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3
4 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
5 NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
6
7| RUTHELLEN KRUGER, et al.,
8 Plaintiff(s), No. C-06-4907 MHP
9 v JUDGMENT
UNITED AIR LINES INC., et al.,
0 Defendant(s).
11 /
s 12 The Court having dismissed the claims made pursuant to the Montreal Convention and
08: E 13 || having previously dismissed the state law (“common law") claims which were then reasserted in the
% § 14 || amended complaint, and in the meantime plaintiff having filed an action in the state court asserting
E g 15 || these same state law ("common law") claims which action is currently pending in the state court,
LD;U % 16 IT ISHEREBY ORDERED and ADJUDGED that the Montreal Convention claim is
K g 17 || DISMISSED with prejudice and the state law ("common law") claims are dismissed without
E % 18 || prejudice to the pending state court action.
St
S
20 || Dated: September 30, 2008
21 ARILYN HALL PATEL
United States District Court Judge
22 Northern District of California
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