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	I.   JURISDICTION
	1. This Court has jurisdiction over this action pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1332, 1441, 1446, and 1453.  In particular, this Court has jurisdiction under CAFA, codified in part at 28 U.S.C. §§ 1332(d)(2) and 1453(b), because it is styled as a class actio...

	II.   PROPER DISTRICT
	2. Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1446(a), this case should be assigned to the Western District of Washington, because the civil action on which this removal is based was filed in King County, Washington.

	III.   STATEMENT OF THE CASE
	3. On January 4, 2019, Weimin Chen (“Plaintiff”) filed a class action complaint (“Complaint”) alleging that Lamps Plus committed violations of Washington’s Consumer Protection Act, RCW 19.86, arising from purported advertisements and statements regard...
	4. Plaintiff seeks to certify a class of:
	5. Plaintiff, on behalf of himself and the alleged class, seeks a judgment awarding Plaintiff and the proposed Class members damages as well as “disgorgement or restitution,” including “all revenues, profits and/or unjust enrichment” in the form of “a...
	6. Plaintiff served a copy of the Complaint upon Lamps Plus on January 8, 2019.

	IV.   THE REQUIREMENTS FOR REMOVAL UNDER CAFA ARE SATISFIED
	7. CAFA was enacted “to facilitate adjudication of certain class actions in federal court.”  Dart Cherokee Basin Operating co. v. Owens, 135 S.Ct. 547, 554 (2014).  The Supreme Court has held, that there is no presumption against removal of CAFA actio...
	8. To invoke removal jurisdiction, a defendant’s notice of removal need only include “a short and plain statement of the grounds for removal.”  Dart, 135 S.Ct. at 553. “Congress . . . intended to simplify the pleading requirements for removal and to c...
	9. For cases involving class allegations, CAFA confers original jurisdiction on a district court where (1) the number of members of the proposed plaintiff class is not less than one hundred, in the aggregate; (2) the amount in controversy exceeds $5,0...
	A. Timeliness
	10. Plaintiff’s Complaint was filed on January 4, 2019.  Plaintiff served the summons and Complaint upon Lamps Plus on January 8, 2019.  Lamps Plus filed this notice within thirty days of service of the summons and Complaint.  Accordingly, this notice...

	B. Venue
	11. This action was originally brought in the Superior Court of Washington for King County.  Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1441(a) removal to this District is proper because the Superior Court of Washington for King County is geographically located within t...

	C. Plaintiff’s Case Is Styled as a Class Action
	12. The term “class action” is defined under the statute as “any civil action filed under rule 23 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure or similar State statute or rule of judicial procedure authorizing an action to be brought by 1 or more represent...

	D. Minimal Diversity Exists
	13. Removal is proper where at least one class member is diverse from at least one defendant.  28 U.S.C. § 1332(d).  As alleged in the Complaint, Plaintiff resides in King County, Washington.  Complaint,  6.
	14. For diversity purposes, a corporation is deemed to be a citizen of the state in which it has been incorporated and the state where it has its principal place of business.  28 U.S.C. § 1332(c)(1).  The Complaint alleges that Lamps Plus is a Califor...
	15. Plaintiff’s purported class includes “[a]ll persons who purchased in the State of Washington within the applicable limitations period from Lamps, Plus, Inc. one or more Lamps Plus proprietary and exclusive products which Lamps Plus, Inc. advertise...
	16. Although Plaintiff purports to assert his claims against numerous “Doe” defendants, the citizenship of fictitious and unknown defendants should be disregarded for purposes of establishing removal jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1332; Fristoe v. Rey...

	E. The Amount in Controversy Exceeds $5 Million
	17. The claims of the individual members in a class action are aggregated to determine if the amount in controversy exceeds the sum or value of $5,000,000.  28 U.S.C. § 1332(d)(6).  The Supreme Court recently held that where a complaint does not expli...
	18. Lamps Plus denies that Plaintiff and the putative class have been harmed in any way or that they are entitled to any damages, disgorgement, or restitution.  Lamps Plus further disputes Plaintiff’s apparent method for calculating purported damages,...
	19. Plaintiff alleges that he and the putative class are entitled to damages and restitution related to Lamps Plus’s pricing practices for all Lamps Plus branded merchandise purchased in the State of Washington “within the applicable limitations perio...
	20. Additionally, Plaintiff seeks attorney’s fees and prejudgment interest.  Complaint, Prayer for Relief, p. 25.  Although Lamps Plus denies that Plaintiff is entitled to such interest and fees, the Court should take attorney’s fees into account in a...
	21. Plaintiff also seeks declaratory and injunctive relief.  Complaint,  96-105; Prayer for Relief, p. 24-25.  The cost of complying with injunctive relief may be considered in determining the amount in controversy.  BEM I, LLC v. Anthropologie, Inc...
	22. Finally, although Lamps Plus denies that Plaintiff, or the purported class members are entitled to any relief, in determining the amount in controversy, the Court must assume that allegations of the Complaint are true and that Plaintiff will ultim...

	F. The Putative Class Far Exceeds 100 Members
	23. CAFA requires that the proposed class includes at least 100 members.  28 U.S.C. § 1332(d)(5)(B).  Although Lamps Plus disputes Plaintiff’s class allegations, and denies that the class is ascertainable, the Complaint alleges that the “Class easily ...

	G. Notice to the Clerk of the State Court and to Adverse Parties, Submission of Process, Pleadings and Orders on File in State Court
	24. Copies of this Notice of Removal promptly will be served on counsel of record for Plaintiff and filed with the Clerk of the Superior Court of Washington for King County as required under 28 U.S.C. § 1446(d).  In compliance with 28 U.S.C. § 1446(a)...


	V.   CONCLUSION

