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8 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
9 NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
10 OAKLAND FRANCISCO DIVISION
11 ||ERIN NORMAN, Case No. 4:20-cv-06700-JSW
12 Plaintiff,
DEFENDANT UBER TECHNOLOGIES,
13 V. INC.”S NOTICE OF MOTION AND
MOTION TO COMPEL ARBITRATION
14 ||UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC., NEUTRON
HOLDINGS, INC. SEGWAY, INC. WHICH Date: April 16, 2021
15 ||WILL DO BUSINESS IN CALIFORNIA AS Time: 9:00 a.m.
SEGWAY INC. OF DELAWARE, NINEBOT, Dept.: Courtroom 5 — 2" Floor
16 ||INC., A DELAWARE CORPORATION, Judge: Hon. Jeffrey S. White
ZHUHAI XIAOMI COMMUNICATIONS CO.
17 ||LTD., and XIOAMI CORPORATION,
18 Defendants.
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1 PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT on April 16, 2021 at 9:00 a.m., before the Honorable
2 || Jeffrey S. White in Courtroom 5, 2nd Floor of the United States District Court for the Northern
3 || District of California, 1301 Clay Street, Oakland, CA 94612, Defendant Uber Technologies, Inc.
4 || (“Uber”) will and hereby does seek an order compelling Plaintiff Erin Norman to submit her claims
5 ||against Uber to arbitration and staying this action under the FAA and the Court’s inherent authority
6 || pending completion of individual arbitration.
7 This motion is based on this notice of motion and motion, the accompanying memorandum
8 || of points and authorities, the Declarations of Todd Gaddis, Tin Dinh, and Joan R. Camagong and
9 || exhibits attached thereto, filed concurrently herewith, all pleadings and papers on file in this action,

10 || and such further evidence and argument as may be presented at or before the hearing on this matter.

11

19 Dated: March 9, 2021 Respectfully Submitted,

13 SHOOK, HARDY & BACON L.L.P.

14

By: _/s/ Joan R. Camagong
15 ANNIE Y.S. CHUANG
16 JOAN R. CAMAGONG
Attorney for Defendant

17 UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC.
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