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IN THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF MICIIIGAN
SOUTHERN DIVISION

Exhib A
JULIE ANN ROEHM,
o Case: 2:07.¢y 101
e 2 -10168
Plall‘ltlﬂs Assigned To: Zatkoff, Lawrence p
?_efefral Judge: Whalen, R, Steven
. ifed: 01-10-2007 At 09:13 AM

REM ROE
- (EwW) HM V WAL-MART STORES ine
WAL-MART STORES, INC,,

Defendant.

NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF CIVIL ACTION

Defendant Wal-Mart Stores, Inc. (“Wal-Mart™), by and through its attorneys, Dykema
Gossett PLLC, gives notice that the above action is removed from the Oakland County Circuit
Court to the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Michigan, Southern Division.
In support of removal, Defendant states as follows:

1. On or about December 15, 2006, an action was commenced against Wal-Mart in
the Circuit Court for the County of QOakland, State of Michigan, entitled “Complaint And
Demand For Jury Trial” and designated as Case No. 06-079562-CK.

2. Copics of the Summons, Complaint and Jury Demand were served upon Wal-
Mart via its registered agent for service on December 20, 2006, Copies of the Summons,
Complaint and Jury Demand arc attached hereto as Exhibit A,

3. The Summons, Complaint, and Jury Demand attached hereto as Exhibit A
constitute all process, pleadings and orders served upon or received by Wal-Mart in this action.

4, This Court has original jurisdiction based upon diversity of citizenship, pursnant
to 28 U.S.C. § 1332, because, as sct forth more fully below, this is a civil action wherein the
amount in controversy exceeds the sum or value of $75,000.00, exclusive of intcrest, costs and

attorncy fees, and is between citizens of different states.
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5. At the time this action was commenced, and at all times since, including at the
time this Notice of Removal of Civil Action is filed, Wal-Mart was and is a corporation
organized under and existing by virtue of the laws of the Statc of Delaware, and having its
principal place of business in the State of Arkansas. Wal-Mart was and is a citizen of the States
of Delaware and Arkansas, and Wal-Mart is not now and has never been a citizen of the State of
Michigan, where this action was brought, within the meaning of 28 U.8.C. § 1332(c).

6. Wal-Mart is informed and belicves that since approximately 1998, including at
the time this action was commenced and at the time this Notice of Removal was filed, Plaintiff is
and has been a citizen of the State of Michigan. Plaintiff admits that she currently maintains a
residence in Oakland County, Michigan. See, Exhibit A, Complaint at ¥ 1. Although Plaintiff
asscrts that she “temporarily relocated” her family from their “home” in Michigan to a “house”
in Arkansas for less than a year while she was employed by Defendant, see id. at 11, Plaintiff
does not allege that she at any time cstablished a domicile in the States of Arkansas or Delawarc.

7. In accordance with L.R. 81.1(a) and (b) and 28 U.S.C. § 1332(a), the amount in
controversy exceeds the sum or value of $75,000.00, exclusive of interest, costs and attormeys
fees. In support of its allegation that Plaintift’s Complaint scts forth a claim in excess of the
jurisdictional amount required by 28 U.S.C. § 1332(a), Wal-Mart submits upon the following
facts and reasons:

a. Plaintiffs’ Complaint  alleges breach of contract, frand and
misrepresentation, and claim and delivery. Consistent with state court
practice, Plaintiffs’ Complaint does not specify the sum sought as

damages. Rather, the Complaint indicates that Plaintiffs seek an amount
in excess of the jurisdictional requircment of that court, which 13 $25,000.

b. Though the Complaint does not plead a specific amount in controversy in
excess of the jurisdictional amount, Plaintiff does scek to recover actual
damages, including, but not mited to: severance pay in the amount of
$325,000, see Exhibit A, Complaint at q 10; stock options valued at
approximately $500,000, see id. at § 8; a restricted stock award with an
approximate value of $300,000, see id.; and Annual Incentive Payments
worth up to $406,250, sce id.
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c. If the allegations in Plaintiffs’ Complaint are proven to be true, the amount
in controversy exceeds the sum or value of $75,000.00, exclusive of
interest, costs and attorneys fecs.

8, This Notice of Removal is filed within thirty (30) days after service upon Wal-
Mart of the initial pleadings as required by 28 U.5.C. § 1446(b).

9. The Oakland County Circuit Court is located in the Eastern District of Michigan,
Southern Division.

10. A Notice of Filing Notice of Removal to Federal Court and a copy of this Notice
of Removal of Civil Action have been filed with the Circuit Court for the County of Qakland,
State of Michigan, as required by 28 U.5.C. § 1446(d), and copies of the same have been served
upon Plaintiff’s counsel as verified by the attached proof of service.

11.  Bascd upon the foregoing, Wal-Mart is entitled to remove this action to this Court
under 28 U.5.C. § 1441,

WHEREFORE, Defendant gives notice of removal of this cause of action from the
Circuit Court for the County of Oakland to this Court.

Respectfully submitted,

DykEMA GOSSETT PLLC

=
Akl AP

ra M. McCulloch (P34995)

seph A. Ritok, Jr. (P25472)

Attorneys for Defendant

39577 Woodward Avenue, Suite 300

Bloomfield Hills, M1 48304

(248) 203-0785

GmBSON, DUNN & CRUTCHER LLP

Eug‘éﬁe Scalia ’
Karl G. Nelson

David J. Debold (P39278)
Of Counscl for Defendant
1050 Connecticut Avenue N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

(202) 955-8500

DATE: January 10, 2007
3
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on January 10, 2007, a true and correct copy of the foregoing Notice

of Removal was served by certified mail, return receipt requested, upon the following counsel of

record:

John F. Schaefer

B. Andrew Rifkin

The Law Firm of John F. Schaefer
380 N. Old Woodward, Suite 320
Birmingham, MI 48009

(248) 642-6665

Attorneys for Plaintiff

003&}}1%?@? '

DET02\242239.1

[INAR
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1 v

Legal Sottware, Ing,

(800) H30-2255 ‘Original - Court
Approved, SCAQ - 1 ;t copy -Defendang_
STATE OF MICHIGAN '
JUDIGIAL DISTRICT SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT
Gth JUOICIAL CIRCUIT ‘ Hu EJEEEE-JUL%EHEFSREHE hRRT sTar
COLINTY PROBATE
Gourt addross - Gourt telephone ho.
1208 North Telegraph Hoad, Pontiac, Ml 48341 (248) 858-1000
Platnilff name{s), addraessies) and talephone nois), Defendant nameds), sgdressi{es), and telephone nofs),
v
Julie Ann Roshm Wal-Marl Stores, Inc., a8 Delaware Corporation

¢/lo The Registered Agent, The Corporation Company
30600 Telegraph Road
Plaintiff attomey, tar ne., agdrass, and talephane hao. Blngham Farms, MI 48025

John F, Sehaefer (P19948)

The Law Firm of John F. Schaefar

280 North Old Woodward, Ste. 320
Birmingham, M| 48008 (248) 642-6655

[ SUMMONS |NOTICE TO THE DEFENDANT: in the name of the pecpie af the State of Michigan, you are nofified:

1. You are being suead.

2, YOU HAVE 21 DAYS afler recelving this summons to flle an answer with the court and serve a copy on the other party or tp
taka other lawful action (28 days If you wera served by mait or you were served outside this state),

2. If you dlo not answer or take other action within the time allowed, Judgement may be entered against you for the reliefl demanded

in the complaint.

DEC 150006 WER™TE 2007 [ RUTH JOHNSON |

*Thiz summans is invalid unlese served on or before its expiration data,

COMPLAINT | instruction: The folfowing Is information thaf is required to be in the capfion of every complaint and Is to be completed
Dy the piaintif. Actual allegations and the claim for reliaf must he stated on addiffonal complaint pages and aitached to this form,

Faniily Division Casas ‘
D There iz no other pending or resolved action within the jurisdiction of the {amily division of cirouit court involving the family ar famly

membaers of the partlas,
D An actlon within the jurisdiction of the family division of the circult court Involving the family or family members of the oartles

fas baen praviousty flad In ‘ Coirt.
The actlon Dremains [:’is no longer pending. The docket number and the judge assigned to the action are; ’
Dacket ha. Judpe - Barno,
Generat Civil Casos
E There is no other pending or resolved civil action arising out of the same fransaction or ozcurrenze as sleged In the complaint,
:l A civil action petwasn these partias br othar parties arising out of the transection or cccurrence alleged in the complaint has
has bean previausly filed in : Couert.
The action Drﬂmains I:lis no longer pending. The docket number and {he judge essigned to the action ara; '
Docket no. Judge ’ Har no.|
Plginiltis) residence (include city, township, or village) Dafendant(s) residance (include city, township, or village)
Oakland ‘ Clak'land ‘
*lace where action arose ar businesa conducted
|Oakiand ) , ] el
121 5/06
Date SJQ 21 atmmey.‘plalntiﬁ
If you require special accommuodations to usa the soud bpcause of a disabllily or if you regifre a foreign language intarpratar to halp
yau to fully parficipate in court proceadings, please contadt the gefurt immediately to make/Arrangements.

MC 01 (3/02) SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT MCR 2 102(B){ 1), MCR 2.104, MOR 2105, MCR21D? MCR 2.143(C)(2){a).({b), MOR 2. Z06(A
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SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT
Case N, DE- ~CK

| PROOF OF SERVICE

TO PROCESS SERVER: You are to serve the sUmmons and complaint not later than 91 days from the date of filing. You must
make and file your return with the cour clerk. If yau are unable to complete service you must return this original and all capies

to the court clerk.

GERTIFICATE ! AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE/ NDN-SERVICE_I

[ ] OFFIGER CERTIFICATE OR [ ] AFFIDAVIT OF PROCESS SERVER
| cartify that | am a shetlff, deputy sheriff, bailiff, appointed Bielng first duly swarn, | state that | am a legally competent
cour officer, or attorney for a party [MCR 2.104A42}, and adult whe is not a party or an offlcer of 8 cotporate party, and

that: {netary not reguirad} : that:  (nhotary reguired)

[} | served parsonally a copy of the summons and camplaint,
L:] | served by registerad or certiiled mall (copy of retum receipt attached) a sopy of the summens and comptaint,

together with

List all documents served with the Summons and Cormplaint

on the defendant(s):

Defendants name Complets address(as) of service Day, daie, time

] have personally Attempted to serve the summons and complaint, together with any attachmerts on the foliowing defendant(s)
and have been unable to complate service.

Defendant's name Complete addreasies) of service Ligy, datg, time

sarviEa foe [Miles Traveled | Mileapge fee | Total fee

% % g . Signatura
Tite
Subserbed and sworn o before me on o, o County, Michigan,
Crale
My commission expires: Signature
’ Date Deputy court clerk/MNotary public:

ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF SERVICE | . S

| acknowledge that | have received service of the summons and complaint, together with:
: ‘ Altachrments

on

Dray, date, ime
on behalf of

Signature
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aene _WIDEE B LOHGFORD MORRIE
fwnlt ROECHM. JLIESR W WAL MART STOH

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE COUNTY OF OAKLAND

CRECUIVED FOR FILING
UAKLAND COUNTY 050K
JULIE ANN ROEHM, Individually,

Plaintiff, 05 0015 P3:58
| Sy No. 06- CK

ve. Ceal . Honu

WAL-MART STORES, INC., a Delaware
Corparafion

Defendant.

THE LAW FIRM OF JOHN F. SCHAEFER
BY: JOHNF. SCHAEFER {P123948)

B, ANDREW RIFKIN (P46147)
Attorneys for Plaintiff
380 North Old Woodward Suite 320
Birmingham, Michigan 48002
(248) 642-6655

COMPLAINT
AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

OoHN F. SCHAAEFER

FROFETEKOMAL LYNTTER LLsRILTY COHRARY

BIRHIHGHAM GROSSE FOINTE
A} BA2-5RE5 (313} 061-1300
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NOW COMES Plaintiff, JULIE ROEHM, by and through her attorneys, THE LAW
FIRM OF JOHN F. SCHAEFER, and for her Complaint against Defendant, WAL-MART
STORES, INC., she states unto this honorable Court as follows:

Jurisdiction and Parties
1. Plaintiff JULIE ANN ROEHM maintains a residence in the City of
Rochester Hills, County of Qakiand, State of Michigan.

2. At all times relevant to this cause, Defendant WAL-MART STORES, INC.
was and is a Delaware corporation, directly and or/indirectly (through wholly owned
subsidiaries) maintaining retail stores and/or offices in — and conducting regular and

ongoing business in — the County of Qakland, State of Michigan.

3. On January 13, 2008, Plaintiff entered into an employment contract with
Defendant to employ Plaintiff as a key senior executive of the company, with major
responsibilities for marketing, communications, planning, directing, coordinating and
controlling overall corporate marketing and media strategy, along with a #Dst—
Termination Agreement and Covenant Not to Compete (all of which are coliectively

referred to hereinafter as the “Agreement”). (Please see Exhibit A).

4. The Agreement was delivered to Plaintiff and executed by Plaintiff in the

City of Rochester Hills, County of Oakland, State of Michigan.

5. The amount in controversy exceeds the jurisdictional limits of this
DN F. BCIIAEFER

rrorens e i S | Court.00, excluding interest and costs.
KiRM{ HEHAM GROEFE POIHTE :
48) d42-6655  (M17) BATI300
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Ty Law I'RM
or
‘OHN F. SCHARTER

PROFELNIOHAL LIWITED LIAMLITY COMPARY

AMKIHGHAN GROGEE FRINYE
AE) 842:0055  {213) BEI-1300

Common Allegations
g, Plaintiff re-alleges and incorporates the allegations set forth in paragraphs

above as if they were st forth fully, word for word, in this paragraph.

7. At all times relevant to this Complaint, Defendant was and is responsible
for the actions of its employees and/or agents, as well as those persons representing

themselves to be employees and/or agents of Defendant.

8. As part and parce! of the Agreement, Defendant represented and
committed fo pay to Plaintiff, in addition to a signing bonus of $250,000 and her annual
base pay of $325,000, (1) Annual Incentive Payments up to 125% of Flaintiff's annual
base salary, based upon Defendant reaching certain pre-established performance
measures, (2) a restricted stock award with a value of approximatsly $300,000, to be
vested over a period from three to five years after the commencement of employment,
(3) stock options with a vatue of approximately $500,000, to be vested over a pariod
from during the first five years after the commencement of employment, (4) and annual

equity awards granted during the first quarter of each year of employment. (Please see

.Exhiblt A).

4. The Agreement further provides that Defendant wouid pay “Relocation”
benefits to Plaintiff, including up to 6 mortgage payments, so long as Plaintlff did not

voluntarily leave Defendant’s employ. (Please see Exhibit A).

10.  The Agreement also provided that if Defendant “initiates the termination of
[Plaintiff's] employment, [Defendant] will, for a period of one (1) year from the effective
date of termination ... continue to pay [Plaintiff s] base salary at the rate in effect on the

date of termination...” (Pleass see Exhibit A).
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11.  Based upon and in reliance upon the covenants made by Defendant in the
Agreement, Plaintiff temporarity relocated her husband and children from their home in
Rochester Hills, Michigan, 1o a house in Bentonville, Arkansas, and commenced wark

for Defendant on February 6, 2006,

12, On December 4, 2006, Defendant’s CFO told Plaintiff that her employment
was being terminated, ostensibly because Plaintiff “hasn’t been fulfilling the

expectations of an officer of the company.”

13.  Defendant pravided no specific examples of any conduct by Plaintiff which
did not fulfill the expectations of an officer of the company, because no such conduct

exists.

14,  Despite the fact that no such conduct exists by which Plaintiff did not fulfill
the expactations of an officer of the company, Defendant told Plaintiff that her

employment was terminated and that she would not receive any further compensation

from Defendant beyond December 4, 2006,

15.  Defendant further holds in its offices personat files and property of Plaintiff,
but despite Plaintiff's requests to have that material returned to her, Defendant has

refused.

16. Thereafter, agents of Defendant made false and malicious statemnents to

the media.

Count |
Breach of Contract

17.  Plaintiff re-alleges all of the allegations recited in the preceding

paragraphs.




THE Iaw FIRM
) oam
oHN F. SCHALITE

FROTCENQHAL LMITEG LWEILIFT aMPANT

BIANIHGHAK ORDEEE POINVE
40) dip-6055  (13) 3811400
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18.  Despite Defendant's contractual obligations — both expressed and implied

- Defendant specifically, willfully, and deliberately has hreached those obligations.

19. By refusing to pay Plaintiff the compensation to which she is entitled
nursuant to the Agreement, and by failing to abide by ths terms of the Agreement, both

express and implied, Defendant has breached its Agreement with Piaintiff.

20. By way of example, without limitation, Defendant breached the Agreement
by willfully and deliberately refusing pay Plaintiff any of the compensation to which she

is entitied pursuant to the Agreement, and as described above.

21. By reason of Defendant's breaches of contract, Plaintiff has sustained
damages, which include but are not limited to significant economic losses, moneatary

damages, increased costs, and attorney fees, as well as other conseguential losses.

22.  Piaintiff has performed all conditions nrecedent under the Agreement,

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests that this honorable Couit grant her
judgment against Defendant in an amount in excess of the jurisdictional imits of this
Court, plus exemplary and punitive damages, costs, interest, and attorney fees incurred

by Plaintiff in the prosecution of this action.

Count i}
Fraud and Misrepresentation

23.  Plaintiff re-alleges all of the allegations recited in the preceding

paragraphs.




TE Law Fifed
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MHOFESHIOHAL LMNED LIADLITY GOMraNt

OIRMINGHAN GRUASE POMTE
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24,  Defendant made material representations of fact to Plaintiff that Defendant
would abide in good faith to the terms of the Agresment if Plaintiff entered into the
Agreement and relocated her family to Arkansas. Defendant further represented that
Defendant, pursuant to the Agreement, would pay all surns due and owing to Plaintiff

according to the terms of the Agreement.
25, Defendant's materiai répresentaticns of fact to Plaintiff were false.

258, Defendant knew that its representations were false when they were made,
or Defendant made the misrepresentations reckiessty, without knowledge of their truth

as a positive assertion,

27 Defendant made these assertions with the intention that the assertions be

acted upon by Plaintiff in entering into the Agreement.

28.  In entering into the Agreement with Defendant, Plaintiff acted in reliance

upan the misrepresentations of material fact made by Defendant,

29, As a direct and proximate result of Defendant's misrepresentations of

material facts, Plaintiff has suffered, and will continue to suffer into the future, injuries -
and damagas, including but not limited to significant gcanomic losses, monetary

damages, increased costs, stiorney fees, as well as other consequential losses.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests that this hanorable Gourt grant her
judgment against Defendant in an amount in excess of the jurisdictional limits of this
| Court, plus exemplary and punitive darmages, costs, interest, and attorney fees incurred

by Plaintiff in the prosecution of this action.
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Count Il
Claim and Delivery

30.  Plaintiff re-alleges all of the allegations recited in the preceding

paragraphs.

31. Defendant remains in possession of belongings created and owned
entirely by Plaintiff, with no connection whatsoever to Defendant, including but not
limited to: (1) her Media Exchange files (which were igft in stacks in her office), (2) all

materials from all presentations and work she has done prior to her employment with

Defendant, and {3) copies of the following computer Outlook foldersffiles: The

Exchange, all personal folders, and Contacts.

32, Defendant has refused to return those belongings to Plaintiff.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respactifully requests thai this honorable Court grant her

' judgment against Defandant, and/or order Defendant to return to Flaintiff forthwith alt

personal files and property of Plaintiff, and assess against Defendant exemplary and

THE Law FrRM
(5310
oEN I SCRATFER

PASFLASIONAL LIMTER HaNILITY COMFAHY

BIRKING AN GRGESE FOINTE
4B) 842-0495  (113) BEIrL0

punitive damages, costs, interest, and attorney fees incurred by Plaintiff in the

| prosecution of this action.
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1011 B, GORAEFER
PROFESEIOHAL LIMITHR LABILITY COUPANY

RIRMINOHAN GRRSEK FOMTE
L44) b42-8855  (313) BAt-EIOQ

Dated: December 15, 20086.

K

Respectfully submitied,

THE LAW FIRM OF JOHN F. SCHAEFER

BY: /
JOAN F. SCHARFER (P19948)
B.ANDREW RIFKIN (F46147)

Attdrneys for Plain

380 North Ok Woodward Suite 320

Birmingham, MI 46008
(248) 642-6655
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Tirs Law Fivesd
F

N B SUAAEFER

yoRiEEIDHAL LIMITID Wefi MY COHPANY

1AMIHOHAM GROFYE POINTE
4) B42r8655  (313) BAL-300

D6=079562-C
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STATE OF MICHIGAN e R S e AT CRRS &

N THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE COUNTY OF OAKLAND

— R T U T TR
. UAKLAND COUNTY 11w

JULIE ANN ROEHM, lndividuallﬁs BEC 15 P35

Plaintift,

BY
DEFUTY cunyy SrmE Noo 06- GK
VE, Hon.:

WAL-MART STORES, INC., a Detaware
Corporation

Defendant.

THE LAW FIRM OF JOHN F, SCHAEFER
BY: JOHNF. SCHAEFER (F19948)
B. ANDREW RIFKIN (P46147)

' |Attorneys for Plaintiff

380 North Oid Woodward Suite 320
Birmingham, Michigan 48008
{248) 642-8655

JURY DEMAND
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THF L.AW FIRM
or

SON F. SCHALFIR
it SO HAL UAIITID LLARILITT CORFAMY

JIRN!HGHAN GRQERE POINTE
18} 8420488 (A13] BEI|300

NOW COMES Plaintiff, JULIE ROEHM, by and through her attorneys, THE LAW

FIRM OF JOHN F, SCHAEFER, and hereby demands a trial by jury of the above-

entitled cause.

Dated: December 15, 2006.

Respectiully submitiad,
THE LAW FIRM OF JOHN F, SCHAEFER

BY;

HN F. SCHAEFER (P19948)
. ANDREW KIN (P46147)
Attorneys for Plaint

380 North Old Woodward Suite 320

Birmingham, M| 48008
(248) 642-6655

-10 -




over sheet and the information contained herein neither replace nor su
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fement the filing and servies of plcadinﬂgs or other papers 8y requited by law, except as
for the use of the Clerk of Court for the purpose

(2) PLAINTIFFS

JULIE ANN ROEHM

{b) County of Residence of First Listed Flaintiff

QAKLAND

{FXCEPT IN U.5. PLAINTIFF CASES)

(C) Attomey's (Firm Name, Address, and Telophone Mumber)

11, BASIS OF JURISDICTION

John F. Schaeter/B, Andrew Rafkin
The Law Firm of John F, Schacfer
180 N, O1d Woodward, Sig, 320, Birmingha, ML 48004 / (248) 6426665

DEFENDANTS

Antorneys (If Known)

WAL-MART STORES, INC.

County of Residence of First Listed Defendant

{IN U 5. PLAINTIFF CASLES ONLY)

NOTE: M LAMND CONDEMMATION CASES, USE THE LOCATION OF THE
LAND INYOILVED.

Debra M. MeCulloch (P31995) Joseph A, Ritok, Jr. (P25472}
Lykema Gossett PLLC, 39577 Woodward Ave, Ste, 300, Bloomficld Hills,
M1 48304 / (248) 203-0785 (SEE ATTACHED)

(Select One Box Cnly)

{For Diversity Cases Only)

M. CITIZENSHIF OF PRINCIPAL PARTIES (Scloct One Box for Plaintff

and One Box fur Defendant)

O 1 L5 Government 3 3 Federal Question I'jJ¥ DEF FIF  DEF
Plamuff (L1.5. Government Mot a Party) Citizen of This State J 1 O 1 Incorpurated ar Principal Mace a4 04
of Business In Tliz State
72 US. Government ff 4 Diversity o s
Defendar {Indicwte Citizenship of Parties in Jtam 11I)
76 adsb
Case: 2:07-cv-10168
1V. NATURE OF SUIT_(seiect One liox Oniy) Asslgned To: Zatkoff, Lawrence P
e fONTRACT - TORTS Referral Judge: Whalen, R. Steven ATUTES
1 110 Insuranee PERSOMNAL INJURY PERSONAL INJURY Filed: 01-10-2007 At 09:13 AM portivament
O 120 Marine O 310 Airplane 1 362 Personal Injury - REM ROEHM V WAL-MART STORES INC
0 130 Miller Act 3 315 Airplane Produet Mer, Malpractice {EW) | Banking
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