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The parties, pursuant to the Court’s oral orfeNovember 4, 2015 (CiMMinutes at ECF No.
117), hereby stipulate ardree to the following schedule in antaijon of their seleted alternative
dispute resolution optiomrivate mediation.

The parties met and conferred and afterresitee discussions, selected Mark Rudy as a
mutually-agreeable mediator for this matter.e farties inquired into Mr. Rudy’s availability
(including if any Saturday dates were availalaled the first date Mr. Rudy is available for the
mediation is March 30, 2016. The parties imraggly reserved the March 30, 2016 date with Mr.
Rudy’s office to ensure the earliest practicabkdiation with a mutually-agreeable qualified
mediator. As such, thgyopose the following schedule:

e Mediation Completion Date: March 31, 2016

e Deadline for Defendants Uber Technologies, and Rasier, LLC to file responsive
pleading to Plaintiffs’ Consolidated Comjpiaa If mediation is unsuccessful in reachir]

resolution, 15 days afteréglMediation Completion Date.

e Deadline for Defendant Hirease, LLCftle responsive pleading to Plaintiffs’

Consolidated Complaint: If mediationusisuccessful in reaching resolution, 15 days

after the Ninth Circuit resolves the pending adp this Court’s deial of Defendants’

motion to compel arbitratioh.

e Deadline for opposition to any motions filed as responsive pleadings to Plaintiffs’

Consolidated Complaint: 30 dag#er the filing of the motions.

e Deadline to file replies in fther support of any motiorised as responsive pleadings

to Plaintiffs’ Consolidated Complaint: 14 yaafter the filing of the oppositions to sug

motions.

e Deadline to file motions und&tule Z%Orelated to class tification: If mediation is

unsuccessful in reaching réstion, 225 days after the Mation Completion Deadline

! Hirease is a defendant in ordpe count of the Consolidated i@plaint, the Eleventh Cause of
Action, which is brought only by Named Plaintiffdlamed, whose claims are stayed with the
exception of his individual claimsTherefore the parties haveregd to a different deadline for
Hirease to respond to the Consolidated Complaint.
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180
or 225 days after the Courtaesolution of any dispositiveotion filed in response to

Plaintiffs’ Consolidated Complaint, whichever is later.

e Deadline to file opposition to motions underl&®@3 related to class certification: 60
days after the filing othe underlying motionsRlaintiffs’ proposa) or #5-days-after the
i ” loelvi : efend , N

e Deadline to file replies ifurther support of motions undRule 23 related to class

certification: 30 days after tHging of the underlying motions.

e Class certification hearingNext hearing date that is atkt 21 days after filing of reply

to motion.
e All other deadlines: TBD after decision orotions under Rule 23 related to class
certification.

The parties agree that nothing containedihesgives any party’sights, objections, or
defenses of any kind, including but not limited tdéwants’ standing objaons to this Court’s
jurisdiction and Defendantsissertions that certain named piéfis and putative class members are
bound to assert their claims, ifalt, in individual arbitration.

In light of the parties’ agreements statedeing the parties respdally request that the
deadline to submit a further case managemamfiecence statement on December 3, 2015 and the
management conference scheduled for Decemb&016, be vacated. The deadlines stated above
would have formed the only relevant modifications to the parties’ previously submitted case
management conference statements in a December 3rd filing.

25th Decenber

IT IS SO ORDERED as STIPULATED this day of , 2015:

HONORABLE |

% The parties disagree on the releviaming for just this deadline arftave agreed teequest that the
Court simply circle the deadline which it accepts dalkte the date it rejext Defendants note that
the Court ordered a deadline for filiogposition to class certification in t@@Connor case that was
at least 75 days after the filing of that class degifon motion. Plaintiffs believe that deadline was
specific toO’Connorand should not apply here. RathegiRtiffs believe that the opposition and
reply schedule should continue tothe one Defendants previously agréedh the parties’ joint case
management conference statements of May 7, 2015 and July 31,S¥H &illetteECF Nos. 34, 76.
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Dated: November 24, 2015
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Respectfully submitted,
GOLDSTEIN, BORGEN, DARDARIAN & HO

/s/ Andrew P. Lee

Laura L. Ho

Andrew P. Lee

300 Lakeside Drive, Suite 1000
Oakland, CA 94612

Tel: (510) 763-9800

Fax: (510) 835-1417

Attorneys for Plaintiffs and the Putative Class
LITTLER MENDELSON, P.C.

/s/ Rod M. Fliegel

John C. Fish, Jr.

Rod M. Fliegel

Andrew M. Spurchise

650 California Street, 20th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94108.2693

Tel: 415.433.1940
Fax: 415.399.8490
Attorneys for Defendants

UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC. AND RASIER, LLC

SEYFARTH SHAW LLP

/s Timothy Hix

Timothy Hix

333 South Hope Street, Suite 3900
Los Angeles, CA 90071

Tel: (213) 270-9600

Fax: (213) 270-9601

ATTESTATION OF FILER

I, Andrew P. Lee, attest that concurrence mfihing of this document has been obtained fro

each of the other Signatories, which shall sendeinof their signatures on the document. Signed

/s/ Andrew P. Lee

Andrew P. Lee
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