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Medical Solutions Inc. et al v. Glenoaks Billing Inc. et al

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT JS-6
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

NAVARO MEDICAL SOLUTIONS,
INC. and RICHARD NAVARO,

Plaintiffs,

VS.

GLENOAKS BILLING, INC., DR.
DWIGHT HISCOX, MICHAEL
ELLIS and BETH ELLIS,

Defendants.

GLENOAKS BILLING, INC.,
MICHAEL ELLIS and BETH ELLIS,

Counterclaimants,

VS.

NAVARO MEDICAL SOLUTIONS,
INC. and RICHARD NAVARO,

Counterdefendants.

DR. DWIGHT HISCOX
Counterclaimant,

VS.

NAVARO MEDICAL SOLUTIONS,
INC. and RICHARD NAVARO,

Counterdefendants.

1

CaseNo. CV10-0766&JAK (RZx)
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Pursiant to theCourt’'sApril 2, 2012 Order ganting inpart Defandan
Dwight Hiscox’smotion for attorneysfees, theparties sbmit the llowing
propod judgment:

IT IS ORCERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREEDTHAT:

1. Pursiant to theCourt’'s Sptemberl5, 20110rder graming HiscoK’s
motionfor sumnary judgment (Docket No. 66),judgmentis herebyentered in
favor d Hiscox o all the chims asseed by Plantiffs Richard Nawaro and Naaro
Medicd Solutiors, Inc. aganst Defewlant Dwight Hiscox. Plaintiffs shall tale
nothing in their daims agaist Hiscox

2. Pursiant to theJanuary 92012 Oder of theCourt (Dacket No. %),
Defendint Hiscoc's counteclaims aginst Plairtiffs Richard Navaroand Navao
Medicd Solutiors, Inc. aredismissedwithout prejudice ad withoutconditiors.

3. Pursiant to a onfidentid settlemat agreemat betwe@& Defendats
Glenos Billing, Inc., Michael Ellisand Beth His, on the one handand Plaitiffs
Richad Navaro ad Navao Medical Solutions,Inc., on tle other had, the clams
and cainterclains betweerthese parés have een dismised with pejudice.

4, Pursiant to theCourt’sOrder of April 2, 2012 regardimg Hiscox’s
motionfor attorreys’ fees mder the @pyrightAct, Plaintffs are topay Hiscox
$10,0® in attorreys’ fees ly May 1,2012.

5. TheCourt hasot ruledon Defendnt HiscoXs requesto be
identified as the pevailingparty for purposes 6filing a motion forcosts. The
Court excourage the partisto furthe discuss atlementand file ary motionsfor
costs ifthose talk are not sccessful.

IT IS SOORDERED

Qe IN—

Hon. John A.Kronstad
United State®istrict Court Judg

Dated:April 17,2012 By:
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Submitted by:

A. Eric Bjorgum, Sate Bar No. 198392

Marc Karish, State Bar No. 205440

KARISH & BJORGUM, PC

238 E. Union St., Suite A

Pasadena, CA 91101

Telephone: 213.785.8070

Facsimile: 213.995.5010

Email:eric.bjorgum@Kkb-ip.com

Attorneys for Defendant and Countlimant DWIGHT HISCOX, M.D.
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