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(< laintiff=) 

(< efendant=). Plaintiff makes the following 

<

= supplements (the <Product =)

Specifically, Defendant’s 

’

<23[g]rams Protein=

Products’ front labels (<%DV=

the Nutrition Facts Panel (<NFP=)

Defendant’s website
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of Defendant’s 
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’

Defendant’s

Defendant’s Amazon.com

Product’s

s < g[rams] PROTEIN.=

Defendant’s Product on or about January 202
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. (< =) is a 

It is axiomatic that the amount of reported protein contained within Defendant’s 

<

Protein.=

’s

The Food and Drug Administration (<FDA=) prohibits such front label 
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is similarly unavailable for protein synthesis. A protein’s ability to support human nutritional 

requirements is known as its <quality.=

The FDA required method for measuring protein quality is called the <Protein 

Digestibility Corrected Amino Acid Score=4

Kass). It combines a protein source’s amino acid profile and it’s percent digestibility in

regulations term this the <corrected amount of protein per serving.= 21 C.F.R. § 101.9(c)(7)(ii). For 

4

they have satisfied two requirements. First, the manufacturer must calculate the <corrected amount 

of protein per serving= based on the quality of the product’s protein using the PDCAAS method. 

computation to provide <a statement of the 

corrected amount of protein per serving= in the NFP <expressed as= a percent daily value (<%DV=) 
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21 C.F.R. § 101.13(b) (<A nutrient content claim[] may not be made 

on the label…unless the claim is made in accordance with this regulation [i.e., § 101.13]…= and 

(n) (<[n]utrition labeling in accordance with § 101.8…shall be provided for any food for whi

nutrient content claim is made=); 

=nutrient content claim…on the label or in labeling of a food, provi

labeling that complies with the requirements in proposed § 101.9.=)

Cosmetic Law (the <Sherman Law=). California Health & Safety Code § 110100 (<All food 

of this state.=) The federal laws and regulations discussed herein are applicable nationwide to all 

published guidance that <Information on protein quantity alone can be misleading on foods that are 

of low protein quality.= It also explained that it was prohibiting manufacturers from

protein per serving in the NFP based on PDCAAS because <nutrition labeling must allow 
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being misled by information on only the amount of protein present.= 58 Fed. Reg. 2079 at 2101

nutrient content claim is a claim that <expressly or implicitly characterizes the level of a nutrient.= 

21 C.F.R. § 101.13(b). <Express= nutrient content claims include any statement outside the 

A manufacturer cannot make a nutrient content claim in the form of a <statement 

about the amount or percentage of a nutrient= if the statement is <false or misleading in any 

respect.= 21 C.F.R. 101.13(i)(3). If it is, then <it may not be made on the label.= 21 C.F.R. § 

<since many consumers have a limited knowledge 

that are recommended for daily consumption,= which means that <a statement declaring that the 

the amount of the nutrient consumed when it, in fact, would not.= 56 Fed. Reg.

declaration on the front panel <is viewed by the agency as an effort to market the food as a 

significant source of nutrients.= 56 Fed. Reg. 6036

101.13(c). Indeed, the Ninth Circuit has specifically held that <a requirement to state certain facts 

in the nutrition label is not a license to make that statement elsewhere on the product.= 
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, the term false has its usual meaning of <untruthful,= while the 

. Similarly, both the FDCA and California’s Sherman Law provide that a food is 

misbranded if <its labeling is false or misleading in any particular.= 

Defendant’s Products Violate the FDA and Sherman Law 

The primary protein sources in Defendant’s 

rice could theoretically reach a complete amino acid profile, Defendant’s inclusion of other 

As such, Defendant’s 

Accordingly, the < = claims on the front of the Products’ packages are 

§ 101.9(c)(7)(i). Defendant’s failure to comply with 

Defendant’s standalone, front label protein quantity claims are also misleading, and 

While pea and rice proteins can theoretically compensate for each other’s limitations (

3
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therefore prohibited under 21 § 101.13(i)(3), (b), and (n) due to Defendant’s failure to include a 

method and expressed as a %DV. Consumers have a <limited know

amount of [protein] that [is] recommended for daily consumption,= let alone an understanding of 

serving in the NFP precisely to ensure that <consumers are not misled by information on only the 

amount of protein present= in a product with low quality protein. 58 Fed. Reg. 2079 at 2101

Defendant’s failure to provide it rendered the label misleading.

Defendant’s marketing, advertising, and sale of the Products violates the 

Defendant’s marketing, advertising, and sale of the Products also violates the false 
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Defendant’s Protein Representations are False and Misleading

In addition to being unlawful, Defendant’s prominent protein claims on the front of 

Products’ packaging

reasonably expect that Defendant’s 

claimed on the front of the package. But Defendant’s 

the Products’ packaging

consumer would expect that when Defendant labels the Products as containing <23g[rams] 
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PROTEIN,= the Products would provide 

truthfulness of Defendant’s food labeling claims, especially at the point of sale. Reasonable 

efendant’s 

labels claim they do and reasonably relied on Defendant’s repr
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distinguishes the Products from its competitors’ products. Defendant knew and intended that 

higher price for its Products because consumers will pay more for the Products due to consumers’ 
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Defendant’s (the <Class=).

Judge to whom this case is assigned and the Judge’s staff.

Whether Defendant’s

in violation of California’s False Advertising Law (<FAL=), 
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California’s Consumers Legal Remedies 

Act (<CLRA=), Cal. Civ. Code §§ 1750, , and/or California’s Unfair 

Competition Law (<UCL=), Cal. Bus. & Prof. Code §§ 17200, 

Defendant’s actions and the amount thereof;

are entitled to attorney’s fees and 

in that the named Plaintiff was exposed to Defendant’s false and misleading 

marketing, purchased Defendant’s 
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Violation of California’s False Advertising Law, 

The FAL makes it <unlawful for any person…to make or disseminate or cause to be 

made or disseminated before the public in this state, … [in] any advertising device … or in any 

erning … 

personal property or those services, professional or otherwise, or … performance or disposition 

care should be known, to be untrue or misleading.= Ca

purchase Defendant’s Products.

Defendant’s wrongful conduct is ongoing and part of a general practice that is still 

Plaintiff and the Class Members seek restitution, attorneys’ fees, and all other relief 

Case 2:25-cv-05217     Document 1     Filed 06/09/25     Page 16 of 25   Page ID #:16



3

Violation of California’s Consumers Legal Remedies Act (<CLRA=), 

Civil Code § 1770(a)(5) prohibits <[r]epresenting that goods or services have 

=
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Civil § 1770(a)(7) prohibits <[r]epresenting that goods or services are of a particular 

standard, quality, or grade, or that goods are of a particular style or model, if they are of another.=

Civil § 1770(a)(9) prohibits <advertising goods or services with intent not to sell 

them as advertised.=

Defendant’s wrongful business practices constituted, and still constitute, a 

Class Members seek monetary damages from Defendant, reasonable attorneys’ fees and litigation 

Violation of California’s Unfair Competition Law, (<UCL=), 

The UCL prohibits unfair competition in the form of <any unlawful, unfair, or 

act.= Cal. Bus. & Prof. Code § 17200.  A business act or practice is <unlawful= if it violates any 

allows <a person who has suffered injury in fact and has lost money or property= to prosecute a 
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Defendant’

has violated the UCL’s proscription against engaging in Unlawful 

reference by California’s Sherman law; (ii) failing to provide a statement of the corrected 

Defendant has also violated the UCL’s proscription against engaging in 

Unfair Business Practices. Defendant’s acts, omissions, misrepresentations, practices and 
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disclosures as alleged herein also constitute <unfair= business acts and practices within the 

conduct. Defendant’s

consumers or competition results from Defendant’s conduct. Since consumers reasonably rely on 

’

v. San Fernando Valley Bar Ass’n

based on the definition of <unfair= in Section 5 of the FTC Act). Furthermore, Defendant’s 

Finally, Defendant has further violated the UCL’s proscription against engaging in 

Fraudulent Business Practices. Defendant’s claims, omissions, and misleading statements, as more 

Class Members seek restitution, attorneys’ fees, and all other relief that the Court deems proper.
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and the Class Members’ purchases of the Products. Retention of those monies under these 

Because Defendant’s retention of the non
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place they would have been in had Defendant’s

Defendant’s unjust enrichment, Plaintiff and the Clas

disgorgement and restitution of Defendant’s wrongful profits, revenue, and benefits, plus interest, 

deems just and proper to remedy Defendant’s unjust enrichment

Defendant’s representations were part of the basis of the bargains upon which the 
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As a direct and proximate result of Defendant’s breach, Plaintiff and the Class 

including attorneys’ fees, as allowed by law

naming Plaintiff as a representative of the Class; and naming Plaintiff’s attorneys as 

For an order awarding Plaintiff and the Class their reasonable attorneys’ fees, expenses, 
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