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Attorneys for Defendant
CHIPOTLE MEXICAN GRILL, INC.

e =
w N

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
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MARTIN SCHNEIDER,et al., individually and| Case No.: 4:16-CV-02200-HSG
on behalf of all others similarly situated,

|
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ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANT’S
Plaintiff, AMENDED MOTION TO REMOVE
INCORRECTLY FILED DOCUMENT
V. [DKT. NO. 182]
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CHIPOTLE MEXICAN GRILL, INC., a
Delaware corporation,
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Defendant.
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ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANT'S AMENDED MOTION
PLA T e LHP| | WEST/286072644 TO REMOVE INCORRECTLY FILED DOCUMENT
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1 ORDER
2 Having read, reviewed, and considered Defendant Chipotle Mexican Girill, Inc.’s (“Chipptle”)
3 || Amended Motion to Remove Incorrectly Filed Dament (the “Motion”),the Court hereby GRANTS
4 ||the Motion.
5 As described in the Motion, due technical issues, the redacts in the publicly-filed versiop
6 || of Chipotle’s Motion to Decertifghe Classes (the “Motion to Decertify”) were applied in a mannger
7 || that makes the text under the redactions accesditde.No. 182. Chipotle #n publicly re-filed the
8 || Motion to Decertify and accompanying attachmenthair entirety as Dkt. No. 184. Because thefe
9 || were no substantive changes te Motion to Decertify, this re-fing does not affect the existing

10 || briefing schedule.

11 The Court, therefore, orders as follows:

12 1. Dkt. No. 182 shall be permanently seateu restricted fronpublic access.

13 2. Chipotle’s re-filing of the Mtion to Decertify at Dkt. No 184 shall not affect the

14 existing briefing schedule. Plaintiffs’ ddak to oppose the Motion to Decertify shall

15 remain May 8, 2019. Chipotle’s deadlindfite its reply in sipport of the Motion to

16 Decertify shall remain May 15, 2019.

17

18 || IT IS SO ORDERED.

19

20 || DATED: April 26, 2019

21 HON. H§YWOOD S. GILLIAM, JR/ é

29 UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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