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NORTHERN CALIFORNIA, INC.
9
10 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
1 NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION
12 PAUL FAAOLA, individually and on Case No.: CV (09-02944 JSW
13 | behalf of all others similarly situated,
STIPULATION AND ORDER
14 Plaintiffs, REMANDING ACTION TO STATE
COURT
15 v
16 | CHAMPION EXPOSITION SERVICES
OF NORTHERN CALIFORNIA, INC., a
17 | California Corporation, and DOE ONE
through and including DOE ONE
18 | HUNDRED,
19 Defendants.
20 PLAINTIFF PAUL FAAOLA (“Plaintiff”) and DEFENDANT CHAMPION EXPOSITION

21 | SERVICES OF NORTHERN CALIFORNIA, INC. (“Defendant”) hereby agree and stipulate as

22 follows:

23 1. In light of the Court’s Order Granting Plaintiff’s Motion to Remand in Faaola v. GES
24 Exposition Services, Inc. (Case No. C 09-02327 WHA) and Faaola v. Freeman Decorating Services,
2 e (Case No. C 09-02394 WHA), the parties stipulate that the pending action be remanded to San

26 | Francisco Superior Court.
27 2. By so stipulating, Defendant does not adopt and does not agree to be bound by the
28

e
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Court’s rationale or its interpretation of the relevant collective bargaining agreement or Labor Code

| Slten s PR

Section 201.9

IT IS SO STIPULATED.

Dated: Augus/ j,L2009

Dated: Augusi 2, 2009

‘J“?—gi_}m SKONBERG

MICHAEL PEDHIRNEY

LITTLER MENDELSON

A Professional Corporation

Attorneys for Defendant

CHAMPION EXPOSITION SERVICES OF
NORTHERN CALIFORNIA, INC.

A
‘“

/é_/’\/
ALAN HARRIS |

HARRIS AND RUBLE
Attorney for Plaintiff
MANUA MALAUULU

ORDER OF THE COURT

Having reviewed the foregoing stipulation and finding good cause therefor, the Court makes

the following rulings:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT this action is hereby remanded to San Francisco Superior

Court. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that a conformed copy of this Order shall be filed forthwith

with the Clerk of the San Francisco Superior Court.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated: Augustl7,200¢
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