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Plaintiff Galina Seebrook and defendant Carter’s Retail, Inc., by and through their

respective counsel, hereby stipulate and agree that all of Plaintiff’s individual claims in the above-

captioned action are hereby dismissed with prejudice under Rule 41(a)(1)(A)(i1) of the Federal

Rules of Civil Procedure. The claims asserted on behalf of a putative class are dismissed without

prejudice. The parties agree to bear their own attorneys’ fees and costs associated with this action

and its dismissal.

Because this stipulation is signed by all parties who have appeared and no class has been

certified, no Court order is necessary to effectuate dismissal.

IT IS SO STIPULATED.

Dated: March 1, 2012

Dated: March 1, 2012

HOFFMAN & LAZEAR

/s/ Chad A. Saunders

Chad A. Saunders (257810)
Attorneys for Plaintiff
GALINA SEEBROOK

CALL & JENSEN

/s/ Scott R Hatch

Scott R. Hatch (241563)
Attorneys for Defendant
CARTER’S RETAIL, INC.
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FILER’S ATTESTATION

Pursuant to General Order No. 45, Section X, Subparagraph B, the undersigned attests that

all parties have concurred in the filing of this Stipulation of Dismissal With Prejudice.

Dated: March 1, 2012

HOFFMAN & LAZEAR

/s/ Chad A. Saunders

Chad A. Saunders (257810)
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Galina Seebrook
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