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Comcast Corporation et al

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
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Plaintiffs,
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COMCAST CORPORATION, et al.,

Defendants.
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Defendants.
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KRIS COOK, et al.,
Plaintiffs,
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Defendants.
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KEVIN HUFEMAN, et al., Case N0.16-cv-04183-JSW
Plaintiffs,
ORDER RELATING
v. TRANSFERREDCASES: CONTINUING
CASE MANAGEMENT
COMCAST CORPORATION, et al., CONFERENCESIN RELATED CASES:
DEFERRING RULING ON WHETHER
Defendants. STAYED CASESARE RELATED: AND

REQUIRING STATUS REPORT RE
STAYED CASES

1. The Transferred Cases Are Related.

On July 21, 2016, the Eastern District of California transferred ten cases to this &&eurt.
Landin v. Comcast Corp., 16-cv-04174-JSWHall v. Comcast Corp., 16-cv-04175-JSWElores v.
Comcast Corp., 16-cv-04176-JSWDavisv. Comcast Corp., 16-cv-04177-JSWGrimes v.

Comcast Corp., 16-cv-04178-JSWylIcBride v. Comcast Corp., 16-cv-04179-JSWEIkins v.
Comcast Corp., 16-cv-04180-JSWPaez v. Comcast Corp., 16-cv-04181-IJSWCook v. Comcast
Corp., 16-cv-04182-JSWHuffman v. Comcast Corp., 16-cv-04183-JSW (collectively, the
“transferred cases”). By order of the Execut@@mmittee of this Court, all ten cases were
assigned to the undersigned.

On January 15, 2016, the Eastern DistricCafifornia had ordered that these ten
transferred cases were relategt&xh other within the meaningBéstern District of California
Local Rule 123(a). Following transfef the ten cases to this CguPlaintiffs filed a motion to
relate the ten cases to eight relatesksaalready pending before the undersigGadaday v.
Comcast Corp., 15-cv-04648-JSWQrtega v. Comcast Corp., 15-cv-04676-JSWi\Villiams v.
Comcast Corp., 15-cv-04732-JSWyalencia v. Comcast Corp., 15-cv-04771-JSWColeman v.
Comcast Corp., 15-cv-04782-JSW\elson v. Comcast Corp., 15-cv-04793-JSWDuBoIs V.
Comcast Corp., 15-cv-04809-JSW; anfdetersv. Comcast Corp., 15-cv-04869-JSW. Defendants
responded that they do not believe that the cases time definition set forth in Civil Local Rule
3-12(a), but that they have no ebjion to coordination of the castor purposes of discovery or
deciding common legal issues.

Upon review of the record, the Court finthait each of the teinansferred cases IS
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RELATED to Canaday v. Comcast Corp., 15-cv-04648-JSW, and all other cases related to
Canaday, as defined by Civil Local Rule 3-12. Aadingly, the Court GRANTS the motion to
relate the cases. Because the cases arelyalsaigned to the undersigned, further reassignmer
IS not necessary.

2. The Court Continuesthe Case M anagement Conferencesin the Related Cases.

Case management conferences in all eightekted cases are currently scheduled for
September 9, 2016, at 11:00 a.m. On Auguwsid 2, 2016, the parties filed a stipulation and
proposed order in the ten transferred cases oatyesting that the case management confereng
in the ten transferred cases be moved fae®eber 23, 2016 at 11:00 a.m. The Court GRANTS
this request. The initial case managenoemferences in the following cases are HEREBY
RESCHEDULED to September 23, 2016 at 11:00 d.andin v. Comcast Corp., 16-cv-04174-
JSW;Hall v. Comcast Corp., 16-cv-04175-JSWElores v. Comcast Corp., 16-cv-04176-JSW;,
Davisv. Comcast Corp., 16-cv-04177-JSWGrimes v. Comcast Corp., 16-cv-04178-JSW;,
McBride v. Comcast Corp., 16-cv-04179-JSWEIkins v. Comcast Corp., 16-cv-04180-JSWPaez
v. Comcast Corp., 16-cv-04181-JSWCook v. Comcast Corp., 16-cv-04182-JSWHuffman v.
Comcast Corp., 16-cv-04183-JSW.

Additionally, the Coursua sponte RESCHEDULES the further case management
conferences in the other eight relatedesa® September 23, 2016 at 11:00 aSee Canaday V.
Comcast Corp., 15-cv-04648-JSWOrtega v. Comcast Corp., 15-cv-04676-JSWA\illiams v.
Comcast Corp., 15-cv-04732-JSWyalencia v. Comcast Corp., 15-cv-04771-JSWColeman v.
Comcast Corp., 15-cv-04782-JSW\elson v. Comcast Corp., 15-cv-04793-JSWDuBoIS V.

Comcast Corp., 15-cv-04809-JSW; an@etersv. Comcast Corp., 15-cv-04869-JSW.
The joint case management statement in e&the related cases is due September 16,

2016. The parties are encourageflléoa single joint case managent statement in all of the

—+

es

related cases, which may haveaeate subsections for case-specific topics. The parties may also

file case-specific joint statements as necegssHrthe parties file the same case management
statement in multiple cases, tharties should file only a singdhambers copy, not a duplicate

chambers copy for each case.
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3. The Court Defers Ruling on Whether the Stayed Cases Are Related.

On Juy 13, 2016, te Court odered the pdies to meeand confeto considewhether tvo
additional ca®s, Johnson v. Comcast of California/Colorado/Washington 1., Inc., No. 10-cv-
04147-JSW, ad Poole v. Comcast Corporation, No. 13-cv-0872-JSW, ee related taCanaday
and all other @ses relatedb Canaday. Johnson and Poole are stayed peding final resolution of
Fayerweather v. Comcast Corporation and Comcast of Contra Costa, Inc., SuperiorCourt of
Cdifornia in and for Conta Costa Conty No. C08-01470. The partiesn Johnson and Poole
have been orered to sulit status reprts to thiscourt everyl20 days.

In respnse to theCourt’s orde, the partie request thiathe stay 6Johnson ard Poole
remain in plae for sixty days, to pernt the parties to discuss/oluntary resolution ofthese two
cases. The pdies requesthat the Cart defer adlressing theuestion ofwhetherJohnson and
Poole shouldbe related tcCanaday and all othercases relatetb Canaday while the say remains
in place. TheCourt GRANTS this reuest.

4. The Parties Shall Filea Further Status Report in the Stayed Cases.

The paties inJohnson andPoole SHALL file a furthe joint statugreport no &ter than
October 3, 206. In additon to any oher issueshat the paregs may addess in the jant status
report, the paties shall adress: (1) imetherJohnson andPoole should beaelated toCanaday and
all other caseeelated toCanaday; ard (2) whethe Johnson and Poole should remainstayel.

IT 1SSO ORDERED.

Dated: Augus#, 2016

o 1A

JEFFREY/S. WHITE
United Swaedistrict Julge




