
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA 

ATLANTA DIVISION 
 

 
ALL HAIR AND BEAUTY PRODUCTS,  
INC., and JAMES FUGAH, and  
other similarly situated individuals. 
 
 Plaintiffs, 
 

 Civil Action No.: 
 JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

 
ISSAM J. MATAR, AMY MATAR,  
CYNTHIA G. MATAR, GLAMOUR  
BY ISSAM, and EXOTICA  
CORP., 
 
 Defendants. 
 
 

COMPLAINT 
 

 COME NOW, All Hair and Beauty Products, Inc., and James Fugah, and other 

similarly situated individuals, Plaintiffs, by and through undersigned counsel and 

allege as follows upon actual knowledge with respect to themselves and their own 

acts, and upon information and belief as to all other matters. 

NATURE OF THE ACTION 

1. This antitrust, conspiracy and fraud lawsuit is brought against the participants 

of two separate but related groups that are working together to defraud the 

public, involved in interstate commerce in the beauty business arena. 
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2. The business group, comprising of Glamour by Issam and Exotica, Corp., and 

the personal group, comprising of Issam Matar, Cynthia Gabriella Matar 

Matar, and Amy Matar, agreed to fix prices, while conspiring to monopolize 

the market.  

3. It is Plaintiff’s belief that the business group involves additional defendant 

and Plaintiff intends to amend this Complaint once those additional 

defendants are discovered. 

4. The two groups, along with other unknown defendants have allocated 

customers, diverted products, and engaged in group boycotts of 

nonparticipating competitors, all in a quest to fix, raise, lower, and stabilize 

the price, as they have wishes or deemed appropriate for their business 

interests. 

5. The participants in the groups have, since at least 1998, conspired to fix prices 

by agreeing to periodic coordinated price increases, which they typically did 

by diverting a particular product or group of product and saturating the 

market. The scheme has even run some beauty brands out of business through 

predatory collusion and other exclusionary acts. 

6. The participants of this complex scheme of price-fixing, bid rigging, customer 

allocation, group boycotting, and predatory pricing, among other 

anticompetitive conduct also create fake businesses to divert additional 
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products and to mislead beauty brands into selling “professional only” product 

to them. 

7. Ultimately every-day customers suffer damages through overcharges. 

8. Legitimate beauty brand distributors and the beauty brands themselves suffer 

damages from the oversaturation of the market, the widespread availability of 

the product, the lessening of the brand’s reputation and their exclusion from 

the price setting process of their own products. 

9. Plaintiff All Hair and Beauty Products, Inc., (and its predecessor entities) are 

such competitors, and they have collectively suffered $500,000.00 in lost 

profits and other damages resulting from Defendants’ scheme and conduct.  

10. Plaintiff James Fugah, and others similarly situated, is also injured customers 

of the scheme and conduct.  

11. This is an action for conspiracy to restrain trade by group boycott under 

Sherman Act Section 1 in the beauty market, conspiracy to fix prices in the 

beauty market under Sherman Act Section 1, and monopolization, joint 

monopolization, and conspiracy to monopolize both markets under Sherman 

Act Section 2, and state law claims for restraint of trade and tortious 

interference with business relationships and violation of state law consumer 

protections. 
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JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

12. This Court has primary subject-matter jurisdiction over this action under 28 

U.S.C. §§ 1331 and 1337(a), and Sections 4 and 16 of the Clayton Act, 15 

U.S.C. §§ 15, 26 because this action arises under the antitrust laws of the 

United States.  

13. This Court has supplemental jurisdiction over the state law claims of the 

complaint under 28 U.S.C. § 1367 because they arise from the same nucleus 

of operative facts as the federal claims such that they form part of the same 

case or controversy.  

14. Plaintiff, ALL HAIR AND BEAUTY PRODUCTS, INC., is a Delaware 

corporation with its principal office in the State of Georgia.  

15. Plaintiff, JAMES FUGAH, is a resident of the State of New York. 

16. Defendants GLAMOUR BY ISSAM, and EXOTICA CORP., are registered 

to do business in the state of New York and may be served via their registered 

agents 

17. Defendants GLAMOUR BY ISSAM, and EXOTICA CORP., are subject to 

personal jurisdiction in the State of Georgia under O.C.G.A. § 9-10-91 

because it has minimum contacts with this district in that it monopolized a 

market in this state and conspired to engage in anticompetitive conduct in this 

state, and this lawsuit is related to those contacts.  
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18. Defendants ISSAM J. MATAR, AMY MATAR, and CYNTHIA G. MATAR 

are residents of the state of New York. 

19. Defendants ISSAM J. MATAR, AMY MATAR, and CYNTHIA G. MATAR 

are subject to personal jurisdiction in the State of Georgia under O.C.G.A. § 

9-10-91 because it has minimum contacts with this district in that it 

monopolized a market in this state and conspired to engage in anticompetitive 

conduct in this state, and this lawsuit is related to those contacts. 

20. Venue is proper in the Northern District of Georgia under 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b) 

and 15 U.S.C. §§ 15, 22.  

CLASS ACTION ALLEGATIONS 
 
21. Plaintiff brings this action on behalf of itself and as a class action under Rule 

23(a) and (b)(2) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure seeking injunctive 

and declaratory relief, as well as costs of suit and attorneys’ fees, for violations 

of the Sherman Act, 15 U.S.C. § 1, on behalf of the following class (the 

“Class”): all natural persons, sole proprietorships, partnerships, limited 

partnerships, corporations, and other entities, who indirectly purchased, paid 

and/or reimbursed for beauty products sold and diverted by Defendants 

intended for consumption by themselves, their families, or their members, 

participants, employees or insureds during the period from January 1, 1998 to 

the present (the “Class Period”) in the United States. Excluded from the class 
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are governmental entities, the Defendants, their co-conspirators, along with 

all of their respective parents, subsidiaries, and/or affiliates, all persons or 

entities that purchased the beauty products for purposes of resale, and any and 

all jurors, judges, and justices assigned to hear any aspect of this litigation.  

22. While Plaintiff does not know the exact number of the members of the Class, 

Plaintiff believe there are at least hundreds of members in the Class.  

23. Common questions of law and fact exist as to all members of the Class. This 

is particularly true given the nature of Defendants’ conspiracy which was 

applicable to all of the members of the Class, thereby making appropriate 

relief with respect to the Class as a whole. Such questions of law and fact 

common to the Class include, but are not limited to:  

a. Whether Defendants engaged in a combination and conspiracy among 

themselves to fix, raise, maintain or stabilize the prices in the United 

States;  

b. The identity of the participants of the alleged conspiracy;  

c. The duration of the alleged conspiracy and the acts carried out by 

Defendants in furtherance of the conspiracy;  

d. Whether the alleged conspiracy violated the Sherman Act, as alleged in 

the Complaint;  

e. Whether the alleged conspiracy violated state laws;  
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f. Whether the conduct of Defendants, as alleged in this Complaint, 

caused injury Plaintiff and the members of the Class;  

g. The effect of the alleged conspiracy on the prices in the United States 

during the Class Period;  

h. The appropriate injunctive and related equitable relief for the Injunctive 

Relief Class; and  

i. The appropriate class-wide measure of damages.  

24. Plaintiff’s claims are typical of the claims of the members of the Class, and 

Plaintiff will fairly and adequately protect the interests of the Class. Plaintiff 

and all members of the Class are similarly affected by Defendants’ wrongful 

conduct in that they paid artificially inflated prices purchased indirectly from 

Defendants.  

SUBSTANTIVE ALLEGATIONS 

25. Starting in approximately 1998, Defendants combined and conspired to 

jointly monopolize and ultimately fix prices in the market for professional 

beauty products.  

26. These companies along with the individual defendants, formed a group and 

scheme to dominate the market and conspired to protect that domination from 

competitive threats. 
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27. The motivations and success of this scheme was supported by Defendants’ 

connections with Quality King, Pro’s Choice Beauty Care, Inc., and Primary 

One, and thus their ability to price supracompetitively in the beauty market. 

28. From time to time, Defendants would target a particular beauty brand, in-

demand. Individual Defendants would contact the brand and see if the brand 

wanted to work with Defendant, by selling products to them. 

29. If the brand was unwilling to cooperate then Defendants would in contact the 

brand via business defendants to deceive the brand into selling them the 

professional-only products. 

30. Once Defendants’ obtain the products at distributor pricing, they would works 

with its conspirators to make it more difficult or impossible for brand to sell 

its products at the set retail or manufacturer price, as Defendants would divert 

and would be able to offer steep discounts or inflated pricing at their whim 

and directly to consumers. 

HARM TO PLAINTIFFS AND COMPETITION 
 

31. Plaintiffs and other distributors of beauty brands particularly those that did 

not participate in the scheme – paid supracompetitive prices for professional 

beauty products and were competitively disadvantaged by Defendants’ 

supracompetitive price-fixing scheme.  

Case 1:18-cv-00501-LMM   Document 1   Filed 02/01/18   Page 8 of 22



32. Plaintiff was also harmed through lost business and other injury by the 

exclusionary conduct by defendants. This injury includes, among others, 

harm, the reduction in sales volume resulting directly from defendants 

anticompetitive conduct, which inhibited Plaintiffs’ ability to achieve 

necessary economies of scale and Plaintiffs’ profits and expansion 

opportunities in the defined relevant markets and others. 

33. Through the exclusion and systematic efforts to competitively disadvantage 

all distributors not participating in the scheme, consumers of Plaintiffs’, 

beauty brands and interstate commerce suffered supracompetitive prices, 

reduced quality products, and reduced choice among suppliers in the market. 

34. Plaintiffs had no knowledge of the scheme or conspiracies alleged in this 

complaint or of facts sufficient to place it on inquiry notice of the claims set 

forth in this complaint until, at the earliest, December 2017, when it learned 

of the conduct described in this complaint. 

35. Plaintiff had no means by which it could have discovered the scheme and 

conspiracies in either product market prior to December 2017. No 

information, in the public domain or otherwise, was available to Plaintiff prior 

to December 2017.  

36. For these reasons, the statute of limitations for conduct occurring at least as 

early as 1998 did not begin to run until December 2017. 
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37. Moreover, the statute of limitations is tolled by the doctrine of fraudulent 

concealment, as all defendants, as is common for illegal antitrust conspiracies, 

concealed their illegal and anticompetitive conduct from its victims and the 

public.  

38. Plaintiff, other distributors, and the public had no knowledge of the scheme 

and conspiracy alleged in this complaint, or of facts sufficient to place them 

on inquiry notice of their claims because the Defendants’ fraudulently 

concealed their conduct. 

COUNT I - Joint Monopolization of the market 
15 U.S.C. § 2 

 
39. Plaintiffs repeat each and every allegation contained in the paragraphs above 

and incorporate by reference each preceding paragraph as though full set forth 

at length herein. 

40. Section 2 of the Sherman Act, 15 U.S.C. § 2 provides: 

Every person who shall monopolize, or attempt to 
monopolize, or combine or conspire with any other person or 
persons, to monopolize any part of the trade or commerce among 
the several States, or with foreign nations, shall be deemed guilty 
of a felony, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished by fine 
not exceeding $100,000,000 if a corporation, or, if any other 
person, $1,000,000, or by imprisonment not exceeding 10 years, 
or by both said punishments, in the discretion of the court. 

 
41. Defendants jointly possess monopoly power in the market for professional 

only beauty brands in Georgia as they have the power to exclude competition 
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and raise prices and have exercised that power to exclude Plaintiffs from the 

market, to harm competition, and to charge supracompetitive prices to 

consumers. 

42. Through the conduct described herein, defendants willfully maintained that 

monopoly power by anticompetitive and exclusionary conduct. They acted 

with the intent to maintain this power, and the illegal conduct has enabled 

them to do so, in violation of Section 2 of the Sherman Act. 

43. The anticompetitive conduct includes, but is not limited to: 

j. Predatory pricing. The Defendants’ obtained, maintained, and protected 

their joint monopoly by pricing below variable cost. Defendants’ 

understood any losses from predatory pricing would be recouped by the 

supracompetitive prices they would charge after their targets were 

driven from the market. 

k. Supracompetitive pricing. Whenever possible, Defendants’ raised 

prices to recoup their losses and to reap the rewards of their domination 

of the market. 

44. Plaintiff have been harmed by defendants’ willful maintenance of their joint 

monopoly and their exclusion of competitors. 
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COUNT II - Conspiracy to Monopolize the market 
15 U.S.C. § 2 

 
45. Plaintiffs repeat each and every allegation contained in the paragraphs above 

and incorporate by reference each preceding paragraph as though full set forth 

at length herein. 

46. Defendants combined and conspired to acquire and maintain monopoly power 

in the markets, with the specific intent and purpose to exclude all other 

competition and to monopolize that market. 

47. Defendants took overt acts manifesting this intent. 

48. Defendants’ concerted actions had the necessary and direct effect of 

entrenching their monopoly power. 

49. The market has been harmed by defendants’ conduct as consumers have been 

forced to pay supracompetitive prices while being limited to where or whom 

they purchase their products from or the price they pay for them. 

50. Plaintiffs have been harmed by defendants’ willful maintenance of their 

monopoly and their exclusion of low price competitors. 

COUNT III - Conspiracy to Restrain Trade (Price Fixing) in the Market 
15 U.S.C. § 1 

 
51. Plaintiffs repeat each and every allegation contained in the paragraphs above 

and incorporate by reference each preceding paragraph as though full set forth 

at length herein. 
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52. Defendants entered into and engaged in a contract, combination, or conspiracy 

in unreasonable, per se illegal restraint of trade in violation of Section 1 of the 

Sherman Act. 

53. Beginning as early as 1998 and continuing without interruption through the 

present, the exact starting date being unknown to Plaintiff and exclusively 

within the knowledge of defendants, the defendants entered into a continuing 

contract, combination, or conspiracy to unreasonably restrain trade by 

artificially reducing or eliminating competition. 

54. In particular, the Defendants’ combined and conspired to raise, fix, maintain, 

or stabilize the price of professional only beauty brands. As a result of its 

conduct, prices were actually raised, fixed, maintained, and stabilized. 

55. The conspiracy among the Defendants consisted of a continuing agreement, 

understanding, and concerted action among them. 

56. As a result of the unlawful conduct, Plaintiffs’ have been injured in its 

business and property in that it has paid more for products than it otherwise 

would have paid in the absence of the unlawful scheme. 

COUNT IV - Declaratory Judgment 
28 U.S.C. § 2201 

 
57. Plaintiffs repeat each and every allegation contained in the paragraphs above 

and incorporate by reference each preceding paragraph as though full set forth 

at length herein. 
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58. An actual and justiciable controversy exists between Plaintiffs and 

Defendants. 

59. Defendant’ actions and assertions described above have caused and will 

continue to cause irreparable harm to Plaintiff and the public. Plaintiff has no 

adequate remedy at law. 

60. Plaintiffs therefore seeks a declaration from this Court declaring that the 

defendants have attempted and maintained an illegal monopoly under Section 

2 of the Sherman Act in the market and a conspiracy to restrain trade under 

Section 1 of the Sherman Act in the market, to the detriment of consumers 

and competition. 

61. Plaintiffs also seeks a declaration from this Court declaring that the defendants 

have attempted and maintained an illegal joint monopoly under Section 2 of 

the Sherman Act in the market, and a conspiracy to restrain trade under 

Section 1 of the Sherman Act, to the detriment of consumers and competition. 

COUNT V - Restraint of Trade 
O.C.G.A. § 13-8-2 

 
62. Plaintiffs repeat each and every allegation contained in the paragraphs above 

and incorporate by reference each preceding paragraph as though full set forth 

at length herein. 

63. The defendants’ conduct proximately caused financial injury to Plaintiff. 
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COUNT VI – Georgia Racketeer Influence and Corrupt Organization Action 
O.C.G.A. § 16-14-3 

 
64. Plaintiffs repeat each and every allegation contained in the paragraphs above 

and incorporate by reference each preceding paragraph as though full set forth 

at length herein. 

65. Defendant Glamour by Issam is an “enterprise” as defined in O.C.G.A. § 16-

14-3(6) 

66. Defendant Exotica, Corp., is an “enterprise” as defined in O.C.G.A. § 16-14-

3(6) 

67. Defendants have engaged in a “pattern of racketeering activity” as defined in 

O.C.G.A. § 16-4-3(8). 

68. As predicate acts, among the incidents of “racketeering activity,” Defendants 

have engaged in two or more incident of prohibited activities as defined by 

O.C.G.A. § 16-14-4(a) and (b).  

69. Plaintiffs have sustained damages as a result of Defendants’ pattern of 

racketeering activity. 

70. Plaintiffs are entitled to be awarded injunctive relief and damages against 

Defendants’ as provided by O.C.G.A. § 16-4-6, including treble damages and 

attorney fees. 
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COUNT VII – VIOLATION OF NEW YORK STATE ANTITRUST LAWS 
 

71. Plaintiff incorporates and realleges, as though fully set forth herein, each of 

the paragraphs set forth above.  

72. During the Class Period, Defendants and their co-conspirators engaged in a 

continuing contract, combination, or conspiracy with respect to the sale of 

beauty products in unreasonable restraint of trade and in violation of the New 

York state statues.  

73. By reason of the foregoing, Defendants have violated New York General 

Business Laws, §§ 340, et seq. Plaintiff on behalf of the Class alleges as 

follows:  

a. Defendants’ combination or conspiracy had the following effects:  

i. Price competition was restrained, suppressed, and eliminated 

throughout New York;  

ii. prices were raised, fixed, maintained, and stabilized at artificially 

high levels throughout New York;  

iii. Plaintiff and members of the Class were deprived of free and 

open competition; and  

iv. Plaintiff and members of the Class paid supra-competitive, 

artificially inflated prices.  
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v. During the Class Period, Defendants’ illegal conduct 

substantially affected New York commerce.  

vi. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ unlawful 

conduct, Plaintiff and members of the Class have been injured in 

their business and property and are threatened with further injury.  

vii. By reason of the foregoing, Defendants entered into agreements 

in restraint of trade in violation of New York General Business 

Laws, §§ 340, et seq. Accordingly, Plaintiff and members of the 

Class seek all forms of relief available under New York General 

Business Laws, §§ 340, et seq.  

COUNT VIII – VIOLATION OF NEW YORK STATE CONSUMER 
PROTECTION STATUTES 

 
74. Plaintiff incorporates and realleges, as though fully set forth herein, each of 

the paragraphs set forth above.  

75. Defendants engaged in unfair competition or unfair, unconscionable, 

deceptive or fraudulent acts or practices in violation of the state consumer 

protection and unfair competition statutes listed below.  

76. By reason of the foregoing, Defendants have violated New York General 

Business Laws, § 349, et seq. Plaintiff on behalf of the Class alleges as 

follows:  
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a. Defendants agreed to, and did in fact, act in restraint of trade or 

commerce by affecting, fixing, controlling and/or maintaining, at 

artificial and noncompetitive levels, the prices at which the beauty 

products were sold, distributed or obtained in New York and took 

efforts to conceal their agreements from Plaintiff and the Class.  

b. The conduct of the Defendants described herein constitutes consumer 

oriented deceptive acts or practices within the meaning of New York 

General Business Laws, § 349, which resulted in consumer injury and 

broad adverse impact on the public at large, and harmed the public 

interest of New York State in an honest marketplace in which economic 

activity is conducted in a competitive manner.  

c. Defendants made certain statements about beauty products that they 

knew would be seen by New York residents and these statements either 

omitted material information that rendered the statements they made 

materially misleading or affirmatively misrepresented the real cause of 

price increases 

d. Defendants’ unlawful conduct had the following effects:  

i. price competition was restrained, suppressed, and eliminated 

throughout New York;  
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ii. prices were raised, fixed, maintained, and stabilized at artificially 

high levels throughout New York;  

iii. Plaintiff and the Class were deprived of free and open 

competition; and  

iv. Plaintiff and the Class paid supra-competitive, artificially 

inflated prices.  

e. During the Class Period, Defendants’ illegal conduct substantially 

affected New York commerce and consumers.  

f. During the Class Period, each of the Defendants named herein, directly, 

or indirectly and through affiliates they dominated and controlled, 

manufactured, sold and/or distributed in New York.  

g. Plaintiff and members of the Class seek all relief available pursuant to 

New York General Business Laws, § 349(h) 

COUNT IX – UNJUST ENRICHMENT 

77. Plaintiff incorporates and realleges, as though fully set forth herein, each of 

the paragraphs set forth above.  

78. As a result of their unlawful conduct described above, Defendants have and 

will continue to be unjustly enriched by the receipt of unlawfully and 

artificially inflated prices.  
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79. Defendants have benefited from their unlawful conduct described above. It 

would be inequitable for Defendants to be permitted to retain any of the ill-

gotten gains resulting from the overpayments made by Plaintiff and members 

of the Class during the Class Period.  

80. Plaintiff and members of the Class are entitled to the amount of Defendants’ 

ill-gotten gains resulting from their unlawful, unjust, and inequitable conduct. 

Plaintiff and members of the Class are therefore entitled to the establishment 

of a constructive trust consisting of all ill-gotten gains from which Plaintiff 

and members of the Class may make claims on a pro rata basis. 

COUNT X - FRADULENT MISREPRESENTATION  

81. Plaintiff incorporates and realleges, as though fully set forth herein, each of 

the paragraphs set forth above  

82. Defendants misrepresented to Plaintiff and the Class price of the products and 

their ability in the given markets. 

83. For the Class Period, Defendants have continued to misrepresent the price of 

the products and their ability in the given markets. 

84. Plaintiff and the Class have reasonably relied on these misrepresentations to 

their detriment. 

85. Plaintiff and the Class are entitled to any and all compensatory damages 

flowing from their reliance on these misrepresentations. Plaintiff and the Class 

Case 1:18-cv-00501-LMM   Document 1   Filed 02/01/18   Page 20 of 22



are also entitled and hereby demand punitive damages based on this fraudulent 

and egregious conduct. 

REQUEST FOR RELIEF 
 
WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs request that this Court: 

A. Declare that defendants’ conduct violates 15 U.S.C. §1, § 2, Georgia state 

law and New York state law; 

B. Restitution and/or damages to Class members for their purchases  

C. Equitable relief in the form of restitution and/or disgorgement of all 

unlawful or illegal profits received by Defendants as a result of the 

anticompetitive conduct alleged herein 

D. An injunction against Defendants, their affiliates, successors, transferees, 

assignees, and other officers, directors, partners, agents and employees 

thereof, and all other persons acting or claiming to act on their behalf or in 

concert with them, from in any manner continuing, maintaining, or renewing 

the conduct, contract, conspiracy, or combination alleged herein, or from 

entering into any other contract, conspiracy, or combination having a similar 

purpose or effect, and from adopting or following any practice, plan, program, 

or device having a similar purpose or effect;  

E. Enter judgment against defendants; 

F. Award Plaintiffs treble damages; 
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G. Award Plaintiffs pre- and post-judgment interest at the applicable rates on all 

amounts awarded; 

H. Award Plaintiffs their costs and expenses of this action, including its 

reasonable attorneys’ fees necessarily incurred in bringing and pressing this 

case, as provided in 15 U.S.C. § 15 and § 26; 

I. Grant permanent injunctive relief to prevent the recurrence of the violations 

for which redress is sought in this complaint; and 

J. Order any other such relief as the Court deems appropriate. 

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 
 

Plaintiffs’ hereby demand a trial by jury on all claims. 
 

DATED: January 25, 2018, 
 

The East Coast Law Firm 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
3904 N. Druid Hills Rd. #136 
Decatur, GA 30033 
O: (800) 515-7154 
cpm@eastcoastlawfirm.com 
service@eastcoastlawfirm.com 
 
/s/ Cecilia Perez-Matos     

      Cecilia Perez-Matos, Esq. 
      Ga. Bar No. 190918 
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VI. NATURE OF SUIT (PLACE AN “X” IN ONE BOX ONLY)

CONTRACT - "0" MONTHS DISCOVERY TRACK
150 RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENT &  
         ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENT
152 RECOVERY OF DEFAULTED STUDENT               
        LOANS (Excl. Veterans)
153 RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENT OF 
        VETERAN'S BENEFITS

CONTRACT - "4" MONTHS DISCOVERY TRACK
110 INSURANCE
120 MARINE
130 MILLER ACT
140 NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENT
151 MEDICARE ACT
160 STOCKHOLDERS' SUITS
190 OTHER CONTRACT
195 CONTRACT PRODUCT LIABILITY
196 FRANCHISE

REAL PROPERTY - "4" MONTHS DISCOVERY
TRACK

210 LAND CONDEMNATION
220 FORECLOSURE
230 RENT LEASE & EJECTMENT
240 TORTS TO LAND
245 TORT PRODUCT LIABILITY
290 ALL OTHER REAL PROPERTY

TORTS - PERSONAL INJURY - "4" MONTHS
DISCOVERY TRACK

310 AIRPLANE
315 AIRPLANE PRODUCT LIABILITY
320 ASSAULT, LIBEL & SLANDER
330 FEDERAL EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY
340 MARINE
345 MARINE PRODUCT LIABILITY
350 MOTOR VEHICLE
355 MOTOR VEHICLE PRODUCT LIABILITY
360 OTHER PERSONAL INJURY
362 PERSONAL INJURY - MEDICAL
       MALPRACTICE
365 PERSONAL INJURY - PRODUCT LIABILITY   
367 PERSONAL INJURY - HEALTH CARE/

   PHARMACEUTICAL PRODUCT LIABILITY
368 ASBESTOS PERSONAL INJURY PRODUCT          

   LIABILITY

TORTS - PERSONAL PROPERTY - "4" MONTHS
DISCOVERY TRACK

370 OTHER FRAUD
371 TRUTH IN LENDING
380 OTHER PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE       
385 PROPERTY DAMAGE PRODUCT LIABILITY   

BANKRUPTCY - "0" MONTHS DISCOVERY TRACK
422 APPEAL 28 USC 158
423 WITHDRAWAL 28 USC 157

CIVIL RIGHTS - "4" MONTHS DISCOVERY TRACK
440 OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS
441 VOTING
442 EMPLOYMENT
443 HOUSING/ ACCOMMODATIONS
445 AMERICANS with DISABILITIES -  Employment 
446 AMERICANS with DISABILITIES -  Other
448 EDUCATION 

IMMIGRATION - "0" MONTHS DISCOVERY TRACK
462 NATURALIZATION APPLICATION
465 OTHER IMMIGRATION ACTIONS

PRISONER PETITIONS - "0" MONTHS DISCOVERY
TRACK

463 HABEAS CORPUS- Alien Detainee
510 MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE
530 HABEAS CORPUS
535 HABEAS CORPUS DEATH PENALTY
540 MANDAMUS & OTHER
550 CIVIL RIGHTS - Filed Pro se
555 PRISON CONDITION(S) - Filed Pro se
560 CIVIL DETAINEE: CONDITIONS OF
       CONFINEMENT

PRISONER PETITIONS - "4" MONTHS DISCOVERY
TRACK

550 CIVIL RIGHTS - Filed by Counsel
555 PRISON CONDITION(S) - Filed by Counsel

FORFEITURE/PENALTY - "4" MONTHS DISCOVERY
TRACK

625 DRUG RELATED SEIZURE OF PROPERTY
         21 USC 881
690 OTHER

LABOR - "4" MONTHS DISCOVERY TRACK
710 FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT
720 LABOR/MGMT. RELATIONS
740 RAILWAY LABOR ACT
751 FAMILY and MEDICAL LEAVE ACT
790 OTHER LABOR LITIGATION
791 EMPL. RET. INC. SECURITY ACT

PROPERTY RIGHTS - "4" MONTHS DISCOVERY
TRACK

820 COPYRIGHTS
840 TRADEMARK

PROPERTY RIGHTS - "8" MONTHS DISCOVERY
TRACK

SOCIAL SECURITY - "0" MONTHS DISCOVERY
TRACK

861 HIA (1395ff)
862 BLACK LUNG (923)
863 DIWC (405(g))
863 DIWW (405(g))
864 SSID TITLE XVI
865 RSI (405(g))

FEDERAL TAX SUITS - "4" MONTHS DISCOVERY
TRACK

870 TAXES (U.S. Plaintiff or Defendant)
871 IRS - THIRD PARTY 26 USC 7609

OTHER STATUTES - "4" MONTHS DISCOVERY
TRACK

375 FALSE CLAIMS ACT
376 Qui Tam  31 USC 3729(a)
400 STATE REAPPORTIONMENT
430 BANKS AND BANKING
450 COMMERCE/ICC RATES/ETC.
460 DEPORTATION
470 RACKETEER INFLUENCED AND CORRUPT           

   ORGANIZATIONS
480 CONSUMER CREDIT
490 CABLE/SATELLITE TV
890 OTHER STATUTORY ACTIONS
891 AGRICULTURAL ACTS
893 ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS
895 FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT
899 ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURES ACT /

   REVIEW OR APPEAL OF AGENCY DECISION
950 CONSTITUTIONALITY OF STATE STATUTES

OTHER STATUTES - "8" MONTHS DISCOVERY
TRACK

410 ANTITRUST
850 SECURITIES / COMMODITIES / EXCHANGE

OTHER STATUTES - “0" MONTHS DISCOVERY
TRACK

896   ARBITRATION 
(Confirm / Vacate / Order / Modify)

* PLEASE NOTE DISCOVERY
TRACK FOR EACH CASE TYPE.
SEE LOCAL RULE 26.3

VII. REQUESTED IN COMPLAINT:
                                                                                                                                                                                                        
            CHECK IF CLASS ACTION UNDER F.R.Civ.P. 23 DEMAND $_____________________________
                                                                                                                               
JURY DEMAND        YES         NO  (CHECK YES ONLY IF DEMANDED IN COMPLAINT)

VIII. RELATED/REFILED CASE(S) IF ANY
                                                                                                                                                                 JUDGE_______________________________ DOCKET NO._______________________

CIVIL CASES ARE DEEMED RELATED IF THE PENDING CASE INVOLVES:  (CHECK APPROPRIATE BOX)

1. PROPERTY INCLUDED IN AN EARLIER NUMBERED PENDING SUIT.
2. SAME ISSUE OF FACT OR ARISES OUT OF THE SAME EVENT OR TRANSACTION INCLUDED IN AN EARLIER NUMBERED PENDING SUIT.
3. VALIDITY OR INFRINGEMENT OF THE SAME PATENT, COPYRIGHT OR TRADEMARK INCLUDED IN AN EARLIER NUMBERED PENDING SUIT.
4. APPEALS ARISING OUT OF THE SAME BANKRUPTCY CASE AND ANY CASE RELATED THERETO WHICH HAVE BEEN DECIDED BY THE SAME

BANKRUPTCY JUDGE.
5. REPETITIVE CASES FILED BY PRO SE LITIGANTS.
6. COMPANION OR RELATED CASE TO CASE(S) BEING SIMULTANEOUSLY FILED (INCLUDE ABBREVIATED STYLE OF OTHER CASE(S)):

7. EITHER SAME OR ALL OF THE PARTIES AND ISSUES IN THIS CASE WERE PREVIOUSLY INVOLVED IN CASE NO.          , WHICH WAS
DISMISSED.  This case          IS      IS NOT (check one box) SUBSTANTIALLY THE SAME CASE. 

   SIGNATURE OF ATTORNEY OF RECORD            DATE

830 PATENT
835 PATENT-ABBREVIATED NEW DRUG      

APPLICATIONS (ANDA) - a/k/a 
Hatch-Waxman cases

✔

✔

✔

1/25/2018
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