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Attorneys for Plaintiff
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SACRAMENTO DIVISION

BNSF RAILWAY COMPANY,

Plaintiff,

JULIE SU, in her official capacity as
LABOR COMMISSIONER, STATE OF
CALIFORNIA DIVISION OF LABOR
STANDARDS ENFORCEMENT,

Defendant.
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Subject to the approval of the CoRrtaintiff BNSF RailwayCompany (“BNSF” or
“Plaintiff”) and Defendant Julie Su (“Su” 8Dbefendant”) by and ttough their undersigned
attorneys, hereby enter into the following stipulatio extend the deadline to object to the da
contained in the Court’s Initial Btrial Scheduling Order. The gase of this stipulation is to
promote efficiency and judici@conomy by coordinating the deadito file objections to the
Initial Pretrial Scheduling Ordevith the deadline for Defendatd Answer or otherwise respon
to Plaintiff's Complaint. The reasoits grant this request are as follows:

1. On November 1, 2017, Plaintiff filed action for Declaratory and Injunctive
Relief in this Court, seeking declaratory judgment that IZarnia’s laws and regulations
pertaining to, among other thingsstr@eriods do not apply to reobd employees. (Doc. No. 1.

2. On November 2, 2017, the Court issued itddhPretrial Scheduling Order. Theg
Order states that it will be “final without fimer order of the Court ueés objection are filed
within sixty (60) days of servicen all defendant(s).” (Doc. No. 3.)

3. On November 14, 2017, BNSF served Defendath the summons, Complaint,
and Initial Pretrial Scheduling Order, among other documents. (Doc. No. 5.)

4. On December 6, 2017, Defendant and BNSF submitted a joint stipulation
requesting that Defendant’s deadline to resgorfelaintiff's Complaint be extended to and
including February 5, 2018. (Doc. No. 8.)

5. On December 11, 2017, the Court issue®@ather extending Oendant’s deadling
to answer or otherwise respond to Plaintiff sn@@aint to not later than February 5, 2018. (D¢
No. 10.)

6. Pursuant to the Local Civil Rule 144(a)etparties agree that an extension of tf
deadline to object to the Initi8retrial Scheduling Order is oessary to permit Defendant to
answer or otherwise respond to Plaintiff's Complainradvance of the Rul26(f) conference. If
the dates in the preliminary schding order become final, the RW6(f) conference must be
held by January 16, 2018 morathtwo weeks before Defendant’s deadline to answer.

7. Accordingly, the parties submit that good saexists to grant their request to
extend the deadline to object to the Initial RaétScheduling Order from 60 days of service of
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all defendants to 14 days afterfBredant files an answer.

8. Therefore, the parties herejoyntly stipulate and requestiiat the Court enter an

order extending thdeadline for the parties to objecttte Initial Scheduhig Order to 14 days

after Defendant files an answer.

Dated:Januaryl2,2018

Dated:Januaryl2,2018

Respectfullgubmitted,

/s/ Amanda C. Sommerfeld
Amanda C. Sommerfeld
JONES DAY

Attorneys for Plaintiff
BNSF RAILWAY COMPANY

Respectfullgubmitted,

Xavier Becerra
Attorney General of California

Tamar Pachter
Supervising Deputy Attorney General

[s/ Peter H. Chang
Peter H. Chang
Deputy Attorney General

Attorneys for Defendant
JULIE SU, CALIFORNIA LABOR
COMMISSIONER
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ORDER

Having considered the stipulati of the parties, and good cauppearing, the parties’

deadline to object to the Initi8retrial Scheduling Order shall be extended to not later than 1

days after Defendant files an answer.
IT 1S SO ORDERED.

Dated: January 23, 2018 m

MORRISON C. E\GLA.. .JR
UNITED STATES DIS
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