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Law Offices 
PAIU{ER McCAY P.A. 
By: John C. GiIlc~pic, Esquire 
Three Grcentree Centre 
7001 Lincoln Drive West 
P.O. Box 974 
Marlton, NJ 08053 
(850) 596"8900 
Fax: (856) 489·6980 
jgilks pi e(ii!. parkennecay .com 
Atto11leys for Defcl1dant(s), The Cily of C\lmden, Camdel1 City police DepaltIllent, Edwin 

Figueroa and Edward Hargis (incorreclly plead E.dwin Hargis) 

LA VERNE HICKS, and MICHl\EL 
VELEZ, both individually and on behalf or 
a Class of others similarly situated, 

Plaintiff(s), 

vs. 

COlJNTY OF CAMDEN, CAMDEN 
COUNTY CORR£CTJONAL 
FAClLITY, ERIC TAYLOR, both 
individually and in his official Camden 
County Warden of the Correctional Facility, 
JAMES SIMON, both individually and in 
his official capacity as Deputy Warden ()f 
the Camden County Correctional Facility, 
ANTHONY PIZARRO, both 
individually and in his official capacity 
as Deputy Warden ofthe Calnden COlmly 
Correctional facility, FRANK LOBERTO, 
both individually and in his official 
capacity as Deputy Warden ofthc 
Camden County Correctional Facility, 
CAMDEN COUNTY SHERIFF'S 
DEPARTMENT, MICHAEL 

UNiTED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT Of NEW JERSEY 
HONORABLE JOSEPH H. RODRiGUEZ 
CIVIL ACTION NO. 05·cv-1857 (JHR).JBR 

CIVJL ACTION 

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WiTHOUT 
PRE.JUDICE AS TO DEFENDANTS, THE 

CITY OF CAMDEN, CAMDEN CI1'Y 
POLlCE DEPARTMENT, EDWIN 

FIGUEROA and EnWARD HARGIS, 
(incorrectly plead Edwin Hargis) ONLY 
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.AWOFFtCE 
~AIUOal: M\'t'A.Y 
i".A. 

MCLAUGHLIN, both individually and 
in his official capacity of Sheri ff of th~ 
County of Camden, JOSEPH WOLF, both 
individually and in his official capacity 
as a Deputy Sh~riffofthe County of 
Camden, JOSEPH DOUGHERTY, both 
individually and in his official capacity 
as Deputy Sherifr of the County of 
Camden, ARTHUR MICKLES, both 
individually and in his official capacity 
as a Deputy Shcriff of the County of 
Camden, THE CITY OF CAMDEN, 
CAMDEN CITY POLICE 
DEPARTMENT, EDWIN FIGUEROA, 
both individually and in his official 
capacity as Chief of Police of the Camden 
City Police Department, EDWIN 
HARGTS, individually and in his 
official capacity as Deputy Chief of 
Police of the Camden City Police 
Department, 

Defcndant(s), 

THIS MATTER having been opened by the Court for purposes of a settlement 

conference, in the prescnce of counsel for the Plaintiffs, Seth R. Lesser, Esquire, Charles 

LaDuca, Esquire and William A. Riback, Esquire; and in the presence of the counsel for the 

Defimuants, County of Camden and related Camden COLmty Defendants, DOillJa M. 

White~ide, Esquire/Assistant County Counsel, and RiGhard M. Howard, Esquire (via 

telephone); and in the presence of counsel for the City of Camden and the City of Camden 

Defcndants, John C. Gillespie, Esquirc; and the parties having consented based upon the 

temlS set forth helow, to the dismissal without prejudice of all Plainti rrs' c.laims against this 

City of Camden, the City of Camden Police Department, Chief Edwin Figueroa and Deputy 

Chief Edward Hargis; 
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IT IS on this /;2 ')-"duy 01" MARCH, 2006, ORDERED that the Plaintiffs' 

Complaint against ilie Defendants, City of Camden, the City 0 r Camden Police Dcpa11mcnt, 

Chief Edwin Figueroa and Deputy Chief Edward Hargis, (collectively "The City of Camden 

Defendants") he and the same is hereby dismissed without prejudice sLlbject to the following 

temlS and c(lTlditi(lDs: 

I. In the event that Plaintiffs determinc that facts exist which warrant pursuit of a 

claim against any ofthe City ofCanlden Defendants, or any orthem, 

PlaintifTs shall file a Motion with the Court on notice to all parties, selling 

lortlt tlte aftlrmative facts which they believe supports a cause of action 

against The City of Camden Defendants; 

2. ShoLlld the matter not be disposed of prior to such Motion being filed, the 

statLlte of limitations governing the cause of action asserted by the current 

Plaintiffs, Hicks and Velez, shall be tolled. 

Cm~ 


