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Plaintiffs Nancy Coe, Tori Castro, andraa Mizzi (collectively, “Plaintiffs”) and

Defendant General Mills, Inc. Pefendant”) (collectively with Riintiffs, the “Parties”), by and
through their undersigned counsel, stipulatoisws, subject to an Order approving the
Stipulation:

WHEREAS, on November 14, 2017, the Partiastlp stipulated and sought an order
extending the discovery schedule atlkder deadlines because thetiearhad agreed to enter into
mediation [ECF No. 76];

WHEREAS, on November 16, 2017, the Qdcuweld a telephone conference and,

thereafter, entered the following deadlines [ECF No. 78]:

DATE EVENT

April 6, 2018........coovvveeiiiiiinn, Close of Cl@sstification Fact Discovery

May 7, 2018.......coovvvveeiiiiiieennn. Plaintiffs’ Classti@ieation Expert Disclosures
June 6, 2018.......ccevvivieiieii, Defendant’s CladgiGaion Expert Disclosures
July 6, 2018......ccceeeiieiiiieeeiiiiens Close of Class Certification Expert Discovery
August 27, 2018..........ccceeeverennne Class Certification Motion due

September 28, 2018 ................... Respon&¥ass Certification due

October 29, 2018 .........ccooeveeennnn. Reply to Class Certification due

November 15, 2018, 2:00 pm.... HearorgMotion for Class Certification

WHEREAS the Parties had agreed to engage2-day mediation on February 21 and P2,
2018, in Los Angeles, California, with the Hon. Pd2e Lichtman (Ret.) of JAMS. The Parties
mediated with Judge Lichtman on February Zl,@and the case did not settle. By agreement,

the Parties postponed the second day of mediation;

WHEREAS Judge Lichtman remained engagti the Parties via telephone and ema
for an extended period, and on March 12, 2@H8le a mediator’s proposal for certain
components of a settlement. On March 19, 2018, Judhéman informed the parties that both
sides had accepted the mediator’'s proposal fargoerof a settlement, and requested a further

mediation to seek to complete open issues i@nawith respect to a potential settlement. In
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accordance with Judge Lichtman’s requestRadies have rescheduled the second day of
mediation for May 14, 2018, in Los Angelesi€ania, which is Judge Lichtman’s next
available date;

WHEREAS, in order to presve the resources of botretRourt and the Parties, the
Parties have agreed that contigle of the remaining class certification discovery should be
stayed pending the continued mediation withoefuafice to resume discovery should this cas
not resolve through mediation;

WHEREASthe Partiesrecognee that the Court requiresrpiaularized good cause for
revising the schedule and the Parties agree (heathey have sufficient information and
discovery for a potentially successmediation; (2) the Parseentered the mediation in good
faith in an effort to resolve this matter; (3) tharties agree that Judgehiman is a particularly
effective mediator and has assisted thei€aim making substaiat progress towards a
resolution; (4) Judge Lichtman’s, the Parti@st counsel’s schedules will only allow for the
second day mediation in May on the date speEt;if(5) the mediatioand the potential for a
resolution will avoid the expenditure of sige#int resources of the Parties in conducting
discovery and significant resouraafsthe Court in redeing potential discowe disputes; and (6
given certain discovery issues, the potentiarésolution with discovergontinued as specified
constitutes enhances the likelihood for a successful mediation. The Parties believe the fo
constitutes good cause for tinmdification of the schedule;

WHEREAS the Parties have agreed thatctteff for Class Certification Discovery sha
be 40 days after the conclusion of the medratf not successful, which cutoff date shall be
subject to hearings and rulings on motionsdmpel which may necessitate an extended
discovery cutoff date;

WHEREAS, based on the stay of discoveending mediation, the Parties likewise agr
that the remaining dates related to Class Certifindriefing and expedisclosure and discove

in the current case schedule should bestdgicorrespondingly, pswant to the Court’s
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permission and would submit a proposed schedlli@rfmg the mediation if the mediation is n
successful;
WHEREAS, the Parties seak other modification to the Bedule; specifically, there is

no request to move a Date Set for Disposikaions, a Pre-Trial Conference Date, or a Trial
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Date;

NOW, THEREFORE, the Parties hereby stgteland request that the Court enter an

order staying all further discovery anidl@ass Certification related deadlines.

DATED: April 9, 2018

Respectfully submitted,
KAPLAN FOX & KILSHEIMER LLP

By: _ /s/LaurenceD. King
Laurence D. King

Laurence D. King (SBN 206423)
Iking@kaplanfox.com

Mario M. Choi (SBN 243409)
mchoi @kapl anfox.com

350 Sansome Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, California 94104
Telephone: (415) 772-4700
Facsimile: (415) 772-4707

CENTER FOR SCIENCE IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST
Maia Kats (admittegbro hac vice)

mkats@cspinet.org

Matthew Benjamin Simon (admittguo hac vice)
msimon@cspinet.org

1220 L Street, NW, Suite 300

Washington, DC 20005

Telephone: (202) 777-8381

Facsimile: (202) 265-4954

REESE LLP

Michael R. Reese (SBN 206773)
mreese@reesellp.com

Carlos F. Ramirez
cfresg@gmail.com

100 West 93rd Street, 16th Floor
New York, NY 10025
Telephone: (212) 643-0500
Facsimile: (212) 253-4272

Counsel for Plaintiffs and the Proposed Classes
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DATED: April 9, 2018 PERKINSCOIE LLP

By: /s/David T. Biderman

David T. Biderman

David T. Biderman (SBN 101577)
dbider man@per kinscoie.com

505 Howard Street, Suite 1000

San Francisco, California 94105-3204
Telephone: (415) 344-7000
Facsimile: (415) 344-7050

PERKINSCOIE LLP

Charles C. Sipogpfo hac vice)
csipos@per kinscoie.com

1201 Third Avenue, Suite 4900
Seattle, Washington 98101-3099
Telephone: (206) 359-8000
Facsimile: (206) 359-9000

Counseal for Defendant General Mills, Inc.

ATTESTATION PURSUANT TO CIVIL LOCAL RULE 5-1(1)(3)

I, Laurence D. King, attest that concurreng the filing of this document has been

obtained from the other signatofydeclare under penalty of peryuander the laws of the Unite

States of America that thergoing is true and correct.

Executed this 9th day of Apri018, in San Francisco, California.

/s/ Laurence D. King

Laurence D. King
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ORDER
Purswant to the feegoing Stiplation, therevised disovery schedle andbriefing

schedulal asstated abovés SO ORDERED.

DATED: April 10, 2018 W X %ﬁ\
HON. HAYWOOD S. GILLIAM. JR7¥

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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