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The motion of plantiff MV TRANSPORTATION, INC. (“Plaintiff’) re que sting
21
remand of Plamtiff s complaint to the Superor Court of Califomia in and for the
22
County of Solano, and the related motion of defendants AMERIIRAN SERVICE
23
CORPORATION dba TRANSIT RESOURCE CENTER, TRANSIT RESOURCE CENTER OF
24
NEVADA, INC., and BIUEGO 'TRANSIT MANAGEMENT INC. (collectively,
25
“Defendants’) to transfer venue of Plamtiff's complaint to the United States
26
Bankruptcy Court forthe District of Nevada both having been duly noticed and
217
served on allinterested parties, came on regulady for hearng before this Court,
28
the Honorable John A. Mendez, presiding, at 9:30 a.m., on February 23, 2011.
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Zachary J. Wadlé appeared on behalf of Plaintiff. Ceciia Iee appeared on
behalf of Defendants.

All arguments, papers, and evidence considered and good cause
appeanng, Plaintiff s Motion to Remand is hereby GRANTED forall of the reasons
stated by the Court on the record at the hearng, ncluding the Court’s spec ific
finding s that: (1) Plantiff scomplaint against Defendantsisbased upon state law
and does not m any way mvolve federal law; (2)there is no “related-to”
bankruptcy court jurisdic tion over Plantiff scomplaint under28 US.C. § 1334(b) in
connection with the bankmuptcy of thid-party debtor South Thhoe Area Transit
Authorty (“STATA”) filed in the District of Nevada (Case No. BK-N-10-53666-GW27);
(3) Defendants claims of inde mnity rights against thid-party debtor STATA arising
outof Plamtiff scomplaint allegations are speculative, contingent, and uncertain,
and do not create “related to” junsdiction under 28 USC. § 1334(b);
4)defendant Amertran Service Corporation does not have any nght to
contractual mdemnification from thid-party debtor SIATA; and (5)even fif
Defendants could demonstrate a prima facie case of “related to” bankmuptcy
court jurisdiction over Plantiff s complaint, equitable remand under 28 USC. §
1452(b) is appropriate given the facts and cicumstances of thiscase. Plantiff's
complaint is hereby remanded to the Superor Court of Califomia, n and for the
County of Solano, forall furtherproceedings.

Plamtiff saccompanying request foran award of attomeys feesand costs
pursuant to 28 US.C. § 1447(c) is hereby DENIED.

In light of the Court’s decision on Plamtiff s Mo tion to Remand, De fe ndants’
Motion to hansfer Venue to the United States Bankruptcy Court for the District of
Nevada ishereby DENIED asmoot.

ITISSO ORDERED.

Dated: 2/28/2011 /s/ John A. Mendez
Honorable John A. Mendez
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