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PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO TRANSFER; CASE NO. 3:21-CV-02437-RS 

BURSOR & FISHER, P.A. 
L. Timothy Fisher (State Bar No. 191626)
1990 North California Boulevard, Suite 940
Walnut Creek, CA  94596
Telephone: (925) 300-4455
Facsimile:  (925) 407-2700
E-Mail: ltfisher@bursor.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs  

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

AARON CLARKE and MICHELLE DEVERA, 
individually and on behalf of all others similarly 
situated, 

Plaintiffs,  

v.  

THE KRAFT HEINZ COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

Case No. 3:21-cv-02437-RS 

PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO 
DEFENDANT’S MOTION TO TRANSFER 

Hearing Date:  August 26, 2021 
Hearing Time:  1:30 p.m. 
Courtroom:  3 

Hon. Richard Seeborg 
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