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Court; and 
F. Granting such other and further relief as the Court may deem 

just and proper. 
 

Dated: February 23, 2017 
 
      Respectfully Submitted, 
 
 

 /s/ Deanne B. Loonin  

Deanne B. Loonin 
      Eileen M. Connor 

LEGAL SERVICES CENTER OF  
HARVARD LAW SCHOOL 
122 Boylston Street 
Jamaica Plain, MA 02130 
Tel.: (617) 390-3003 
Fax: (617) 522-0715 

 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Sarah 
Dieffenbacher 
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