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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

LEVI JONES, individually and on behalf of all Case No. 12-cv-1633-CRB

others similarly situated,
Plaintiff,
V.
CONAGRA FOODS, INC.,
Defendant.

Doc. 18
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WHEREAS on April 2, 2012, plaintiff Levi Jones ("Plaintiff") filed a Class Action and
Representative Action Complaint for Damages, Equitable and Injunctive Relief ("Complaint™)
against defendant ConAgraFoods, Inc. ("ConAgra"); and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the parties' stipulation extending ConAgra s deadline to respond
to the Complaint, ConAgra’s response to the Complaint is due on or before June 11, 2012; and

WHEREAS, ConAgra has determined that it will file aMotion to Dismissin response to
the Complaint and has done substantial work on a draft of that Motion and supporting
memorandum,

WHEREAS, because of the length and nature of the Complaint (210 paragraphs, 43 pages
plus exhibits, asserting nine separate legal claims concerning three separate ConAgra product
lines), ConAgra has concluded that it will need an additional 10 pages for its Motion to Dismiss
in order to fairly raise the issuesin response that it believes should be raised; and

WHEREAS, Plaintiff does not oppose an extension of the page limit for the memorandum
in support of Defendant's Motion to Dismissto 25 pages;

WHEREAS, Defendant does not oppose a corresponding extension of the page limit for
Plaintiff’ s Opposition memorandum to Defendant's Motion to Dismiss to 25 pages;

IT ISTHEREFORE STIPULATED AND AGREED by the Parties, through their
respective counsel of record, that, subject to the Court’s approval, the page limits for the briefing
on Defendant’ s anticipated Motion to Dismiss should be as follows:

(a) Defendant's Motion to Dismiss memorandum shall not exceed 25 pages; and

(b) Plaintiff’s Opposition memorandum to Defendant’ s Motion to Dismiss shall not

exceed 25 pages.

IT ISSO STIPULATED.

Dated: June4, 2012 HOGAN LOVELLSUSLLP

By: /s/ Robert B. Hawk
Robert B. Hawk

Attorneys for Defendant
CONAGRA FOODS, INC.
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Dated: June4, 2012 PRATT & ASSOCIATES

By: /g BenF. Pierce Gore
Ben F. Pierce Gore

Attorneys for Plaintiff
LEVI JONES

ORDER
PURSUANT TO STIPULATION, and good cause appearing, the page limits for the

briefing on Defendant’ s anticipated Motion to Dismiss will be as follows:

(a) Defendant’ s Motion to Dismiss shall not exceed 25 pages; and

(b) Plaintiff’s Opposition to Defendant’ s Motion to Dismiss shall not exceed 25 pages.

PURSUANT TO STIPULATION, IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated: _June7 _ , 2012

|, Robert B. Hawk, attest that Ben F. Pierce Gore has read and approved the Stipulation
and [Proposed] Order Extending Page Limit For Defendants' Motion To Dismiss Class Action

Complaint and consents to itsfiling in this action.
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