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Plaintiff Shawn Alger (“Plaintiff’) and DefendafCA US LLC f/k/a Chrysler Group LLGC
(“Defendant”)(together, the “Parties’pby and through their respective counsel, hestipylate as
follows:

STIPULATION

WHEREAS, Plaintiff filed his initial complaint on February 15, 2018 [Dkt. No. 1] and

class action complaint on February 16, 2018 [Dkt. No. 4];

WHEREAS, Plaintiff filed hisSecond Amended Complaint (“SAC”) on April 23, 2018 [Dkt.

No. 13] and Defendant filed its Answer to the SAC on May 14, 2018 [Dkt. No. 14];

WHEREAS, Plaintiff served his initial disclosures on September 19, 2018 and Defel
served its initial disclosures and supplemental initial disclosame®eptember 28, 2018;

WHEREAS, the Court entered an order on January 4, 8tehding the discovery coff
to March 18, 2019 [Dkt. No. 43];

WHEREAS, Plaintiffhas taken the deposition of Defendant’s Rule 30(b)(6) designee
both Parties haviaken several party and nparty depositions, as well as expert depositions;

WHEREAS, Plaintiff has served four sets of interrogatories and four se&xjoésts for
production of documentand Defendant has served two sets of interrogatories and three g
requests for production of documents;

WHEREAS,on March 4, 2019the Court enterecgn order on stipulated class certificatig

deadlines and to extend the discovery cut-off to November 30, 2019 [Dkt. No. 47];

his
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n

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Parties’ stipulation and the Court's March 4, 2019 Order,

Plaintiff filed his motion for class certification on April 30, 2019;

WHEREAS, on June 12, 2019, the Court entered an order pursuant to the Parties’ stiy
modifying class ceification deadlines [Dkt. No. 65];

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Parties’ stipulation, Defendant filed its oppositiorass
certification on July 15, 2019 and Plaintiff filed his reply in support of clasdication on August
30, 2019;

WHEREAS, on September 20, 2019, the Court issued a Minute Order directing Plai

counsel to submit “for the Court’s review, a comprehensive proposed order as to the Mo
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Certify Class [54] that is amenable to being filed on the public docket” [Dkt. No. 74];
WHEREAS, on September 20, 2019, Defendant filed a motion to exclude the opinioj
testimony of Plaintiff's expert, Dr. Biondi [Dkt. No. 7&hd amotion to strike the “Rebuttal Report
of Plaintiff's Expert Doctor5[Dkt. No. 78];
WHEREAS, pursuant to the Court’'s September 20, 2019 Order, Plaintiff submitt
[Proposed] Order Granting Plaintiff’'s Motion for Class Certification on Sepée 24, 2019 [Dkt.
No. 81];

WHEREAS, Defendant filed objections to Plaintiffs proposed ordesnting class

1S and

S

1%
o
Q

certification on October 1, 2019 [Dkt. No. Hi}d filed a proposed order denying class certificatjion

on October 2, 2019 [Dkt. No. 93], and Plaintiff filed a letter responding to Defendant’s oige
and proposed order on October 4, 2019 [Dkt. No. 95];

WHEREAS pursuant to the Court’s Minute Order directing that Defendant’s motion to S
four of Plaintiff's rebuttal expert reports bemeticed before Magistrate Judge Brennan [Dkt. |
86], Defendante-filed and re-noticedts motion on October 1, 201®kt. No. 90];

WHEREAS, on October 22, 2019, Plaintiff filagnotion to compel Defendant to supplemg
discovery responses pursuant to Rule 26(e), provide further responses to Bl&atifth Set of
RFPs, and provide further responses to Plaintiff's Fdbetiof Interrogatories, as well as to comy
compliance with depositions subpoenas served on four of Defendant’s dealg@&hipéos. 101
and 102];

WHEREAS, bllowing the Parties’ extensivameet and confeefforts, Plaintiff offered to
make his rebuttal experts available for depositions. On October 25 2€fgddanserved notice
of depositions of these experts Blaintiff;

WHEREAS, on October 29, 2019, Judge England entered an order desthiogt prejudice
Defendant’'s motion to exclude the opinions and testimony of Dr. Biondi, on the basis th
motion was premature [Dkt. No. 106];

WHEREAS, on October 29, 2019, Judge Brennan issued a Minute Order [Dkt. No
directing the Parties to file a single jostatement addressing Defendant’s motion to strike [L

No. 90] and Plaintiff's motions to compel [Dkt. Nos. 101 and 102];
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WHEREAS, the Parties filed their Joint Statement Re Discovery Disagneem&lovember
6, 2019 [Dkt. No. 116];

WHEREAS, on the same day, Defendant filed a motion to stay [Dkt. No. 114], whic
been fully briefed by the Parti@sd is still pending [Dkt. Nos. 114, 126, and 129];

N has

WHEREAS, on November 20, 2019, Judge Brennan entered an order denying Defendant’s

motion to strike four of Plaintiff's rebuttal expert reports from Drs. Davien8i, Ziejewski, and
Wachs and granting Plaintiff's motion to comgpbBkt. No. 124]. Specifically, JudgeBrennan
ordered Defendant to produce all documents responsive to Plaintiff's RFP bioN2&ember 20,
2019. (d.) Judge Brennan also ordered Defendant to produce all docuresptmsiveto
Plaintiff's RFP Nos. 184 and 3336 and provide further responses to Plaintiff's Interrogato
Nos. 2023 by November 27, 2019.1d.) In addition, Judge Brennan ordered that Defendant g
produce documents requested in each FCA dealership subpoena by 12:00 p.m. on tforeds
each depositionld.) Judge Brennan indicated during the hearing on Plaintiff’'s motion to col
that Defendantwas to give its “best effort” to comply with the NovemI2&tr, 2019 deadline, bu
thatthe deadline would beevisited if Defendantpresented a declarati@®escribing its efforts to
comply with the deadline argtating that it could not meet the deadlinesjite of due diligence
[Dkt. No. 128-1, p. 2];

WHEREAS, following the discovery hearing before Judge Brennan, the Parties engags
series otelephonic and written meet and confer efforts in part to discuss Defendant’ sseipiale
document productionsan ESI protocol for identifying relevant custodians as@drch terms,
documents submitted by Defendant to NHTSA in response to NHTSA’'s September 9
Preliminary Evaluation (PE1914), deposition dates for FCA dealerships, as well as depos
dates for Plaintiff's rebuttal experts

WHEREAS, on November 27, 2019, Defendant filed a Motion to Extend Deadline to Pr
Certain Documents [Dkt. No. 128];

WHEREAS, as part of Defendant’s motion to extend the document production deg
Defendant represented thaalready produced documents responsive to RPD No. 2%hahd

will have timely produced certain other discovery by the November 27, 2019 deadtindjng

4
STIP AND ORDER 2:18¢v-00360MCE-EFB

ries
hall
y be
mpel

t

bd in

2019

tion

bduce

\dline,




© 0 N o o A w N e

N N N N N N N NN P P PR R R R R B o
® ~N o ;N W N B O © 0 ~N o ;N W N R, O

over 1,000 pages of documents responsive to RPD Nsufifflemental responses to Interrogator
Nos. 2023, and all documents responsiveR&D Nos. 336. (FCA US LLC’s Mot. to Extend
Deadline to Produce Certain Docs., pfh.#[Dkt. No. 1281]. Defendant also represented that
application of initial search terms for a subset of just twelve custodiansagethapproximately
150,000 documents, that meet and confer effegsirding custodians and an ESI protosete
ongoing, thatt was still in the process of compiling documentsit®response to NHTSAandthat
despite itsluediligence and good faith effort,was unable to produce all documents responsiy|
RPD Nos. 1014 by the November 27, 2019 deadlinéd.,(p. 5.; Dkt. No. 1283, Declaration of
Brittany J. Mouzourakiy Defendant requested that Judge Brenrexieéhd until December 10
2019, its deadline for completing production of documents responsive to RPDs 10, 12, and
extend until January 30, 2020, its deadline for completing production of documents respor
RPDs 11 and 14.[Dkt. No. 128-1, p. 6];

WHEREAS,following the filing of Defendant’s motion to extend the document produc
deadline, the Parties continued to meet and confer on outstanding discovery issues;

WHEREAS, the Defendant produced documents responsive to RPDs 10, 12, and
December 6, 2019, and then represented to Plaintiff on December 10, 2019 that after bleed
and dligent searchDefendanthad produced all documents discovered that were responsi
RPDs 10, 12, and 13;

WHEREAS, Defendant represented to Plaintiff on December 12, 201i® Wwaild produce

the remaining documents ordered for production by Judge Brennan on a rolling basis, wis {

production on December 20, 2019, and an anticipated completion date of January 30, 2020;

WHEREAS, the Defendant produced documents on December 20, 2019, comatbtést
proposed rolling production schedule;

WHEREAS, the Parties have reached an agreement that Defendant will eoitinglg
discovery requirements set forth in Judge Brennan’s November 20, 2019 Order by 3an2a20
and Defedant will accordingly file a Notice of Agreement in Judge Brennan’s court;

WHEREAS, the Partiesached durtheragreement to propose moving the discoveryoftt

to March 30, 2020, including for purposes of scheduling @mtuctinglimited depositions of
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Plaintiff's rebuttal expertsscheduling and conducting remaining FCA dealership deposiaads
allowing Plaintiff seven(7) additional depositions, where any depositions of individuals previo
deposed would be limited to new documents or information contained in Defendant’s imp¢

December and January productions;

WHEREAS, the Parties agree thabving the discoverycut-off will address Defendant’s

motion to extend the document production deadline pending before Judge rBagadnthatthe
motionwill be withdrawn upon the filing of this Stipulaticemd
WHEREAS, good cause exists to extend the discovergftisty four monthsto March 30,
2020, for the reasons described above and due to the intervening holidays.
NOW, THEREFOREthe undersigned counsel for tiarties, having met and conferre
stipulate and agree as follows:
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
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1. The deadline to complete merliased discovery is extendedarch30, 2020. All

other case deadlines shall be adjusted accordingly, consistent with th's Gtiat

Pretrial Scheduling Order [Dkt. No. 3].

Dated:January 2, 2020.

Dated:January 2, 2020.

IT 1S SO ORDERED.

DATED: January 6, 2020

STIP AND ORDER

Respectfully submitted,

KERSHAW, COOK & TALLEY PC

By: /d/Suart C. Talley
STUART C. TALLEY
WILLIAM A. KERSHAW
IAN J. BARLOW

Attorneys forPlaintiff and the putative Class

DYKEMA GOSSETT LLP

By: /s/ Fred J. Fresard
FRED J. FRESARD
DOMMOND E. LONNIE
JAMES P. FEENEY
ABIRAMI GNANADESIGAN

Attorneys for Defendant
FCA US LLC f/k/a/ Chrysler Group LLC
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