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8 IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
9 FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
10
11 KOUROSH HAMIDT, )
) 2:10-cv-00694-GEB-EFB
12 Plaintiff, )
)
13 V. ) ORDER DECLINING EXERCISE OF
) SUPPLEMENTAL JURISDICTION
14 LITTON LOAN SERVICE, LP; BANK OF ) OVER PLAINTIFF’S STATE LAW
NEW YORK MELLON; OWNIT MORTGAGE ) CLATIMS
15 SOLUTIONS, INC.; QUALITY LOAN )
SERVICE; MORTGAGE ELECTRONIC )
16 REGISTRATION SYSTEM, INC.; And )
Does 1-10 inclusive, )
)
17 Defendants. )
18 )
19
20 This case was removed to federal court on March 23, 2010,
21|l based on federal question jurisdiction. Subsequent to removal, Plaintiff
22| filed a First Amended Complaint in which only state law claims are
23|l alleged. Therefore, the Court may sua sponte decide whether to continue
24| exercising supplemental Jurisdiction over Plaintiff’s state claims.
25/ Under 28 U.S.C. § 1367(c) (3), a district court “may decline to exercise
26/l supplemental Jjurisdiction over a [state] claim” if “all claims over
27/ which it has original Jjurisdiction” have been dismissed. The court
28|l declines to continue exercising supplemental Jjurisdiction over
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Plaintiff’s state claims. Therefore, this case is remanded to the

Superior Court of California,

removed.

Dated: November 17, 2010

in Sacramento County, from which it was




