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, and others, Case No. 13-cv-00190 NC

Plaintiffs, ORDER APPROVING REVISED
NOTICE

Re: Dkt. Nos. 73, 73-2

V.
CITY OF OAKLAND, and others,

Defendants.

The Court has reviewed plaintiffs’ revisptbposed notice, Dkt. No. 73-2, and finds

that the revised proposed notice has corretttedleficiencies identified in the Court’s
January 5 order, Dkt. No. 7Accordingly, the Court approves the revised form of noti
with the following two changethat must be made before disseminating the notice to t

class:

Doc. 74

©
D

1. The sentence stating “The proposal, suligthe Court’s approval, is for the eight

Class Representatives to re@$9,000 for their service representing the Class.” must

be

revised to state “The proposal, subject to thar€C®approval, is for each of the eight Class

Representatives to receive $9,000 faitiservice representing the Clas&&e Dkt. No.
73-2 at 5.

2. The typo in the word “EXECUSE” must be correctecsee Dkt. No. 73-2 at 2.

Case No. 13-cv-00190 NC
ORDER APPROVING REVISED
NOTICE

Dockets.Justia.com


http://dockets.justia.com/docket/california/candce/3:2013cv00190/262426/
http://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/california/candce/3:2013cv00190/262426/74/
http://dockets.justia.com/

© 00 N oo 0o b W DN P

N N DN DN DNDNNNDNRRRRRRR R R R
W N o 008 W N PFPF O O 0N O oM w DN Rk O

The date offte prelimnary approwal of the sélement wll be deened to be tle date
of thisorder, Janary 8, 2015.
ITIS SO GRDERED.

Date: Januar 8, 2015

Natnanael M.Cousins
United StatedagistrateJudge
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