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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

________________________________________________________________ X
SONIA SPATES, INDIVIDUALLY AND ON - Index No. 1:21-cv-10155
BEHALF OF ALL OTHERS SIMILARLY '
SITUATED,

Plaintiffs, Hon. Andrew L. Carter, Jr

-against-

UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC.,

Defendant.
________________________________________________________________ X

UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC.’S MEMORANDUM OF LAW
IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO COMPEL ARBITRATION

MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP

Claudia M. Vetesi
Tiffany Cheung

425 Market Street

San Francisco, CA 94105
Tel: (415) 268-7000
CVetesi@mofo.com
TCheung@mofo.com

Adam J. Hunt

250 West 55th Street

New York, New York 10019
Tel: (212) 468-8000
AHunt@mofo.com

Attorneys for Defendant
Uber Technologies, Inc.
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