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National Railroad Passenger Corporation

Plaintiff,
V.
NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER

CORPORATION; and DOES 1 through
100, inclusive,

Trial Date: 1/24/2018

mark AMTRAK, orders as follows:

TOMAS and Defendant NATONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER

1

Defendants. Complaint Filed: 12/19/2016
Date Removed: 1/11/2017

THE COURT, having reviewedhd approved the Joint Motion for
Stipulated Dismissal with Prejudice bpd between Plaintiff SR TOMAS and
Defendant NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSEGER CORPORATION, service

[PROPOSED] ORDER RE JOINT MOTION FOR STIPULATED DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

JS-6
UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
SR TOMAS, Case No.: 2:17-cv-00242-AB-AFM

[PROPOSED] ORDER RE JOINT
MOTION FOR STIPULATED
DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

IT ISORDERED THAT the Stipulation to Dismiss between Plaintiff SF
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CORPORATION is approved and this eataction and all p&es are dismissed
with prejudice. Both Plaintiff and Defenallawill bear their own costs, expenses

and attorneys’ fees.

IT1SSO ORDERED. G Z E

DATED: July 21, 2017
HonorabIeAndre Birotte Jr.
UnitedStatedistrict CourtJudge

[PROPOSED] ORDER RE JOINT MOTION FOR STIPULATED DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE
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