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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 

DEBBIE KROMMENHOCK and STEPHEN 
HADLEY, on behalf of themselves, all others 
similarly situated, and the general public, 
 
 Plaintiffs, 
 
    v. 
 
POST FOODS, LLC,  
 
 Defendant. 

Case No. 3:16-cv-04958-WHO 

PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
PRELIMINARY APPROVAL OF CLASS 
ACTION SETTLEMENT 

Judge:   Hon. William H. Orrick 
Hearing Date: Feb. 24, 2021, 2:00 p.m. 
Location:  Courtroom 2 
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