UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRICT OF
CALIFORNIA

Cesar Velazquez-Ortega v. General Motors LLC et al.

Velazquez-Ortega - No. 5:25-cv-02914-SSS-DTBx - Decided January 6, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Central District of California denied Plaintiff Cesar
Velazquez-Ortega’s motion to remand a Song-Beverly Consumer Warranty Act action to state court.
The court held that General Motors established by a preponderance of the evidence that the amount in
controversy exceeded $75,000 based on estimated actual damages and potential civil penalties,

supporting diversity jurisdiction.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff moved to remand a removed Song-Beverly Consumer

Warranty Act action to California state court, arguing that the amount-

in-controversy requirement for diversity jurisdiction was not satisfied.

STANDARD OF REVIEW When removal is contested, the removing defendant must establish by
a preponderance of the evidence that the requirements for federal
jurisdiction are satisfied. If the plaintiff contests the amount in
controversy, the court considers the evidence submitted by both sides
and determines by a preponderance of the evidence whether the

jurisdictional threshold is met.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the amount in controversy exceeded $75,000 for purposes of diversity jurisdiction under 28
U.S.C. § 1332.

2. Whether the removing defendant established the amount in controversy by a preponderance of the

evidence, including actual damages and potentially available Song-Beverly civil penalties.

HOLDINGS

1. General Motors established by a preponderance of the evidence that the amount in controversy exceeded
$75,000.

2. General Motors sufficiently supported an estimate of at least $67,065.58 in actual damages.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“If a plaintiff contests the removability of an action, the burden is on the removing party to show by a

preponderance of the evidence that the requirements for removal were met.” (at 2)

“Where the plaintiff contests the amount alleged in the notice of removal, “both sides submit proof and the
court decides, by a preponderance of the evidence, whether the amount-in-controversy requirement has been
satisfied.”” (at 3)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff purchased a 2021 Chevrolet Silverado 1500 manufactured or distributed by General Motors and alleged
that the vehicle developed transmission defects impairing its use, value, and safety. Plaintiff alleged that General
Motors and its authorized repair facilities failed to repair the vehicle after multiple opportunities and sought

relief under the Song-Beverly Consumer Warranty Act, including actual damages, restitution, civil penalties, and
attorney's fees. General Motors supported its removal allegations with purchase and repair records and estimated

actual damages of $67,065.58 before civil penalties.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed suit in the San Bernardino County Superior Court on September 25, 2025. General Motors
removed the action to the Central District of California on October 31, 2025, invoking diversity jurisdiction.
Plaintiff moved to remand on December 2, 2025; the court denied the motion after concluding that the amount in
controversy exceeded $75,000.
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