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MLG AUTOMOTIVE LAW, APLC 
A Professional Law Corporation 
Jonathan A. Michaels, Esq. – State Bar No. 180455 
Kathryn J. Harvey, Esq. – State Bar No. 241029 
Kianna C. Parviz, Esq. – State Bar No. 293568 
M. Todd Ratay, Esq. – State Bar No. 241299 
2801 W. Coast Highway, Suite 370 
Newport Beach, CA 92663 
Telephone: (949) 581-6900 
Facsimile: (949) 581-6908 
(jmichaels@mlgautomotivelaw.com) 
(kharvey@mlgautomotivelaw.com) 
(kparviz@mlgautomotivelaw.com) 
(tratay@mlgautomotivelaw.com) 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
Jacob Sabatino 
  
 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA  

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION 
 
JACOB SABATINO, individually, and 

on behalf of all others similarly 

situated, 

 

  Plaintiffs, 

 vs.  

 

UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC., a 

Delaware corporation; RASIER, LLC, 

a Delaware limited liability company; 

RASIER-CA, LLC, a Delaware limited 

liability company; RASIER-DC, LLC, 

a Delaware limited liability company; 

RASIER-PA, LLC, a Delaware limited 

liability company; and DOES 1 to 25, 

inclusive, 

 

  Defendants. 
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Plaintiff Jacob Sabatino, and Defendants Uber Technologies, Inc., Rasier, 

LLC, Rasier-CA, LLC, Rasier-DC, LLC and Rasier-PA, LLC enter into the 

following stipulation:        

RECITALS 

1. The Parties have signed a confidential settlement agreement that resolves 

Plaintiff’s claims against Defendants in their entirety. 

2. A Notice of Settlement was filed on January 12, 2016.  See Dkt. No. 46. 

3. The Parties agree that this matter may be dismissed in its entirety with 

prejudice effective immediately.  

4. Each party will bear its own fees and costs.   

 

STIPULATION 

1. This matter may be dismissed in its entirety with prejudice effective 

immediately.  

2. Each party will bear its own fees and costs.   

 

Dated:  January 20, 2016 

 

MLG AUTOMOTIVE LAW, APLC 

 

By:  /s/ M. Todd Ratay 

Jonathan A. Michaels, Esq. 

Kathryn J. Harvey, Esq. 

Kianna C. Parviz, Esq.  

M. Todd Ratay, Esq.   

Kristen R. Rodriguez, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff,  

Jacob Sabatino 
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ATTESTATION REGARDING SIGNATURES 

I, M. Todd Ratay, attest that I have obtained the concurrence of A. Matthew 

Ashley, Esq., counsel for Defendants Uber Technologies, Inc.; Rasier, LLC; 

Rasier-CA, LLC; Raiser-DC, LLC and Rasier-PA, LLC,  in the filing of this 

document. 

 

Dated:  January 20, 2016 

 

MLG AUTOMOTIVE LAW, APLC 

 

By:  /s/ M. Todd Ratay 

Jonathan A. Michaels, Esq. 

Kathryn J. Harvey, Esq. 

Kianna C. Parviz, Esq.  

M. Todd Ratay, Esq.   

Kristen R. Rodriguez, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff,  

Jacob Sabatino 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Dated:  January 20, 2016 

 

   

IRELL & MANELLA LLP 

By: /s/ A. Matthew Ashley 

Andra Barmash Greene 

A. Matthew Ashley 

Attorneys for Defendants, 

Uber Technologies, Inc.; Rasier, LLC; 

Rasier-CA, LLC; Raiser-DC, LLC 

and Rasier-PA, LLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify under penalty of perjury that on this 20
th
 day of 

January, 2016, a copy of the foregoing:  

 

JOINT STIPULATION TO DISMISS ENTIRE ACTION WITH PREJUDICE 

 

was filed electronically. 

 

  This filing was served electronically to all parties by operation of the 

Court’s electronic filing system. 

 

    

 

     /s/ M. Todd Ratay 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA  

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION 
 
JACOB SABATINO, individually, and 

on behalf of all others similarly 

situated, 

 

  Plaintiffs, 

 vs.  

 

UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC., a 

Delaware corporation; RASIER, LLC, 

a Delaware limited liability company; 

RASIER-CA, LLC, a Delaware limited 

liability company; RASIER-DC, LLC, 

a Delaware limited liability company; 

RASIER-PA, LLC, a Delaware limited 

liability company; and DOES 1 to 25, 

inclusive, 

 

  Defendants. 
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  Having considered the Stipulation to Dismiss Entire Action with 

Prejudice submitted by Plaintiff Jacob Sabatino and Defendants Uber 

Technologies, Inc., Rasier, LLC, Rasier-CA, LLC, Rasier-DC, LLC and Rasier-

PA, LLC, the Court determines that good cause exists for dismissing the action 

with prejudice. Each party will bear its own fees and costs.   

 

 Accordingly, this case is hereby DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE.  

  

 IT IS SO ORDERED.  

 

 

Dated:  _____________, 2016 

 
 

HON. JUDGE JON S. TIGAR 
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