order,
the Defendant has produced voluminous documents for in camera
inspection by the Court. After reviewing the motion fox a
protective order, the in camera materials, and Plaintiff’s
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response, the Court finds that the Defendant’s motion should be
granted in part and denied in part.

Counsel for the Plaintiff has served counsel for the Defendant
with a set of requests for admissions and a set of requests for

production of documents. The motion for a protective order is

directed at Request for Admigsions Number 26 and Requests for

production of Documents Numbers 1, 7, and 17. Aside and apart

from these vehicles for obtaining “written discovery,” the .

Defendant'séeks protection with respect to certain oral deposition

testimony. Specifically, the Defendant objects to a particular

line of questions addressed to a witness named Brock Nicholson and

further objects to producing for deposition another witness named

~Curtis Compton. The Defendant insists that the discovery items

being sought are not sufficiently related to the claims being

agserted by the Plaintiff to be relevant, or are protected by

' privilege, or both.

Request for Admission Number 26 and Request for Production
Number 7 are cloeely related. The Defendant objects to both. In
her request for admission, the Plaintiff asks the Defendant to

admit that Patricia Kramer, a former supervisor, was allowed to

retire in lieu of termination for cause. The related reguest for

production asks the Defendant to produce a letter purportedly
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