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November 27, 2023

VIA ELECTRONIC FILING AND FEDEX

Danny Bickell

Deputy Clerk of Court

Supreme Court of the United States
One First Street, NE

Washington, DC 20543

Re: No. 23-460, C.K. Sales Co., LLC et al. v. Canales et al.
Dear Mr. Bickell:

Because this case raises the same legal question on which this
Court granted certiorari on September 29, 2023, in Bissonnette v.
LePage Bakeries Park St., LLC, No. 23-51, the petition should be held
pending the Court’s disposition of that case. See Pet. 12 (“This Court’s
resolution of the Question Presented in Bissonnette will control the
resolution of this case.”).

It remains our clients’ position that the First Circuit correctly
decided the issues in this matter, and we would therefore oppose the
petition for certiorari. Mr. Canales and Mr. Bardzik spend the majority
of their time transporting goods for the Petitioners, see Canales v. CK
Sales Co., LLC, 67 F.4th 38, 41 (1st Cir. 2023), and are therefore
transportation workers within the FAA exemption, id. at 45-46.
However, in light of this Court’s grant of certiorari in Bissonnette, we
do not intend to file a response to the petition for certiorari unless one
is requested by the Court.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.
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Very truly yours,

/s/Benjamin C. Rudolf
Benjamin C. Rudolf
Sarah H. Varney

cc: Counsel for Petitioners



