Angell et al v. City of Oakland et al
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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION

STEVEN ANGELL, et al., Case No. 13-cv-00190 NC
Plaintiffs, ORDER RE: ISSUESTO BE
ADDRESSED AT HEARING
V.
CITY OF OAKLAND, et al.,

Defendants.

The following is a non-exhausauist of issues that theo@Qrt expects the parties to
address at the hearing today on the pendingpmefor class certification and preliminar
approval of class action settlement:

1. The definition of the class in the settlemagteement including the reference to 4
2012 class certification order;

2. The scope of the releasetire settlement agreemeint¢cluding any differences
between the claims to be ealsed and the claims set outhe operativeomplaint, the
identity of who is being released, and the inicinsn the release of persons who fall witl
the definition of the class but have opted out;

3. The status of dismissal of individudéfendants pursuant to the settlement

agreement;
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4. A comparisa of the reovery unar the termsof the setement andhe potentl
recovey if plaintiffs were tgorevail on heir claims

5. The fairnes®f thepro rata allocatn of the sttlement ind among:lass merhers,
consideing the diferences bthe lengthof detention and whelter any clas membes
sustaired injuries;

6. The legal athority for the requesid Court oder regardng factual nnocence;

7. What happss if a chek is undelverable or emains uneshed andvhether a ¢ pres
recipient is proposd;

8. What is theeffect on the settlemehagreemenif the Caurt awards éss than th
amountprovided n that agrement for atorneys’ fees and costand repreentative avards;
9. The definition of the céss and wht claims ae being retased in tk proposedlass
notice ad any diferences copared tothe settlemat agreerent and opeative conplaint;
10.The details bthe propsed methd of providing notice o the classincludingwhat
effortswill be mace to re-mdinotices raurned as ndeliverabé and theitning of sich re-

mailing.

The Court réers the pdies to thisDistrict’'s ProceduralGuidance or Class Ation
Settlenents availdle on theCourt’'s welsite.

ITIS SO QRDERED.

Date: Novenber 12, 204

Natnanael M.Cousins
United StatedagistrateJudge
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