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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

JEFF LINGLE,
Plaintiff,
V.
COMCAST CORPORATION,

Defendant.
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WHEREAS, Plaintiff Jeff Lingle (“Plaintf”) filed a Complaint against Defenda
Comcast Corporation (“Comcast”) on January 2@17 in the Superior Court of Californ
Placer County, and served the Complaint on Comcast on January 26, 2017,

WHEREAS, on February 27, 2017, Comcast filed a Notice of Removal (Dkt. No.
this Court;

WHEREAS, the initial dadline for Comcast to answeraiherwise respontb Plaintiff's
Complaint was March 6, 2017,

WHEREAS, on February 28, 2017, the partiesdfite Stipulation (Dkt. No. 4) to exter
the deadline to April 3, 2017 fo€Comcast to answer or otlhgse respond to Plaintiff’
Complaint;

WHEREAS, Comcast has acted with ddigge in reviewing the Complaint a
investigating Plaintiff's allegations;

WHEREAS, since February 28, 2017, the partleough counsel have met and confe
regarding Comcast’s position that Plaintiff agreed to arbitrate his claims in this cas
regarding a potential resolution;

WHEREAS, as of March 28, 2017 etlparties have not been albdteresolvethis matter
nor have the parties reachedesgnent as to the appropriate forto adjudicate this dispute;

WHEREAS, Comcast anticipatéiing a motion to compel arbation in response to th
Complaint, but requires additioname to prepare this motion;

WHEREAS, the parties through counsel have met and conferred and agreed that G
shall have an additional week to respond to the Complaint, i.e., until April 10, 2017.

THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY STIPULATEDby the parties through their respect
counsel that the deadline for Comcast to answ@therwise respond togalComplaint is hereb
extended to and inatling April 10, 2017.

IT IS SO STIPULATED.
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Dated: March 29, 2017 DRINKER BIDDLE & REATH LLP

By: /s/ Matthew J. Adler

Michael J. Stortz
Matthew J. Adler

Attorneys for Defendant
COMCAST CORPORATION

Dated: March 29, 2017 LAw OFFICES OFToDD M. FRIEDMAN, P.C.

By: /s/ Adrian R. Bacon (authorized 3.29.17)

Todd M. Friedman
Adrian R. Bacon

Attorneys for Plaintiff
JEFFLINGLE

Pursuant to the Stipulation ofelparties, IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated: 3/29/2017
/s/ John A. Mendez

Hon. John A. Mendez
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT JUDGE
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