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Attorneys for Defendant  
AMAZON.COM SERVICES LLC, f.k.a. 
AMAZON.COM SERVICES, INC. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

BRIANA GALLARDO, Individually 
and on behalf of all employees similarly 
situated, 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

AMAZON.COM SERVICES LLC, A 
Delaware Limited Liability Company 
f.k.a. AMAZON.COM SERVICES, 
INC.; and DOES 1 through 25, 
inclusive, 

Defendants. 

 CASE NO. __________ 
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SERVICES LLC’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVAL OF CLASS ACTION 
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Trial Date:  None Set  
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