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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARlZONA

9 II The State of Arizona, ex ret. Terry)
Goddard, the Attorney General; the Civil)

10 II Rights Division of the Arizona Dept. of)
Law; and Jill Shumway, )

)

~

~

~

)
)

No. CV-06-2611-PHX-FJM

ORDER

11

12
Plaintiffs,

vs.
13

14
DHL Express (USA), Inc.,

Defendant.
15

16

17

18

Jill Shumway and the State of Arizona asserted retaliation claims against DHL

Express pursuant to Title VII, 42 U.S.C. § 2000e-3(a), and the Arizona Civil Rights Act,

19 A.R.S. § 41-1464 ("ACRA"). Following afour-daytri~l on Shumway's Title VII retaliation

20 claim, a jury returned a verdict in favor of Shumway and awarded $350,000 in damages. We

21 then made findings of fact and conclusions of law on the State's equitable claim under the

22 IIACRA and also concluded that DHL retaliated against Shumway (doc. 160). We granted a

23

24

permanent injunction against DHL prohibiting it from future retaliation and ordering it to

institute processes to ensure compliance.

25

26

We now have before us defendant's motion for judgment as a matter of law or,

alternatively, for a new trial (doc. 165), Shumway's response (doc. 170), the State of

27

28

Arizona's response (doc. 171), and defendant's reply (doc. 173). The defendant's motion

is premised on three grounds: (1) plaintiffs failed to establish causation, (2) plaintiffs failed
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