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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

 FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT 

CHRISTINE BAKER,

                    Plaintiff - Appellant,

   v.

EXPERIAN INFORMATION

SOLUTIONS, INC.; et al.,

                    Defendants - Appellees.

No. 07-15657

D.C. No. CV-03-00525-PCT-RCB

MEMORANDUM  
*

Appeal from the United States District Court

for the District of Arizona

Robert C. Broomfield, District Judge, Presiding

Submitted September 8, 2008**  

Before: TASHIMA, SILVERMAN, and N.R. SMITH, Circuit Judges.

Christine Baker appeals pro se from the district court’s summary judgment

in favor of defendants American Credit Agencies, Inc. (“American”) and Tom
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Wells, and orders denying her motions for redactions against defendant Experian

Information Solutions, Inc. (“Experian”).  We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C.

§ 1291.  We review the grant of summary judgment de novo.  Satey v. JP Morgan

Chase & Co., 521 F.3d 1087, 1091 (9th Cir. 2008).  We affirm.

Summary judgment was proper because Baker failed to raise a genuine 

issue of material fact as to whether American or Wells violated the Fair Credit

Reporting Act, the Fair Debt Collection Practices Act or Arizona state laws.  See

Butler v. San Diego Dist. Attorney’s Office, 370 F.3d 956, 963 (9th Cir. 2004)

(explaining plaintiff’s summary judgment burden).  

The district court did not abuse its discretion by denying Baker’s motions for

redactions because Experian complied with the redaction requirements set forth in

the District of Arizona Case Management/Electronic Case Filing Administrative

Policies and Procedures Manual.

Baker’s request for sanctions is denied.

AFFIRMED. 


