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Attorneys for Defendant
AM Retail Group, Inc.

Gene J. Stonebarger, State Bar No. 209461
Richard D. Lambert, State Bar No. 251148
STONEBARGER LAW

A Professional Corporation
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Telephone (916) 235-7140

Facsimile (916) 235-7141
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KEARNEY LITTLEFIELD LLP

3436 N. Verdugo Rd, Suite 230

Glendale, AA 91208

Telephone (213) 473-1900

Facsimile (213) 473-1919

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Maria Ramos

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

MARIA RAMOS, on behalf of herself and all CASE NO. 2:16-cv-01842-MCE-KIJN
others similarly situated,
STIPULATION TO EXTEND TIME
Plaintiff, FOR DEFENDANT TO RESPOND TO
PLAINTIFF’S FIRST AMENDED
Ve COMPLAINT; ORDER
AM RETAIL GROUP, INC., a Delaware
Corporation; and DOES 1-100, inclusive, FAC Filed: Sept. 6, 2016
Current Response Date: Sept. 23, 2016
Defendant. New Response Date: Oct. 6, 2016
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Plaintiff Maria Ramos (“Plaintiff”’) and Defendant AM Retail Group, Inc. (“Defendant” or
AMRG), by and through their attorneys of record herein, hereby stipulate and agree pursuant to
Local Rule 143 that Defendant shall have until October 6, 2016 to respond to Plaintiff’s First
Amended Complaint (“FAC”).

WHEREAS, Plaintiff filed the FAC on September 6, 2016, making AMRG’s response
deadline September 23, 2016;

WHEREAS, Good cause exists for this extension, as AMRG requires additional time to
investigate the claims in the FAC and to prepare its response;

THEREFORE Plaintiff and Defendant, by and through their counsel, hereby stipulate and
agree that Defendant may have up to and including October 6, 2016 to answer or otherwise respond to
the FAC filed in this action.

IT IS SO STIPULATED.

DATED: August9, 2016 SEDGWICK LLP
By: /s/ Stephanie A. Sheridan*
Stephanie A. Sheridan

Attorneys for Defendant
AM RETAIL GROUP, INC.

DATED: August9, 2016 STONEBARGER LAW

By: /s/ Richard D. Lambert (as authorized on 9/9/16)
Richard D. Lambert
Attorneys for Plaintiff
MARIA RAMOS

*Pursuant to Local Rule 131(e), I attest that that Plaintiff’s counsel concurs in this filing’s

content and has authorized the filing.
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ORDER
Pursuant to the parties’ stipulation and good cause shown, Defendant’s deadline to respond

to the First Amended Complaint is hereby extended until October 6, 2016.

Wé@

MORRISON C. ENGL
UNITED STATES DIS

IT IS SO ORDERED.
Dated: September 16, 2016
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