
N THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR 'THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA 

PEDRO LOZANO, a al. 

Plaindff9, 

v. 

CITY OF HAUETON 

Defendam. 

\ 
It i s  hereby dpulatcd by and bctweon duly authorized soume/ for Plaintiffs and the 

Defendant as follows: 

I .  On ~ u g w  IS, 2006, Plainriffs filed a Complaint altegng 1h0t brdinmce 2006-10, the 

"Illegal hmigradon Relief Act Ordinancen (the "Ordinance"), which was enacted by 

Defendam City of Hazleton ("Hazleton") on July 13, 2006, is unconsrirutional, The 

Complaint seek declaratory, injunctive and other relief 

2. Plainti.ffs have no~lfied Defendant's counsel that they intend ro file a morion for 

preliminary injuncrion to cqjoin cnforccmen~ oLUe current Ordinance. 

3. Nazleton has expressed at1 inlention uo adopt a new ordinance to replae Ordinance No, 

2006- 10. 

4. Defendant, including its oficers and agenrs, shall nor act to enfarce Ordinance 2006-10 

(as well as accompanying Ordinaace 2006-16, which fils0 relates to irnmigmion manus), 

for at least twenty (20) days aAer the dora Defendant either (a) enacts r new immigration- 

related ordinance ("New Ordinancc") or (b) norifiss Plainriffs' counsel in writing rbal the 

City intends to enforce any of Ordinance(s) 2006- 10 and/or 2006-1 6. 

5.  Defendan\'$ deadline to file its response ro the Complaint Is extended to Ocrobcr 2,2006. 



6, Plainliffs may file an amended complain1 or morlons fbr injunctive relief, and otherwise 

pursue the acrion, at any dmc after Defendant tither enacts n new ordinance or provides 

written norificmion that it intends to c n f o ~ c t  one or more of rhe two ordinances identified 

in paragretph 4. 

7. This Stipulation is being entered into by rhe parries, through their duly aurhorized 

counsel, and is not to be consmed as an hi s s ion  of Sac1 or liability by any of the 

parties. 

8. This agroment shall be enfarceablc by the panics exclusively in this COW. 

MBd 
Thomas G. Wilkinsan, Esquire 
For h e  Plaindffs For the Defendam 


