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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

MARY BATTLE, et al.,
Plaintiff,

VS.

CHARMING CHARLIE INC., et al.,
Defendants.

Related Case:

APPALLONIA RODRIGUES, et al.,
Plaintiff,

VS.
CHARMING CHARLIE, INC,, et al.

Defendants.

SMRH:435764903.1

Lead Case No. 37-2014-00005608-CU-
OE-CTL

STIPULATION AND [PROPROSED]
ORDER CONSOLIDATING CASES
AND GRANTING LEAVE FOR
PLAINTIFFS TO FILE A
CONSOLIDATED COMPLAINT

Judge: Hon. Joel M. Pressman
Dept: 66

Related Case No. 37-2014-00033656-CU-
OE-CTL





lmcalist
Cross-Out


10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

COME NOW all Parties in these related cases who stipulate as follows:

WHEREAS, the Parties in the Battle Action (Lead Case No. 37-2014-00005608-CU-OE-
CTL) and the Rodrigues Action (Related Case No. 37-2014-00033656-CU-OE-CTL) (collectively]
the “Related Actions”) have reached an agreement to consolidate the Related Actions for settlement

purposes;

WHEREAS, the Related Actions present overlapping issues of law and fact, which have
been settled, and that in the interests of justice, convenience, and efficiency, and to avoid the
possibility of potentially inconsistent rulings or judgments, these cases should be consolidated for
settlement purposes. The class claims in the Related Actions, defined as all claims raised in the
Battle Action and all class claims raised in the Rodrigues Action (“Class Claims”), should be
consolidated for settlement purposes because the parties and the relief sought in the Related Actions

are nearly identical;

WHEREAS, the Parties agree that the Class Claims asserted in the Related Case should be|
consolidated with the Battle Action, No. 37-2014-00005608-CU-OE-CTL, designated as the lead

case;

WHEREAS, the Parties agree that the Plaintiffs may file a Consolidated Complaint to be
filed in the Battle Action, a copy of which is attached hereto, and upon which Defendant will be
relieved of its requirement to file any responsive pleading under the California Code of Civil
Procedure and/or any Court or Local Rule given that the Class Claims in both the Battle and

Rodrigues Actions have been settled;

WHEREAS, Plaintiff Rodrigues will file an Amended Complaint asserting only hen
individual claims as currently pled in the Fourth, Fifth, and Sixth Causes of Action in the Rodrigues

Complaint; and
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WHEREAS, the parties agree that Defendant may file an Answer to the Amended Rodrigues
Complaint within thirty (30) days of the filing of the Amended Complaint in the Rodrigues Action.

NOW, THEREFORE, counsel for Plaintiffs and Defendant in the Related Actions herebyj
agree and stipulate that: (i) the Class Claims from Rodrigues, the Related Case, should be
consolidated with the Battle Action, Case No. 37-2014-00005608-CU-OE-CTL, designated as the
lead case caption; (ii) the Consolidated Complaint included herewith shall be filed; (ii) Defendant’s
obligation to file any responsive pleading to the Consolidated Complaint shall be waived in light off
the Parties’ settlement; (iii) the Rodrigues Plaintiff shall file an Amended Complaint asserting only
her individual causes of action as currently pled in her original Complaint in the Rodrigues Action;
and (iv) Defendant will file an Answer to the Amended Complaint in the Rodrigues Action within

thirty (30) days of the filing of the Amended Complaint in the Rodrigues Action.

DATED: March 10, 2015 BLUMENTHAL, NORDREHAUG & BHOWMIK

By: /s/AJ Bhowmik
AJ Bhowmik

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Battle and Hernandez

DATED: March 10, 2015 WORKMAN LAW FIRM, P.C.

By: /s/Robin G. Workman
Robin G. Workman
Attorneys for Plaintiff Rodrigues

DATED: March 10, 2015 SHEPPARD MULLIN RICHTER & HAMPTON LLP

By: /s/Samantha D. Hardy
Samantha D. Hardy
Attorneys for Defendants
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[PROPOSED] ORDER

After consideration of the above Stipulation, the Court orders as follows:

1. The Related Actions of Battle v. Charming Charlie, LLC, San Diego County
Superior Court Case No. 37-2014-00005608-CU-OE-CTL and Appallonia Rodrigues v. Charming
Charlie, LLC and Charming Charlie, Inc., San Diego County Superior Court Case No. 37-2014-
00033656-CU-OE-CTL, are hereby consolidated for all settlement purposes into the Battle Action,
Case No. 37-2014-00005608-CU-OE-CTL, designated as the lead case caption;

2. Plaintiffs’ Consolidated Complaint shall be filed in the Battle Action;

3. Defendant shall be relieved of its obligation to file an Answer or any other
responsive pleading to the Consolidated Complaint given the Parties’ settlement of the matter;

4. Plaintiff Rodrigues shall file an Amended Complaint asserting only her individual
claims as currently pled in her Complaint filed in the Rodrigues Action;

5. Defendant shall file an Answer to the Amended Complaint in the Rodrigues Action
within thirty (30) days of the filing of that Amended Complaint; and

6.

IT 1S SO ORDERED.

ot rr

The Honorable Joel M. Pressman

Dated: _March24 9015 By:
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