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Case No. 10-cv-00436 NC 
ORDER TO REMEDY DEFICIENCY  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION 

 

GARY ARDEN, 

                            Plaintiff, 

              v. 

FRANK KASTELL,  

                            Defendant. 

Case No. 10-cv-00436 NC 
 
TRIAL STIPULATIONS 
 
 
 
 

The parties agree that the following facts are established and may be considered as 

evidence by the jury: 

1. Gary Arden was an employee of Smarte Carte on February 2 and 3, 2009. 

2. The videos (Trial Exhibits 4 and 5) were recorded on February 2 and 3, 2009, 

by San Francisco International Airport or the San Francisco Police 

Department, but not the San Mateo County Sheriff's Office. 

3. Frank Kastell wrote a police report, Trial Exhibit 1 ("Kastell's Report"). 

4. Kastell's Report was an investigative report prepared by a peace officer for his 

employer, the San Mateo County Sheriff's Office. 

5. Kastell's Report was sent to the San Mateo County District Attorney. 

6. It is the policy of the San Mateo District Attorney's Office that all Deputy 

District Attorneys shall only prosecute cases for which the Deputy District 

Arden v. Kastell et al Doc. 155
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