
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

----------------------------------------------------------x 

Micheli & Shel, LLC, individually and on 
behalf of others similarly situated, 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

GRUBHUB INC., GRUBHUB INC. d/b/a 
SEAMLESS, SEAMLESS NORTH 
AMERICA, LLC, UBER TECHNOLOGIES 
INC., UBER EATS, POSTMATES LLC, and 
DOORDASH INC., 

Defendants. 

:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:

Case No. 1:21-cv-04995-JMF 

----------------------------------------------------------x 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT DOORDASH, INC.’S 
MOTION TO COMPEL ARBITRATION AND STAY 

Joshua Lipshutz (pro hac vice) 
GIBSON, DUNN & CRUTCHER LLP 
1050 Connecticut Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, DC  20036-5306 
Telephone:  202.955.8500 
Facsimile:  202.467.0539 

Ilissa Samplin 
Michael Holecek (pro hac vice) 
GIBSON, DUNN & CRUTCHER LLP 
333 South Grand Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA  90071-3197
Telephone:  213.229.7000 
Facsimile: 213.229.7520 

Attorneys for Defendant DoorDash, Inc. 
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