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United States District Court
For the Northern District of California
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al v. Uber Technologies, Inc. et al

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

DOUGLAS O'CONNOR, et al. Case N013cv-03826EMC
Plaintiffs, Case No. 1%v-0262EMC

V.
UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC,, et al.

Defendars. ORDER RE OBJECTIONSTO
HAKAN YUCESOY, et al.,

Plaintiffs,

V.

UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC,, et al.,

Defendants

On April 21, 2016, Plaintiffs i©’Connor v. Uber TechnologiemdYucesoy v. Uber
Technologiesnoved for preliminary approval of a class settlement. The Court has sinaedece
a number of objectionsAny objectorshall file or send to the Court a single document (instead ¢

multiple filings) discussing all of their concerns and objections to the settlement, which will th

be filed on the court docket.

IT ISSO ORDERED.

Dated:April 22, 2016 ﬂ
f/é&_—.

PROPOSED CLASSSETTLEMENT

Doc. 5

EDWA% igi CHEN

United States District Judge
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