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STATE OF MINNESOTA FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

COUNTY OF HENNEPIN , DIVISION I - BROOKDALE
State of Minnesota, File Number 27CR08-14456
Plaintiff, -
VS, L ORDER

Aaroh Michael Sommers,

Defendant.

In this criminal case the defepdant moves this Court for an order compelling the
State to reveal the source code for the Intoxilyzer 5000 within 14 days or prlor to trial,
whicheveriis earlier. |

For reasons stated In the attached memorandum that motion is granted.

IT 1S SO |ORDERED.

Dated; 5/26/2008 ‘ BY THE COURT:

Thor Anderson
Senior Judge of District Court
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