
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

FORT LAUDERDALE DIVISION

CASE NO.:  _____________________

FREDNER BOURSIQUOT,
and other similarly situated non-exempt employees,

Plaintiff,
vs.

SECURITAS SECURITY SERVICES USA, INC.,
a foreign profit corporation, and
DON W. WALKER, individually,

Defendants.
____________________________________________/

NOTICE OF REMOVAL

TO: The Judges of the United States District Court
For the Southern District of Florida

Defendant, SECURITAS SECURITY SERVICES USA, INC. (“Securitas”), by and 

through its undersigned counsel, hereby files this Notice of Removal (“Notice”) of the action 

pending in the Seventeenth Judicial Circuit in and for Broward County, Florida.  In support of this 

Notice, Securitas states as follows:

BACKGROUND AND TIMELINESS OF REMOVAL

1. Plaintiff, FREDNER BOURSIQUOT (“Boursiquot”), commenced an action 

against Securitas in the Circuit Court for the Seventeenth Judicial Circuit in and for Broward 

County, Florida, Case No. 18-004370.  All pleadings and papers that have been filed and served 

in that action are attached to this Notice as Exhibit A. 

2. Securitas was served with the Complaint on February 27, 2018, and, therefore, this 

notice is timely filed within 30 days of Securitas’ receipt of the Complaint, as required under 28 
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U.S.C. § 1446(b)(1).  No further proceedings have been held herein, nor have any other pleadings 

or papers been filed other than those attached hereto as Exhibit A.  

GROUNDS FOR REMOVAL – FEDERAL QUESTION

3. This Court has original jurisdiction over the action pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1331, 

which gives federal district courts original jurisdiction “of all civil actions arising under the 

Constitution, laws, or treaties of the United States.” 

4. In his Complaint, Boursiquot alleges that he is a former employee of Securitas who 

he claims was unlawfully terminated on the basis of his race, in violation of the Florida Civil Rights 

Act (the “FCRA”) (Count 1); in retaliation for complaining about alleged discrimination in the 

workplace, also in violation of the FCRA (Count 2); and in retaliation for complaining about 

allegedly unpaid overtime wages, in violation of the Fair Labor Standards Act (the “FLSA”) 

(Count 6).  Each of these counts arises out of the same common nucleus of operative fact – i.e., 

the facts surrounding and reasons ultimately underlying Boursiquot’s termination.   

5. Boursiquot also brings two additional, related counts under the FSLA, claiming that 

both Securitas (Count 4) and Defendant Don W. Walker (“Walker”) (Count 5) failed to pay him 

overtime pay for all hours worked in excess of forty per workweek.  Presumably, the alleged 

complaints that Boursiquot claims form the basis of his FLSA retaliatory discharge claim (Count 

6) concerned the allegedly unpaid overtime wages he alleges he is due.

6. Additionally, Boursiquot brings a hostile work environment claim under the FCRA 

(Count 3).  Again, presumably, the alleged complaints that Boursiquot claims form the basis of his 

FCRA retaliatory discharge claim (Count 2) concerned the hostile work environment he alleges to 

have suffered.
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7. Counts 4, 5, and 6 of Boursiquot’s Complaint arise under the federal Fair Labor 

Standards Act of 1938, as amended, 29 U.S.C. § 201, et seq.  Because the FLSA is “a law of the 

United States,” this Court has federal question jurisdiction over Counts 4, 5, and 6 pursuant to 28 

U.S.C. § 1331.

8. Counts 1, 2, and 3 of Boursiquot’s Complaint arise out of the same common nucleus 

of operate fact as Counts 4, 5 and 6, such that all claims “form part of the same case or controversy” 

and should be tried together in a single judicial proceeding pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1367(a).  See 

United Mine Workers v. Gibbs, 383 U.S. 715 (1966).  More specifically, all of Boursiquot’s claims 

involve the reasons underlying his termination from Securitas and the substance of the complaints 

that Boursiquot alleges, in part, gave rise to his termination.  

9. Because Boursiquot’s state law claims under the FCRA form part of the same case 

or controversy as his federal claims under the FLSA, this Court may properly exercise 

supplemental jurisdiction over Counts 1, 2, and 3 of Boursiquot’s Complaint.

10. None of the specifically delineated reasons for declining the exercise of 

supplemental jurisdiction exist in this case.  See 28 U.S.C. § 1367(c).  Namely, Boursiquot’s FCRA 

claims do not raise a novel or complex issue of state law and will not predominate over his FLSA 

claims.

ALL PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS FOR REMOVAL HAVE BEEN MET

11. Based on the above, this is a civil action over which this Court has jurisdiction 

pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1331 and § 1367(a), and, consequently, that may be removed to this Court 

by Securitas pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1441(a).

12. Securitas has given written notice of the filing of this Notice of Removal to all 

adverse parties as required by 28 U.S.C. § 1446(d) and has filed a copy of this Notice of Removal 
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with the Clerk of the Circuit Court for the Seventeenth Judicial Circuit in and for Broward County, 

Florida.  Upon information and belief, no other defendant has been properly joined or served in 

this action.

13. This action was originally brought in Broward County, Florida, which is located 

within the Southern District of Florida, Fort Lauderdale Division.  Therefore, venue is proper 

because the action is being removed to the district court of the United States for the “district and 

division embracing the place where such action is pending” or should be pending, as required by 

28 U.S.C. § 1441(a).

14. By filing this Notice of Removal, Securitas does not waive and expressly reserves 

all rights, claims, and defenses, including, without limitation, all defenses relating to jurisdiction, 

venue, service of process, right to compel arbitration, and personal jurisdiction.

WHEREFORE, Securitas requests that the above-described action now pending in the 

Circuit Court for the Seventeenth Judicial Circuit in and for Broward County, Florida be removed 

therefrom to this Court.  

Dated this 19th day of March, 2018.

Respectfully submitted,

s/Meagan L. Martin
Meagan L. Martin , Esq.
Florida Bar No. 0089657
mmartin@bakerlaw.com
Mary Caroline Miller, Esq.
Florida Bar No. 0125712
mcmiller@bakerlaw.com
BAKER & HOSTETLER LLP
200 South Orange Avenue, Suite 2300
Post Office Box 112
Orlando, Florida  32802-0112
Tel:  (407) 649-4000/Fax:  (407) 841-0168

COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANT SECURITAS
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on March 19, 2018, a true and correct copy of the foregoing has 

been electronically filed with the Clerk of Court using the CM/ECF system, which will send notice 

of electronic filing to the following:

Jason S. Remer, Esq.
jremer@rgpattorneys.com
REMER & GEORGES-PIERRE, PLLC
44 West Flagler Street, Suite 2200
Miami, Florida 33130

s/Meagan L. Martin
Meagan L. Martin
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ClassAction.org
This complaint is part of ClassAction.org's searchable class action lawsuit database and can be found in this 
post: Racial Discrimination Lawsuit Against Securitas Security Services USA Removed to Federal Court

https://www.classaction.org/news/racial-discrimination-lawsuit-against-securitas-security-services-usa-removed-to-federal-court



