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Mark E. Merin (State Bar No. 043849) 
LAW OFFICE OF MARK E. MERIN
1010 F Street, Suite 300 
Sacramento, California  95814 
Telephone:   (916) 443-6911 
Facsimile:   (916) 447-8336 
E-Mail:  mark@markmerin.com 

Andrew C. Schwartz (State Bar No. 064578) 
CASPER, MEADOWS, SCHWARTZ & COOK
A Professional Corporation 
California Plaza 
2121 North California Blvd., Suite 1020 
Walnut Creek, California  94596 
Telephone: (925) 947-1147 
Facsimile: (925) 947-1131 
E-Mail:  Schwartz@cmslaw.com 

Karen L. Snell (State Bar No. 100266) 
Attorney at Law 
102 Buena Vista Terrace 
San Francisco, CA  94117 
Telephone:  (415) 225-7592 
Facsimile:  (415) 487-0748 
E-Mail:  ksnell@snell-law.com 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

KEVIN M. SCHILLING, JOHN PINEDO, 
WILLIAM TELLEZ, on behalf of themselves 
and all those similarly situated, 

  Plaintiffs, 

vs.

TRANSCOR AMERICA, LLC, SGT. JOHN 
SMITH, OFFICER JEFF BRUMMETT, and 
DOES 1 through 100,

Case No. 3:08-cv-00941-SI 

STIPULATED REQUEST FOR 
AMENDMENT OF ORDER OF 
DISMISSAL UPON SETTLEMENT AND 
PROPOSED ORDER

On January 31, 2013, this Court entered an Order of Dismissal Upon Settlement.  Doc. 

223.  The Order dismissed this matter with prejudice, based on the parties’ advisement of the 

Court that they have agreed to a settlement.  However, the parties have agreed to dismiss the 
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case in its entirety, settle only the individual claims of the three named plaintiffs, and that 

dismissal of the case should be without prejudice solely with respect to the claims of the other 

class members.  The parties therefore stipulate and request that the Court amend the order to 

state: (1) the claims of the three named Plaintiffs are dismissed with prejudice; (2) the action 

itself is dismissed with prejudice, although such dismissal is without prejudice solely to the 

claims of the other class members;1 and (3) each side is to bear its own fees and costs incurred 

in the prosecution and defense of the action.

DATE:  April 2, 2013    /s/ - “Andrew C. Schwartz”__________ 
      Attorney for Plaintiffs 

DATE:  April 2, 2013    /s/ - “Dan Struck”    
      Daniel Struck 
      Attorney for Defendants 

PURSUANT TO STIPULATION, IT IS SO ORDERED. 

DATED:              
      Hon. Susan Illston 
      United States District Court Judge

1 The parties agree that this Stipulation does not constitute a waiver of any argument that the 
equitable tolling doctrine does not apply to subsequent class actions or that the expiration of 
equitable tolling of the individual claims occurred on August 8, 2012.
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