
 

  Case No. 3:20-cv-01626-JD 

NOTICE OF MOTION; MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY APPROVAL; MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT 

 

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

Interim Co-Lead Counsel for Plaintiffs 
 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 
In Re: Robinhood Outage Litigation  Master File No. 3:20-cv-01626-JD 
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NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION 

TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD:  

 PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on September 22, 2022 at 10:00 a.m., or as soon thereafter 

as the matter may be heard, before the Honorable James Donato, United States District Judge for 

the Northern District of California, at the San Francisco Courthouse, 450 Golden Gate Avenue, 

Courtroom 11, 19th Floor, San Francisco, CA 94102, Plaintiffs will and hereby do move for an 

Order pursuant to Rule 23 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure (“Rule”):  

(i) preliminarily approving the proposed Class Action Settlement Agreement and Release 

dated August 4, 2022 (attached as Exhibit A to the Joint Declaration of Anne Marie 

Murphy and Matthew B. George in Support of Plaintiffs’ Motion for Preliminary 

Approval of Proposed Class Action Settlement (“Joint Decl.”), filed concurrently 

herewith);  

(ii) finding that, for purposes of effectuating the proposed Settlement, the prerequisites for 

class certification under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 23(a) are likely to be found 

satisfied;  

(iii) approving the form and manner of notice to the Settlement Class;  

(iv) approving the selection of the Settlement Administrator;  

(v) appointing Cotchett, Pitre & McCarthy (“CPM”) and Kaplan Fox & Kilsheimer LLP 

(“Kaplan Fox”) as Co-Lead Class Counsel for purposes of the settlement;  

(vi) appointing Plaintiffs Daniel Beckman, Emma Jones, Mahdi Heidari Moghadam, 

Howard Morey, Colin Prendergast, Raghu Rao, Michael Riggs, and Jason Steinberg as 

Class Representatives for purpose of the settlement; and  

(vii) scheduling a Fairness Hearing before the Court.  

Plaintiffs’ motion is based upon this Notice of Motion and Motion, the Memorandum of 

Points and Authorities set forth below, the Joint Declaration, the Settlement Agreement, the 

Declaration of Cameron R. Azari, Esq. on Notice Plan and Notices (“Azari Decl.”), Declaration of 

Scott Walster (“Walster Decl.”), all exhibits attached thereto, the pleadings and records on file in 
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this Action, and other such matters and argument as the Court may consider at the hearing of this 

motion. 

STATEMENT OF ISSUES TO BE DECIDED   

1. Whether the Court should grant conditional certification of the Settlement Class; and 

2. Whether the Court should grant preliminary approval of the Settlement. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Dated:  August 5, 2022 /s/ Anne Marie Murphy 

 
COTCHETT, PITRE & MCCARTHY, LLP 
Anne Marie Murphy (SBN 202540) 
Mark C. Molumphy (SBN 168009) 
Tyson C. Redenbarger (SBN 294424) 
Julia Q. Peng (SBN 318396) 
San Francisco Airport Office Center 
840 Malcolm Road, Suite 200 
Burlingame, CA 94010 
Telephone: (650) 697-6000 
Facsimile: (650) 697-0577 
amurphy@cpmlegal.com 
mmolumphy@cpmlegal.com 
tredenbarger@cpmlegal.com 
jpeng@cpmlegal.com 

Dated:  August 5, 2022 /s/ Matthew B. George 

 
KAPLAN FOX & KILSHEIMER LLP 
Matthew B. George (SBN 239322) 
Kathleen A. Herkenhoff (SBN 168562) 
Laurence D. King (SBN 206423) 
1999 Harrison Street, Suite 1560 
Oakland, CA 94612 
Telephone: 415-772-4700 
Facsimile: 415-772-4707 
mgeorge@kaplanfox.com 
kherkenhoff@kaplanfox.com 
lking@kaplanfox.com 
 

 
Interim Co-Lead Counsel for Plaintiffs 
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