
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA
Alexandria Division

JANET PUFFENBARGER, )

Plaintiff, )
) Case No. l:15-cv-188

V. )

)
ENGILITY CORPORATION, et aL, )

Defendants. )

)

)

MEMORANDUM OPINION

In this Sarbanes-Oxley ("SOX") and Dodd-Frank retaliation suit,* plaintiff alleges that

her former employer retaliated against her after she reported to her supervisor that the employer

had made an unauthorized paid time off cash payment to another employee. Following full

discovery, the parties filed cross-motions for summary judgment.

As the motions have been fully briefed and argued, they are now ripe for disposition.

I.

The undisputed material facts are as follows:^

• Plaintiff Janet Puffenbarger is a resident of Virginia.

• Defendant Engility Corporation ("Engility") is a Delaware corporation engaged in
the business of providing various services to federal government agencies.

*See Sarbanes-Oxley Actof 2002,15 U.S.C. § 7201, et seq.; Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform
and Consumer Protection Act of 2010, 15 U.S.C. § 78aaa, et seq.

^The undisputed material facts arederived fi-om theparties' lists of undisputed facts and the
summary judgment record as a whole, including the Joint Stipulation of Undisputed Facts, the
depositions, declarations, and other documents. To the extent that either party has raised an
objection to an asserted undisputed fact, that objection is noted herein, and the dispute is shown
in the analysis that follows to be immaterial. The analysis that follows also demonstrates that
certain assertions of fact by plaintiff are unsupported by the record.
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