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Plaintiffs Unico MechanicaCorp. (*Unico”) and AlfredConhagen, Inc., of California
(“Conhagen”) filed a motion for summary judgment on September 7, 28$£@kt. No. 49.

Defendants Kamala Harris, Christine Bakeiane Ravnik, and Matt Rodriquez (in their

respective official capacities)$tate Defendants”) filed a crossstion for summary judgment gn

October 11, 2016See Dkt. No. 56. Intervenor-DefendaSBtate Building Construction Trades
Council of California, AFL-CIQ“SBCTC"), also filed a cross-motion for summary judgment
October 11, 2016See Dkt. No. 55.

The Court heard oral argument on all three motions on November 15, 2016. At the
November 15, 2016, hearing, the Court made oralrggland conclusions, orally denied Unic|
and Conhagen’s motion for summary judgment, @amadly granted the State Defendants’ motig
for summary judgment and SBCTQiwtion for summary judgment.

Based on the pleadings submitted by the parties, the record in this case, the argume
counsel at the November 15, 2016 hearing, aadCtburt’s oral rulings at the November 15
hearing (which are incorporated by reference ihi® order), it is hereby ordered that Unico’s
and Conhagen’s motion for summary judgment iNIHD, that the Stat®efendants’ motion fo
summary judgment is GRANTED, and tl@BCTC’s motion for summary judgment is
GRANTED, for the reasons stated by @eurt at the November 15, 2016 hearing.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated: 12/9/2016 /s/JohnA. Mendez
TheHonorableJohnA. Mendez
U.S. District CourtJudge
Eastermistrict of California

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
Dated: December 8, 2016

/s Jonathan P. Barker (signature used by permission granted December 8, 2016)
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Attorneys for Plaintiffs Unico Mechanical Corp. and Alfred Conhagen, Inc. of California

1

on

n

nts of

[

Order Regarding Motions for Summary Judgment (2:15-cv-00996-JAM-

DB)



