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Plaintiff Saundra Johnson (“Plaintiff”) and Defendant Sky Chefs, Inc.
(“Defendant”) (Plaintiff and Defendant collectively referred to as “the Parties”), by and
through their respective counsel, hereby stipulate and agree as follows:

STIPULATION

WHEREAS, on October 18, 2012, Plaintiff filed a Second Amended Complaint;

WHEREAS, on October 31, 2012, Defendant filed an Answer to the Second
Amended Complaint;

WHEREAS, on November 7, 2012, Plaintiff’s counsel indicated at a Further Case

Management Conference that Plaintiff intended to file a motion in response to
Defendant’s Answer to the Second Amended Complaint;

WHEREAS, on November 15, 2012, Defendant requested that Plaintiff to meet
and confer regarding Plaintiff’s anticipated motion to strike Defendant’s Answer and the
basis for said motion;

WHEREAS, on November 20 and 21, 2012, Defendant and Plaintiff met and
conferred by telephone regarding Plaintiff’s anticipated motion to strike. During the
parties’ meet and confer conference, Plaintiff, through her counsel, indicated that she
intended to file a Third Amended Complaint to add new plaintiffs and the parties
discussed the possibility of Defendant stipulating to allow Plaintiff to file a Third
Amended Complaint without the need to seek leave from the Court;

WHEREAS, November 21, 2012 was the last day for Plaintiff to file her Motion to
Strike Defendant’s Answer to the Second Amended Complaint and Plaintiff filed said
motion on that date;

WHEREAS, Plaintiff’s Motion to Strike Defendant’s Answer is currently
scheduled to be heard by the Court on February 28, 2012 at 1:30 p.m.;

WHEREAS, pursuant to Civil Local Rule 7-3 of the United States District Court,
Northern District of California, Defendant’s Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion to Strike
Defendant’s Answer must be filed by December 35, 2012 and Plaintiff’s Reply must be
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filed by December 12, 2012;

WHEREAS, the parties are continuing to meet and confer regarding a potential
stipulation regarding Plaintiff’s filing of a Third Amended Complaint to add new parties
without leave from this Court;

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Court’s July 26, 2012 Minute Order and Case
Management Order, Plaintiff must file a motion to amend and add parties by December
20, 2012,

WHEREAS, the filing of a Third Amended Complaint would require Defendant to
file a response to the Third Amended Complaint, which would moot the issues raised by
Plaintiff’s Motion to Strike Defendant’s Answer to the Second Amended Complaint;

WHEREAS, the parties respectfully request that the Court extend the deadline for
Defendant to file its Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion to Strike Defendant’s Answer and
Plaintiff’s Reply to allow the parties to further meet and confer and to determine whether

Defendant will need to file an Answer to the anticipated Third Amended Complaint.
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IT IS THEREFORE STIPULATED AND AGREED that the Defendant shall file
its Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion to Strike Defendant’s Answer on or before January
25, 2013 and Plaintiff shall file her Reply to Defendant’s Opposition on or before
February 1, 2013.

IT IS SO STIPULATED.

DATED: November’?:?, 2012 HJfIBRIS & RUBLE
n -

Aldn Harris
Priya Mohan
Attorneys for Plaintiff

DATED: November f}% 2012 LITTLER
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Rebecca M-Arag
Anthony GsLy
Attorneys for Defendant

HROPOSEDT ORDER
PURSUANT TO STOPULATION, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AS FOLLOWS:
Defendant shall file its Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion to Strike Defendant’s

Answer on or before January 25, 2013;
Plaintiff shall file her Reply to Defendant’s Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion to
Strike Defendant’s Answer on or before February 1, 2013.

DATED: Novenber 30, 2012 : 4 # h g

HONOR E LUCY H. KOH
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