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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION 

 

JAMES COTTLE AND FREDERICK 

SCHOENEMAN, on behalf of themselves 

and all others similarly situated, 

 

Plaintiffs, 

 

v. 

 

PLAID INC., a Delaware corporation, 

 

Defendants. 

 

Case No. 4:20-cv-03056-DMR 

 

[PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING 

EVANS PLAINTIFFS’ 
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CONSIDER WHETHER CASES 

SHOULD BE RELATED 
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 Plaintiffs David Evans, Patrick Lenahen, Adam Smotkin, and Oswaldo Herrera (the 

“Evans” Plaintiffs) Administrative Motion to Consider Whether Cases Should Be Related was 

filed with this Court on July 22, 2020, and the Court having considered the papers and 

pleadings on file, and good cause appearing therefor, hereby GRANTS the Evans Plaintiffs’ 

Administrative Motion to Consider Whether Cases Should be Related. 

 IT IS ORDERED that the Evans Plaintiffs’ action, Evans, et al. v. Plaid, Inc., No. 3:20-

cv-04804-JSC, be related to Cottle v. Plaid, Inc., No. 4:20-cv-03056-DMR. 

 

 

Dated: ___________________ 

       

Honorable Donna M. Ryu 

United States Magistrate Judge 
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