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warrant requirement under the Fourth Amendment to the United States
Constitution.

3. On April 23, 2019, in response to the Taylor v. City of
Saginaw decision, the City of Ann Arbor ceased tire-chalking.

4. On April 6, 2019, prior to the Sixth Circuit’s decision in Taylor v.
City of Saginaw, Plaintiff received a parking ticket in the City of Ann Arbor
and his ticket denoted “tires marked.”

5. Plaintiff filed a class action lawsuit on April 24, 2019 docketed as
Sean Anthony Yannottiv. City of Ann Arbor and City of Ann Arbor Downtown
Development Association, Case No. 19-cv-11189, against Defendant
alleging that Defendant's policy and practice of chalking tires without a
search warrant to obtain information as to whether a vehicle is in violation of
its parking ordinances violates the Fourth Amendment to the United States
Constitution.

6. The lawsuit described in paragraph 5 was dismissed by
stipulation on November 23, 2020, pending decisions in the Taylor v. City of
Saginaw appellate litigation before the United States Court of Appeals for
the Sixth Circuit. As a condition of dismissal, Defendant agreed, pursuant to

a tolling agreement, to toll the claims of certain persons for a period of time.
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7. Following conclusion of the appellate litigation, Plaintiff filed the
complaint in this “Lawsuit” on September 10, 2022.

8. In this Lawsuit, the parties engaged in mutual discovery and
Defendant also moved for partial summary disposition.

9. On July 30, 2024, the Court granted Defendant’'s motion for
partial summary disposition holding that Plaintiff could not obtain
compensatory damages for Defendant's alleged violation of the Fourth
Amendment to the United States Constitution.

10. In that same order, however, the Court held that Plaintiff could
seek declaratory and injunctive relief in addition to nominal damages.

11. Following its order granting Defendant partial summary
disposition, the Court referred this Lawsuit to the Magistrate Judge for the
purpose of conducting a settiement conference.

12. The parties attended the settlement conference on September
24, 2024, and thereafter on December 2, 2024, and January 23, 2025. In
connection with those meetings, counsel for Plaintiff and Defendant
conducted negotiations leading to this Settlement Agreement.

13. In reaching this Settlement Agreement, Plaintiff has carefully
examined the strengths and weaknesses of his claims. Plaintiff's Counsel

believes that this settlement is fair, reasonable, adequate, and in the best
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interests of the Class and that this Settlement should be approved by the
Court under Rule 23 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.

14. Defendant enters this Settlement to resolve any and all
controversies and disputes arising out of or relating to the allegations
asserted by the Settlement Class, as the term is defined below, in the
Complaint, as the term is defined below, and to avoid the burden, risk, and
expense of further litigation. While Defendant disavows and rejects any legal
responsibility, it believes that the Settlement Agreement should be approved
by the Court under Rule 23 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.

Definitions

15. “Class” means: “All persons and entities who were subject to the
placement of a chalk mark on one or more of the four tires of vehicle to obtain
information to justify the issuance of parking tickets within the territorial limits
of Ann Arbor, Michigan between April 3, 2017 and April 23, 2019.”

16. “Payment Subclass” means: “All persons and entities part of the
Class who were, as a matter of policy and customary practice, subject to a
parking ticket with  designations of either “Over the Legal Time Limit” or
“Parked Over Legal Time Limit” which are violations that were enforced
through the use of placement of a chalk mark on one or more of the four

tires of a vehicle to obtain information to justify the issuance of said parking

Doc ID: 2e2b7d879263b7a3f4bdba8a131d24d41¢cc76ce0



Docusign Envelope ID: D761AC78-FBF9-4262-997A-0591EBBE0540

ticket(s) within the territorial limits of Ann Arbor, Michigan between April 3,
2017 and April 23, 2019.

17. “Class Counsel” means Plaintiff's attorneys, Matthew E. Gronda
and Philip L. Ellison.

18. “Class Representative” means Plaintiff Sean Anthony Yannotti.

19. “Complaint” means the complaint filed in the matter of Sean
Anthony Yannotti, on behalf of himself and a class of all others similarly
situated as described v. City of Ann Arbor, Case No. 22-cv-12147, now
pending in the United States District Court of the Eastern District of Michigan.

20. “Court” means the United States District Court for the Eastern
District of Michigan.

21. “Defendant’” means the City of Ann Arbor as the defendant in
Sean Anthony Yannotti, on behalf of himself and a class of all others similarly
situated as described v. City of Ann Arbor, Case No. 22-cv-12147, now
pending in the United States District Court of the Eastern District of Michigan.

22. “Execution Date” means the first date after which this Settlement
Agreement has been fully executed by the Class Representative, Class
Counsel, Defendant, and Defendant’s Counsel.

23. "Effective Date" means fourteen (14) days after the entry of a

final order by the Court fully approving the settlement provided no objections
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are made to this Settlement Agreement. If there are objections to the
Settlement, then the Effective Date shall be the later of: (1) thirty five (35)
days after entry of final order by the Court fully approving the settlement, if
no appeals are taken therefrom or complete dismissal of any taken appeal;
or (2) if appeals are taken from the entry of a final order by the Court fully
approving the settlement, then the later of one hundred ten (110) days after
the United States Court of Appeals’ ruling affirming the final order fully
approving the settlement from which no further action at the United States
Supreme Court is taken, or (b) thirty (30) days after a decision by the United
States Supreme Court that either denies any petition or affirms entry of final
order by the Court fully approving the settlement.

24. “Lawsuit” means the matter of Sean Anthony Yannotti, on behalf
of himself and a class of all others similarly situated as described v. City of
Ann Arbor, Case No. 22-cv-12147, now pending in the United States District
Court of the Eastern District of Michigan.

25. “Magistrate Judge” means Magistrate Judge Anthony Patti, who
is assigned and consented by all parties to adjudicate the remainder of the
Lawsuit.

26. “Plaintiff” means the plaintiff in Sean Anthony Yannotti, on behalf

of himself and a class of all others similarly situated as described v. City of
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Ann Arbor, Case No. 22-cv-12147, now pending in the United States District
Court of the Eastern District of Michigan, being Sean Anthony Yannotti.

27. ‘“Settlement” means the settlement and compromise reflected in
this Settlement Agreement.

28. “Settlement Agreement” means this document which embodies
the settlement.

Court Approval of the Settlement Agreement

29. Together with seeking class certification for purposes of
settlement, the Class Representative, Class Counsel, and Defendant shall
jointly cause the Court to give its approval of this settlement pursuant to Rule
23(e) at or following a joint Fairness/Class Certification Hearing to be set by
the Court.

30. As part of that motion to schedule the Fairness/Class
Certification Hearing, the Court shall be asked to direct that (b)(2) class style
notice of a reasonable manner be provided to all potential class members
who would be bound by the Settlement Agreement so the assigned
Magistrate Judge can find, at the Fairness/Class Certification Hearing, that
the settlement outlined herein is fair, reasonable, and adequate after

considering the factors of Rule 23(e)(2)(A)-(D).
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31. Notice of the Fairness/Class Certification Hearing and the ability
to opt-out or object will be provided by posted notice at the Office of the Ann
Arbor City Clerk; posted on the City of Ann Arbor Website; and published in
The Ann Arbor Observer, a newspaper of general circulation that includes
the City of Ann Arbor. Press releases to traditional media outlets are also
encouraged.

32. The notice provided by the preceding paragraph is intended to
apprise potential (B)(2) class members of the pendency of the Lawsuit, the
Settlement, and provide an opportunity for the members of the Payment
Subclass to file a claim following approval at the Fairness Hearing, exclude
themselves from any proposed class, or object.

33. Any member may elect to be excluded from (opt-out of) the
Settlement by mailing to Plaintiffs and Defendant's Counsel a written
request for exclusion that is postmarked no later than the date of the
Fairness/Class Certification Hearing. Any election to opt out must be in
writing and: (A) contain the title of the Lawsuit: “ Yannotti v. City of Ann Arbor,”
and list Case No. 22-cv-12147; (B) contain the full name, current address,
and telephone number of the person opting out; (C) a statement asserting |
wish to opt out of the Yannotti v. City of Ann Arbor settlement”; (D) be signed;

and (E) be sent by U.S. mail, first class and postage prepaid, with a postmark
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