III. VENUE

64. Venue of this removal action is proper under 28 U.S.C. § 1441(a) because
this Court is the United States District Court for the district and division corresponding
to the place where the state court action was pending.

65. This action is not an action described in 28 U.S.C. § 1445.

66.  All Defendants have consented in writing to the filing of this Removal.

67.  Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1446(d), a true and accurate copy of this Notice of
Removal and exhibits is being served on counsel for the Plaintiffs and is being filed with
the clerk of the courts for the Conimon Pleas Court of Hamilton County, Ohio.

WHEREFORE, Defendants respectfully remove this action from the Court of
Common Pleas of Hamilton County, Ohio to the United States District Court for the

Southern District of Ohio as provided by law.

15 U.S.C. § 2310 (d). The Plaintiffs' claims meet the amount in controversy requirements set forth in the
statute.

Plaintiffs’ Complaint specifically alleges that Defendants breached written and implied warranties
owed to Plaintiffs. While the MMWA is not explicitly referenced in the Complaint, the allegations give rise
to a claim under the MMWA. This Court should exercise jurisdiction over the pendent state law claims
because: (1) the federal MMWA claim is sufficient to confer subject matter jurisdiction on the court; (2)
the state and federal claims derive from a common nucleus of operative fact; and (3) Plaintiffs’ claims are
such that they would ordinarily be expected to be tried all in one judicial proceeding. See Aschinger v.
Columbus Showcase Co., 934 F.2d 1402, 1412 (6t Cir. 1991). Therefore, removal of the entire action is
appropriate pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1441.
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