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remand to state court. Should the request for a remand be denied, Plaintiff will
seek an order from the Court allowing plaintiff to dismiss his federal claims,
thereby requiring a remand to state court.’

8. We do not object to the Court granting Toyota an extension of time to
respond to the Complaint. Of course, no response will be due in this Court should
our request for remand be granted. However, we ask the Court to deny Defendant
Toyota’s application requesting a stay at this time.

9.  Attached hereto as Exhibit C is a true and correct copy of the
information available from the Los Angeles County Superior Court’s website
relating to this matter. The last docket entry is from over two weeks ago.

I declare under penalty of petjury under the laws of the United States that
the foregoing is true and correct. Executed February 22, 2010 at Capitola,

California.

/s/ Terry L. Baker
Attorney for Plaintiff

! As outlined in Exhibits A and B, plaintiff filed a request for dismissal of the federal
claims in the state court and the defendant immediately removed the case.
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