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action be dismissed as to Defendant COUNTY OF PLUMAS (including “Unknown Officers of
Plumas County Sheriff’s Office”) only, without prejudice, with each side to bear their own
attorney’s fees and costs, pursuant to Rule 41(a)(1) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.
IT ISSO STIPULATED.
Dated: August 31, 2009 PORTER SCOTT
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

By /s/Carl L. Fessenden
Carl L. Fessenden
Attorney for Defendant
COUNTY OF PLUMAS

Dated: August 28, 2009 LAW OFFICES OF LARRY L. BAUMBACH

By _/s/Larry L. Baumbach (as authorized on 8/28/09)
Larry L. Baumbach
Attorney for Plaintiffs JAMES BRADY
PETER AND JAMES RUSSELL PETER

Dated: August 28, 2009 OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

By_/s/ Alberto L. Gonzalez (as authorized on 8/28/09)
Alberto L. Gonzalez
Attorney for Defendant JAMES STOWE

ORDER
Good cause appearing, this matter is dismissed as to Defendant COUNTY OF PLUMAS
(and “Unknown Officers of Plumas County Sheriff’s Office”) only, without prejudice, with each
side to bear their own attorney’s fees and costs.

IT 1S SO ORDERED.

Dated: September 8, 2009 M C

(FRAKK C. DAMRELL, JR. —
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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