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11766 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 750 
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Telephone:  (310) 500-2090 
Facsimile: (310) 500-2091 
 
SARAH L. BREW (Pro Hac Vice Forthcoming) 
sarah.brew@FaegreBD.com 
RORY F. COLLINS (Pro Hac Vice Forthcoming) 
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2200 Wells Fargo Center 
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Telephone:  (612) 766-7000 
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Attorneys for Defendant 
BLUE APRON, LLC 
 

 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA  
 

KEEFE FERRANDINI, an 
individual; on behalf of herself and 
all others similarly situated, 
 

Plaintiff, 
 

vs.  
 
BLUE APRON, LLC; and DOES 1 
through 10, inclusive, 
 

Defendant. 
 

 Case No.   
 
[Los Angeles County Superior Court, 
Case No. 19STCV32164] 
 
NOTICE OF REMOVAL BY 
DEFENDANT BLUE APRON, LLC, 
PURSUANT TO 28 U.S.C. § 1332(d) 
 
[DIVERSITY JURISDICTION 
UNDER CLASS ACTION FAIRNESS 
ACT] 
 
Complaint filed: September 11, 2019 
Date Removed: October 23, 2019 
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 PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Defendant Blue Apron, LLC (“Blue Apron”) 

hereby removes the above-captioned state court action from Los Angeles County 

Superior Court, Case No. 19-ST-CV-32164 (the “Action”), to this Court pursuant to 

28 U.S.C. § § 1441 and 1446.  The grounds for removal are as follows: 

1. A defendant has a right of removal where an action is brought in a state 

court over which the district court has original jurisdiction. 

2. This Court has original jurisdiction over this action pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 

§ 1332(d), and the action may be removed to this Court under 28 U.S.C. § 1441 

because (1) the Action is brought on behalf of a putative class consisting of more than 

100 members; (2) minimal diversity exists between the parties; and (3) the amount in 

controversy exceeds $5,000,000. 

3. Venue is proper in this district because Los Angeles County Superior 

Court is within the Central District of California, and Blue Apron has complied with 

the procedural requirements of 28 U.S.C. § 1446.  

BACKGROUND 

4. On September 23, 2019, Plaintiff served a Summons and Complaint on 

Blue Apron.  A true and correct copy of that Summons and Complaint is attached 

hereto as Exhibit A.   

5. Plaintiff alleges in her Complaint that Blue Apron misrepresented that its 

meals delivered to its subscribers contain “responsibly sourced, quality ingredients,” 

“higher-quality ingredients,” or “highest-quality ingredients” because one of the meals 
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she received included an ingredient that later was the subject of a voluntary recall 

“due to the potential presence of Salmonella bacteria.”  (Compl. ¶¶ 10, 13–14.)   

6. Plaintiff brings this Action on behalf of herself and a proposed class 

defined to include “[a]ll persons or entities who purchased Defendant’s Salmonella 

contaminated food in California.”  (Id. ¶ 17.)   

7. Plaintiff asserts claims under California’s Consumer Legal Remedies 

Act, Cal. Civ. Code § 1750 et seq.; Song-Beverly Consumer Warranty Act, Cal. Civ. 

Code §§ 1792 and 1791.1; and Unfair Competition Law, Cal. Bus. & Prof. Code 

§ 17200 et seq.  (Compl. ¶¶ 26–45.)  She seeks compensatory damages and/or 

restitution, punitive damages. injunctive relief, and attorneys’ fees.  (Id. at 9 (Prayer 

for Relief).)   

REMOVAL IS PROPER IN THIS CASE 

I. THE COURT HAS ORIGINAL JURISDICTION PURSUANT TO CAFA, 
28 U.S.C. § 1332(D). 
 
8. Under the Class Action Fairness Act (“CAFA”), 28 U.S.C. § 1332(d), 

federal district courts have original jurisdiction over any putative class action in which 

(1) there are at least 100 putative class members, (2) any putative class member is a 

citizen of a state different from any defendant, and (3) the aggregated claims of the 

members of the putative class exceed $5 million.  See Jordan v. Nationstar Mortg., 

LLC, 781 F.3d 1178, 1182 (9th Cir. 2015); 28 U.S.C. § 1332(d).  Here, all three 

requirements are met.  
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a. The putative class consists of more than 100 members. 

9. CAFA defines “class action” as “any civil action filed under rule 23 of 

the Rules of Civil Procedure or similar state statute or rule of judicial procedure 

authorizing an action to be brought by 1 or more representative persons as a class 

action.” 28 U.S.C. § 1332(d)(1)(B).  

10. Here, the Complaint is titled “Class Action Complaint” and is brought by 

Plaintiff on behalf of herself and “all others similarly situated.”  (Compl. at 1.)  Under 

the heading “Numerosity of the Class,” Plaintiff does not estimate the number of class 

members but alleges that the class members are “so numerous that joinder is 

impracticable.”  (Id. ¶ 20.) 

11. Blue Apron sold meal kits containing the recalled tahini product to more 

than 100 customers in California.  (See Declaration of John O’Hara in Support of 

Notice of Removal ¶ 4.)   

12. By a preponderance of the evidence, the putative class consists of more 

than 100 members.  

b. Minimal diversity exists between the parties.  

13. CAFA requires that only “minimal diversity” exist; that is, the 

citizenship of at least one putative class member must differ from that of at least one 

defendant. See 28 U.S.C. §§ 1332(d)(2)(A). 

14. The Complaint alleges that Plaintiff is a citizen of California and a 

resident of Los Angeles County.  (Compl. ¶ 6.)  Plaintiff both resides in California 
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and, upon information and belief, has the intention to remain there.  Plaintiff brings 

this instant class action on behalf of all persons purchased Defendant’s Salmonella 

contaminated food in California,” (id. ¶ 17), further establishing her California 

residence.  Because Plaintiff is domiciled in California, she is a citizen of California 

for purposes of determining diversity.   

15. For purposes of diversity of citizenship, a business organized as a 

corporation is “deemed to be a citizen of a State by which it has been incorporated” 

and also a citizen “of the State where it has its principal place of business.”  

Wachovia Bank v. Schmidt, 546 U.S. 303, 306 (2006) (citing U.S.C. 28 § 1332(c)(1)).  

A business organized as an unincorporated limited liability corporation is deemed to 

be a citizen of the State of each of its members.  See Johnson v. Columbia Properties 

Anchorage, LP, 437 F.3d 894, 899 (9th Cir. 2006) (“[A]n LLC is a citizen of every 

state of which its owners/members are citizens.”); Americold Realty Trust v. Conagra 

Foods, Inc., 136 S. Ct. 1012, 1016 (2016) (“So long as ... an entity is unincorporated, 

we apply our ‘oft-repeated rule’ that it possesses the citizenship of all its members.”).  

16. Defendant Blue Apron, LLC is a limited liability company whose sole 

member is Blue Apron Holdings, Inc.  Blue Apron Holdings, Inc. is a corporation 

organized and existing under the laws of the State of Delaware and maintains its 

principal place of business in the State of New York. Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 

§ 1332(c)(1), Blue Apron Holdings, Inc. is deemed a citizen of both Delaware and 

New York.  Because a limited liability corporation is deemed to be a citizen of the 
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State of each of its members, Blue Apron LLC is deemed a citizen of both Delaware 

and New York.   

17. Defendants “Does 1 through 10” are fictitious names and are thus 

disregarded for purposes of determining diversity.  28 U.S.C. § 1441(b)(1).  

18. CAFA’s minimal diversity requirement is satisfied because Plaintiff and 

Blue Apron are citizens of different “States.”  See 28 U.S.C. §§ 1332(d)(2)(A). 

c. The amount in controversy requirement is satisfied.  

19. This Action meets CAFA’s amount-in-controversy requirement because 

Plaintiff’s Complaint seeks relief that, in the aggregate, exceeds CAFA’s $5 million 

jurisdictional threshold. 

20. Under CAFA, the “claims of the individual class members must be 

aggregated.”  28 U.S.C. § 1332(d)(6).  “[T]he [CAFA] statute tells the District Court 

to determine whether it has jurisdiction by adding up the value of the claim of each 

person who falls within the . . . proposed class and determine whether the resulting 

sum exceeds $5 million.”  Standard Fire Ins. Co. v. Knowles, 133 S. Ct. 1345, 1348 

(2013).  If the Court is uncertain whether the amount in controversy exceeds $5 

million, then “the court should err in favor of exercising jurisdiction over the case.”  S. 

Rep. No. 109-14, at 42 (2005). 

21. A notice of removal “need include only a plausible allegation that the 

amount in controversy exceeds the jurisdictional threshold.”  Dart Cherokee Basin 

Operating Co. LLC v. Owens, 135 S. Ct. 547, 554 (2014).  Evidence is only required 
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if “the plaintiff contests, or the court questions, the defendant’s allegation.”  Id. 

22. Although the Complaint does not demand a specific dollar amount in 

damages, the preponderance of the evidence demonstrates that the matter in 

controversy with respect to aggregated claims of the proposed class exceeds 

$5,000,000.  See 28 U.S.C. § 1446(c)(2)(B) (requisite amount in controversy may be 

demonstrated by “preponderance of the evidence”). 

23. Plaintiff seeks restitution of amounts California consumers paid to Blue 

Apron, “including but not limited to, the cost of the food, the cost of replacement, 

and/or medical expenses.”   (Compl. ¶ 39; id. at 9–10 (Prayer for Relief).)  As 

described in the O’Hara Declaration filed in support of this Notice of Removal, the 

sales of Blue Apron meals in California that contained the recalled tahini product 

exceeded $1.5 million.  (See O’Hara Decl. ¶ 4.)  Thus, the restitution amount in 

controversy exceeds $1.5 million.  

24. Plaintiff also seeks, on behalf of herself and the proposed class, 

compensatory damages such as cost of replacement and/or medical expenses, punitive 

damages, injunctive relief, and attorneys’ fees (which Plaintiff may recover if she 

prevails on either her CLRA or Song-Beverly Consumer Warranty Act claims, see 

Cal. Civ. Code § 1780(e); Cal. Civ. Code § 1794(d)).  (Compl. at 9–10.)  Each of 

these amounts should be considered with respect to the amount in controversy.  

Fritsch v. Swift Transportation Co. of Arizona, LLC, 899 F.3d 785, 793 (9th Cir. 

2018) (“Among other items, the amount in controversy includes damages 
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(compensatory, punitive, or otherwise), the costs of complying with an injunction, and 

attorneys’ fees awarded under fee-shifting statutes or contract.”).    

25. Replacement food would likely equal the cost of the Blue Apron meals, 

and medical expenses would also be substantial.  Thus, the compensatory damages at 

issue equal (if not exceed) the restitution amount, bringing the total amount in 

controversy to at least $3 million.   

26. A punitive damages award could equal (if not exceed) the compensatory 

damages, bringing the total amount at issue to at least $4.5 million.  See Bayol v. 

Zipcar, Inc., 2015 WL 4931756, at *9 (N.D. Cal. Aug. 18, 2015) (in putative 

consumer class action alleging violations of the CLRA and UCL, using a 

“conservative 1:1 ratio for punitive to compensatory damages, and using Zipcar’s 

estimate of late fees collected from California residents as a conservative estimate of 

compensatory damages,” for amount-in-controversy analysis).   

27. A reasonable attorneys’ fee award would be 25% of the class award’s 

common fund (including restitution, compensatory and punitive damages), which 

would bring the total amount at issue to at least $5.6 million.  See id. at 10 (using 25% 

of total damages as the “benchmark estimate” of attorneys’ fees for amount-in-

controversy analysis).   

28. The costs of complying with an injunction, which could require Blue 

Apron to modify its marketing, advertising, and packaging, could amount to several 

hundred thousand dollars.   
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29.  Together, the amounts put in controversy by Plaintiff’s request for class-

wide restitution, compensatory damages, punitive damages, injunctive relief, and 

attorneys’ fees will, by a preponderance of the evidence, exceed $5,000,000.  See id. 

(where compensatory damages were estimated at $2.8 million, finding that addition of 

punitive damages, attorneys’ fees, and cost of injunctive relief raised total amount in 

controversy above $7 million).  Accordingly, CAFA’s amount in controversy 

requirement is satisfied.  See 28 U.S.C. § 1332(d)(2).   

d. No CAFA exceptions apply. 

30. This action does not fall within any exclusion to removal jurisdiction 

under 28 U.S.C. § 1332(d) and Plaintiff has the burden of proving otherwise. See 

Serrano v. 180 Connect, Inc., 478 F.3d 1018, 1021 (9th Cir. 2007). 

II. THE PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS FOR REMOVAL ARE 
SATISFIED. 
 
31. This Notice of Removal is filed with this Court within 30 days after 

Plaintiff served Blue Apron with the Complaint and is therefore timely pursuant to 28 

U.S.C. § 1446(b)(1).   

32. The United States District Court for the Central District of California is 

the federal judicial district encompassing the Los Angeles County Superior Court, 

where Plaintiff originally filed this suit, making this the proper federal district for 

removal of this case to federal court.  28 U.S.C. § 1441(a).   

33. Attached as Exhibit B is a copy of all process, pleadings, papers, or 

orders that have been filed in this action in the Los Angeles County Superior Court.   
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34. Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1446(d), Blue Apron will promptly file a copy of 

this Notice of Removal with the clerk of the Los Angeles County Superior Court and 

will serve a copy of same upon counsel for Plaintiff.  

III. NON-WAIVER OF DEFENSES. 

35. If any question arises as to the propriety of the removal of this action, or 

in the event the Court considers remand sua sponte, Defendant requests the 

opportunity to brief any disputed issues and to present oral argument in support of its 

position that this action is properly removable.  See Dart Cherokee Basin Operating 

Co., 135 S. Ct. at 554. 

36. Nothing in this Notice of Removal shall be interpreted as a waiver or 

relinquishment of Defendant’s right to assert any defense or affirmative matter, 

including, without limitation, the defenses of (a) lack of jurisdiction over the person; 

(b) improper venue; (c) insufficiency of process; (d) insufficiency of service of 

process; (e) improper joinder of claims and/or parties; (f) failure to state a claim; (g) 

failure to join an indispensable party(ies); (h) lack of standing; or (i) any other 

procedural or substantive defense available under state or federal law.  

37. Blue Apron reserves the right to amend or supplement this Notice of 

Removal. 

/// 
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WHEREFORE, Defendant hereby removes the above-captioned case to this Court.   

Dated:  October 23, 2019 FAEGRE BAKER DANIELS LLP 
 
 
 
       /s/ Rita Mansuryan 
 TARIFA B. LADDON 

RITA MANSURYAN 
 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BLUE APRON, LLC 
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S U M MON S FOR COURT USE ONLY 
rS010 PARA USO bELA CORM 

(CITACION JUDICIAL) 

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT: CONFORMED COPY 
(AVlSO AL DEMANDADO): ORIGtNAL FILED 

Superior Court ef Califomia 
BLUE APRON, LLC; and DOES 1 through 10, inclusive County of Los i4noeles 

SEP 112019 
YOU ARE BE1NG SUED BY PLAINTIFF: 
(LO ESTi4 DEMANDANDO EL DEMANDANTE): Sherri R. Calter, Executive OffisedClerk of 

KEEFE FERRANDINI, an individual; on behalf of herself and all others By: Isaac Lovo, Deputy 
similarly situated 

NOTICEI You have been sued. The court may decide against you wlthout your being heard unless you respond within 30 days. Read the informalion 
beiow. 

You heve 30 CALENDAR DAYS after this summons and legal papers are served on you to file a written response at this court and have a copy 
served an the plaintiff. A letter or phone call will not protecl you. Your written response must be In proper legal form If you want the court to hear your 
case. There may be a court form lhat you can use for your response. You can tind these court forms and more informelion at the Californle Courts 
Onllne Self-Help Center (www,courttnfo.ca.gov/seilhe/p),  your county law library, or lhe courthouse nearest you. If you cannot pay the filing fee, ask 
Ihe courl clerk for a fee waiver form. If you do not Ole your response on lirne, you may lose the case by default, and your wages, money, and property 
may be taken without further warning from Ihe court. 

There are other legal requlrements. You may want to call an attomey right away. If you do not know an attomey, you mey went to call an attomey 
referral service. If you cannot afford an aftomey, you may be eligibie for free legal servlces from a nonproflt legal servlces program. You can locate 
these nonprotit groups at the Cailfornia Legal Services Web site (www.lawhelpcalHom/a,org), the CaUfomfa Courts Online Seif-Help Center 
(www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfie/p),  or by contacUng your local court or county bar associaUon. NOTE: The court has a statutory Ilen for waived fees and 
costs on any settlement or erbilretlon award of $10,000 or more In a civil case. The courrs ilen must be paid before the court will dismiss the case. 
tAVtsOt Lo hen demandado. St no responde dentro de 30 dlas, 1a corte puede dectdlr en su contra sin escuohar su versidn, Lea /a lnformaat6n a 
continuaclbn. 

Tiene 30 DIAS DE CALENDARIO despuBs de que le entreguen esta citac/dn y pape/es legales para presentar une respuesta por escnto an esta 
corte y hacer qua se entregue una cop/a al demandante. Une carta o una Ilameda te/efdn/ca no lo protegen. Su respuasta por escrito t/ene que estar 
en fonnato lega/ com3cto sl desea que procesen su caso en /a corte. Es poslb/e que haya un formularfo que usted pueda usar para su respuesta. 
Puede encontrar estos fomtu/arlos de la corte y mhs Informae/6n en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes de Caltfomla (www.sucorte.ca.gov), en la 
biblloteca de layes de su crondado o en /a corle que !e quede mAs certa. St no puede pagar/a cuata de presentac)dn, plda a/ secretario de /a corte 
que le dd un formularfo de exencl6n de pago de cuofas. St no presenta su respuesta a f/empo, puede perder et caso por/ncumptlmlento y/e corte la 
podrr3 quitar su sue/do, dlrrero y b/enes sin m6s adverterrcia. 

Hay otros requlsitas /egales. Es recomendabie que llame a un abogado Inmedlatamente. Si no conace a un abagado, puede llamer a un serv/cio de 
remisl6n a abogados. Si no puede pagar a un abogado, es posible que cumpla cron los requisitos pera obtener servlclos legales gratultes de un 
programa de serviclos legales sln llnes de lucro. Puede encontrar estos grupoa s/n I/nes de fucro en el slt/o web de Caltfornta Lega/ Servloes, 
(unvw.lawhelpcalifornia.org), en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cories de Callfom/a, (www.sucorte.ca.gov) o ponidndose en contacto con !a carte o el 
co/egto de abogadas loca/es. AVISO: Por ley, la corte tlene derecho a recfamarles cuotas y los costos exentos por /mponer un gravamen sobre 
cue/qulern3cuperaclbn de $10, 000 6 mr;s de velorredblda mediente un acuerdo o una conces/dn de arbitraje en un caso de derecho civll. Tlene que 
pagare/ gravamen de !a corte entes de que !a corte pueda desecher el caso. 

The name and address of the court is: CAse NU~a~~ ~~~ 
(El nombre y direcci6n de !a corte es): Los Angeles County Superior Court tN''"'e  ° 321 64 
312 North Spring Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 .Y 

The name, address, and telephone number of plainfifPs attomey, or plaintiff without an attomey, is: 
(EI nombre, !a direccfbn y el ntimero de tel8fono del abogado def demandante, o del demandante que no tiene abogado, es): 
Haffner Law PC, 445 S. Figueroa Street, Suite 2625, Los Angeles, CA 90071. (213) 514-5681 

DATE: - S-EP 1 1'L'ftuig SHERRI R. CARTER Clerk, by to~~ 
Deputy 

(Feche) (Secratario) (Adjunto) 

(For proof of service of this summons, use Proof of Service of Summons (form POS-010).) 
(Para prueba de entrega de esta citaN6n use e1 formu/arfo Proof of Service of Summons, (POS-010)). 

NOTICE TO THE PERSON SERVED: You are served 
1. 0 as an individual defendant. 
2. as the person sued under the fictittous name of (specffy): 

-z-Av& , -_c. 
3, on behalf of (specify): 

under. CCP 416.10 (corporation) 0 CCP 416.60 (minor) 
0 CCP 416.20 (defunct corporation) CCP 416.70 (conservatee) 
~] CCP 416.40 (association or partnership) CC P 416.90 (authorized person) 

other (specify): 
4. by personal delivery on (date) 

~ 
: ~ 0 I~~~ I C 

Pa90 

Form Adopled for Mandelory Uaa SUMMONS t I ( Code of CMI Procedure §§ 41220, 486 
Judidal Catxxll of CaINorNa www.murflnro.ce.gov  

SUM-100 lRev. July 1, 20091 

fsEAL) 

r . 
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Joshua H. Haffner, Esq. SBN 188652 
ihh(a.haffnerlawyers.com  
Graham G. Lambert, Esq. SBN 303056 
glna,haffnerlavwers.com  
HAFFNER LAW PC 
445 Sout,h Figueroa Street, Suite 2625 
Los Angeles, Californi:a 90071 
Telephone: (213) 514-5681 
Facsimile: (213) 514-5682 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Keefe Ferrandini 
and alI others similarly situated 

KEEFE FERRANDINI, an individual; on 
behalf of herself and ali others similarly 
situated, 

Plaintiffs, 

V. 

UULlJL L"1PD VLV, LLCj aad DOES 1 tbirough 
10, inclusive, 

Defendants. 

CONFORMED COPY 
ORIGINAL FILED 

Superior Court ®} Califomia 
Countv of Los AnnPtes 

SEP 112019 
Sherri R. Carter, Executive Ufficer/Cferk of Coun 

By: Isaac Lovo, Deputy 

Case No. 19 S T C V3 2# 6 4 
CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT FOR: 

(1) VIOLATION OF CONSUMER 
LEGAL REMEDIES ACT; 

(2) BREACIi OF IIVIPLIED 
WARRANTY; AND 

(3) UNFAIR BUSINESS PRACTICES. 

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

~y~a~ 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

- 1 - 
CLASS ACTION COMPLA.INT 
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1 Plaintiff Keefe FeiTandini ("Plaintiff') brings this class action against Defendant Blue 

2 Apron, LLC and Does 1 through 10 (collectively "Defendant"), and respectfully alleges the 

3 following: 

4 NATURE OF TI3E ACTION 

5 1. This is a California statewide class action for violation of the Consumer Legal 

6 Remedies Act ("CLRA"), Breach of Warranty, and Unfair Business Practices, arising out of 

7 Defendants' provision of Salmonella-contaminated meals to its customers. 

g 2. Defendant provides pre-prepared meals to the public, and advertising on its 

9 website and elsewhere that its food and meals as "responsibly sourced, quality ingredients." This 

10 advertising is false and misleading, as Defendants fail and failed to take proper steps to ensure 

11 that is ingredients were quality ingredients, and not contaminated with Salmonella. 

12 3. Plaintiff was Defendant's customer, and purchased and consumed Salmonella- 

13 contaminated meals from Defendant. Although Defendant has acknowledged its food was 

14 contaminated with Salmonella, it has offered no refund to its customers, and has rejected 

15 Plaintiff's demand for remedial action pursuant to the CLRA. 

16 4. Plaintiff seeks for herself and the Class compensatory damages, punitive damages, 

17 and restitution. 

18 JURISDICTION AND VENLTE 

19 5. This Court has jurisdiction over the entire action by virtue of the fact that this is a 

20 civil action wherein the matter in controversy, exclusive of interest and costs, exceeds the 

21 jurisdictional rriinimum of the Court. The acts and omissions complained of in this action took 

22 place in the State of California. Venue is proper because this is a class action, the acts and/or 

23 omissions complained of took place, in whole or in part within the venue of this Court. 

24 PARTIES 

25 6. Plaintiff Keefe Ferrandini, was, at all relevant times, a citizen of the State of 

26 California, and resident in the County of Los Angeles. 

27 7. Defendant Blue Apron, LLC was, at all relevant times, a Company doing business 

28 in the County of Los Angeles, State of California. 
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1 8. Plaintiff is currently ignorant of the true names and capacities, whether individual, 

2 corporate, associate, or otherwise, of the defendants sued herein under the fictitious names Does 1 

3 tluough 10, inclusive, and therefore sue such defendants by such fictitious names. Plaintiff will 

4 seek leave to amend this complaint to allege the ti-ue names and capacities of said fictitiously 

5 named defendants when their true names and capacities have been ascertained. Plaintiff is 

6 informed and believe and thereon alleges that each of the fictitiously named defendants is legally 

7 responsible in some manner for the events and occurrences alleged herein, and for the damages 

8 suffered by the Class. 

9 9. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that all defendants, including 

10 the fictitious Doe defendants, were at all relevant times acting as actual agents, conspirators, 

11 ostensible agents, alter egos, partners and/or joint venturers and/or employees of all other 

12 defendants, and that all acts alleged herein occurred within the course and scope of said agency, 

13 employment, partnership, and joint venture, conspiracy or enterprise, and with the express and/or 

14 implied permission, knowledge, consent authorization and ratification of their co-defendants; 

15 however, each of these allegations are deemed "alternative" theories whenever not doing so 

16 would result in a contradiction with other allegations. 

17 FACTS COMMON TO ALL CAUSES OF ACTION 

18 10. Defendant operates a company that provides and delivers pre-made meals to the 

19 public. Defendant advertises their meals, including on their website, as premier, healthy meals, I 

20 and promises they are "responsibly sourced, quality ingredients." Defendant markets on their I 

21 website that they partner with farmers "to raise the highest-quality ingredients," creating "better 

22 standards for growing food and raising animals," and this means "higher quality ingredients." 

23 11. Defendant represented and advertised that their meals were safe for intended use, 

24 including consumption. 

25 12. When subscribing to Defendant's services, Plaintiff reviewed Defendant's website 

26 and relied on the representations made, including the representations regarding Defendant's 

27 responsibly sourced, quality ingredients. 

28 
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1 13, In or about November 2018, Plaintiff purchased, received fiom Defendant, and 

2 served to her family and consumed herself, a meal called "Dukkah-Spiced Beef and Couscous." 

3 Plaintiff used Defendant's food as it is intended, and because of the Salmonella contamination, 

4 the food provided by Defendant was not fit for human consumption or its ordinary purpose. 

5 14, On November 27, 2018, Plaintiff received an email with the subject line "Sesame 

6 Tahini Supplier Recall." The email stated that "one of our suppliers is conducting a voluntary 

7 recall of its sesame tahini product due to the potential presence of Salmonella bacteria." 

8 (Attached as Exhibit A to this complaint is a true and correct copy of the November 27, 2018 

9 email Plaintiff received from Defendant.) Defendant's email stated that if the meal had been 

10 consumed, "immediately consult your healthcare provider if you have any concerns." Receipt of 

11 the letter caused foreseeable distress and anxiety to Plaintiff. 

12 15. Defendant did not offer to provide any refund for the meals they provided which 

13 were contaminated with Salmonella. 

14 16. Defendant failed to warn consumers of the danger of the potential danger from the 

15 Salmonella contaminated food they provided. Defendants' meals contaminated with Salmonella 

16 were defective and unsafe, and the defect is a safety hazard. 

17 CLASS ALLEGATIONS 

18 17. Plaintiff brings this action on behalf of herself, and on behalf of all others similarly 

19 situated, and as a member of the Class defined as follows: All persons or entities who purchased 

20 Defendant's Salmonella contaminated food in California. 

21 18. Plaintiff reserves the right to amend or otherwise alter the class definitions 

22 presented to the Court at the appropriate time, or to propose or eliminate sub-classes, in response 

23 to facts learned through discovery, legal arguments advanced by Defendant or otherwise. 

24 19. This action has been brought and may be properly maintained as a class action 

25 pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedure § 382 and other applicable laws. 

26 20. Numerosity of the Class:  Members of the Class are so numerous that their 

27 individual joinder is impracticable. The precise number of Class members and their addresses are 

28 known to PlaintifF or will be known to Plaintiff through discovery. Class members may be 
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1 notified of the pendency of this action by mail, electronic mail, the Internet, or published notice. 

2 21. Fxistence of Predominance of Common Questions of Fact and Law:  Common 

3 questions of law and fact exist as to all members of the Class. These questions predominate over 

4 any questions affecting only individual Class members. These common legal and factual 

5 questions include: 

6 a. VJhether Defendant's Salmonella contaminated food is defective because it contains a 

7 bacteria that causes illness; 

8 b. Whether Defendant violated Civil Code § 1770(a)(5) or the CLRA; 

9 c. Whether Defendants violated Civil Code § 1770(a)(7) or the CLRA; 

10 d. Whether Defendant violated Civil Code § 1770(a)(9) or the CLRA.; 

11 e. Whether Defendant's Salmonella contaminated food breached the implied warranty 

12 of inerchantability; 

13 f. Whether Defendant's conduct in connection with their Salmonella contaminated food .. 

14 is an unlawful business practice; 

15 g. The nature and extent of class-wide injury and the measure of damages for the injury. 

16 22. Typicality:  Plaintiff s claims are typical of the claims of the members of the 

17 classes she represents because Plaintiff used Defendant's Salmonella contaminated food, and was 

18 injured by it and unable to use it because of a common defect. Plaintiff and the members of the 

19 classes she represents sustained the same or similar types of damages and losses. 

20 23. Adeguacy:  Plaintiff is an adequate representative of the Class she seeks to 

21 represent because lier interests do not conflict with the interests of the members of the subclasses 

22 Plairitiff seeks to represent. Plaintiff has retained counsel competent and experienced in complex 

23 class action litigation and Plaintiff intends to prosecute this action vigorously. The interests of 

24 members of each Class will be fairly and adequately protected by Plaintiff and her counsel. 

25 24. Superiority and Substantial Benefit:  The class action is superior to other 

26 available means for the fair and efficient adjudication of Plaintiff and the Class members' claims. 

27 The damages suffered by each individual Class member may be limited. Damages of such 

28 magnitude are small given the burden and expense of individual prosecution of the complex and 
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1 extensive litigation necessitated by Defendant's conduct. Further, it would be virtually 

2 impossible for the Class members to redress the wrongs done to them on an individual basis. Even 

3 if inembers of the Class themselves could afford such individual litigation, the court system could 

4 not. Individualized litigation increases the delay and expense to all parties and the court system, 

5 due to the complex legal and factual issues of the case. By contrast, the class action device 

6 presents far fewer management difficulties, and provides the benefits of single adjudication, 

7 economy of scale, and comprehensive supervision by a single court. 

8 25. The Class(es) should also be certified because: 

9 a. The prosecution of separate actions by individual members of the Class would 

10 create a risk of inconsistent or varying adjudications with respect to individual Class members 

11 which would establish incompatible.standards of conduct for Defendants; 

12 b. The prosecution of separate actions by individual members of the Class would 

13 create a risk of adjudication with respect to them, which would, as a practical matter, be 

14 dispositive of the interests of the other Class members not parties to the adjudications, or 

15 substantially impair or impede their ability to protect their interests; and 

16 c. Defendants have acted or refused to act on grounds generally applicable to the 

17 Class, and/or the general public, thereby making appropriate fmal and injunctive relief with 

18 respect to the Classes as a whole. 

19 FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 

20 (Violation of Consumer Legal Remedies Act) 
(By Plaintiff and all class members against all Defendants) 

21 26. Plaintiff re-alleges, and incorporates by reference, the preceding paragraphs of this 

22 Complaint, as though fully set forth herein. 

23 27. This cause of action is brought under the Consumer Legal Remedies Act, 

24 California Civil Code § 1750 et seq. Plaintiff and members of the Class are consumers as defined 

25 by California Civil Code § 1761(d). The food provided by Defendant at issue are goods and/or 

26 services within the meaning of Civil Code §1761(a). 

27 

28 
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1 28. Defendant violated and continue to violate the CLRA by engaging in the following 

2 practices proscribed by California Civil Code § 1770(a) in transactions with Plaintiff and members 

3 of the Class, which were intended to result in, and did result in, the sale of food to Plaintiff and 

4 members of the Class: 

5 a. Representing that goods . . . have . . . characteristics, . . . [or] uses . . . which they do 

6 not have, in violation of Civil Code § 1770(a)(5); 

7 b. Representing that goods ... are of a particular standard ..., if they are of another, in 

8 violation of Civil Code § 1770(a)(7); and 

9 c. Advertising goods or services with intent not to se11 them as advertised, in 

10 violation of Civil Code § 1770(a)(9). 

11 29. Defendant have undertaken unfair methods of competition and unfair or deceptive- 

12 acts or practices in transactions intended to result or which results in the sale of goods and/or 

13 services to a consumer, as alleged herein. 

14 30. As a result of the employment by Defendants of the above-alleged methods, acts, 

15 and practices, Plaintiff and the class suffered damage within the meaning of Civil Code § 1780(a), 

16 entitling them to injunctive relief. Pursuant to Civil Code § 1782(d), Plaintiff and the class further 

17 seek compensatory damages and/or restitution, and, in light of Defendants' willful and/or 

18 conscious disregard of the safety and rights of Plaintiff and the class, Plaintiff and the class also 

19 intend to seek an award of punitive damages. 

20 31. Pursuant to Civil Code § 1782(a), Plaintiff provided notice to Defendants of the 

21 above-alleged methods, acts, and practices more than 30 days prior to the initiation of this 

22 lawsuit. 

23 32. As a proximate result of Defendants' violations of the CLRA, Plaintiff and the 

24 Class request that Defendants be enj oined from engaging in the aforementioned conduct in 

25 violation of the CLRA. 

26 

27 

28 
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SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 
1 (Breach Of Implied Warranty) 

2 
(By Plaintiff and all class members against all Defendants) 

33. Plaintiff re-alleges, and incorporates by reference, the preceding paragraphs of this 
3 

4 
Complaint, as though fully set forth herein. 

34. This cause of action is brought under Song-Beverly Consumer Warranty Act, Civil 
5 

Code §§1792 and 1791.1. 
6 

35. Defendant was at all times the manufacturer, distributor, warrantor, or seller of the 
7 

8 
food products at issue in this action. Defendant knew or should have know of the use for which 

9 
the food was purchased. However, the food was not fit for its ordinary purpose because it was 

contaminated with Salmonella bacteria, which carried a risk and had a propensity to cause or 
10 

11 
potentially cause injury. 

12 
36. Defendant impliedly warranted that the food was of inerchantable quality and fit 

for its intended use. This implied warranty included, among other things: (i) a warranty that the 
13 

food supplied, distributed, and/or sold by Defendant was safe for consumption; and (ii) a warranty 
14 

that the food would be fit for its intended use. 
15 

16 
37. Contrary to the applicable implied warranties, the food, at the time of sale and 

thereafter, was not f t for its ordinary and intended purpose. Instead, it was dangerous and 
17 

defective because it was contaminated with Salmonella bacteria. 
18 

38. Defendant's actions complained of herein breached the implied warranty that the 
19 

20 
food it provided was of inerchantable quality and fit for use as safe and reliable food, in violation 

of Civil Code §§ 1792 and 1791.1. 
21 

39. As a result of Defendants' breaches, Plaintiff and the Class members have suffered 
22 

23 
damages and/or are entitled to restitution, including but not limited to, the cost of the food, the . 

24 
cost of replacement, and/or medical expenses. 

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 
25 VIOLATION OF CALIFORNIA'S UNFAIR COMPETITION ACT 

26 (By Plaintiff and all class members against all Defendants) 

27 
40. Plaintiff re-alleges, and incorporates by reference, the preceding paragraphs of this 

28 
Complaint, as though fully set forth herein. 
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1 41. This cause of action is brought by Plaintiff and the Class under California Business 

2 & Professions Code § 17200, et seq. (the "UCL"). Section 17200 of the UCL prohibits any 

3 unlawful, unfair, or fraudulent business practices. 

4 42. Through the actions alleged herein, Defendant has engaged in unfair competition 

5 within the meaning of the UCL. Defendant's conduct, as alleged herein, constitutes unlawful, 

6 unfair, and/or fraudulent business practices under the UCL. 

7 43. Defendant's unlawful conduct includes, but is not limited to, violation of the 

8 CLRA, Song-Beverly Consumer Warranty Act, and laws regarding warranties. Defendant's 

9 fraudulent conduct, includes, but is not limited to, failing to disclose or warn about the safety 

10 hazard associated with Defendant's food, misrepresenting its characteristics, uses, and/or 

11 standards, and representing that it was safe and of inerchantable quality free of defects. 

12 Defendants unfair conduct includes, but is not limited to, distributing Salmonella contaminated 

13 food in California, as alleged herein. 

14 44. Plaintiff has standing to assert this claim because she has suffered injury in fact 

15 and has lost money paying towards food provided by Defendant which was contaminated with 

16 Salmonella bacteria. 

17 45. Plaintiff and the Class seek restitutionary disgorgement from Defendant, and an 

18 injunction prohibiting them from engaging in the unlawful, unfair, and/or fraudulent conduct 

19 alleged herein. 

20 PRAYER 

21 WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, on behalf of herself and all others similarly situated and also on 

22 behalf of the general public, prays for judgment against Defendant as follows: 

23 A. An order that this action may proceed and be maintained as a class action; 

24 B. Awarding Plaintiff and Class members compensatory damages in an amount 

25 according fio proof at trial; 

26 C. Injunctive relief enjoining Defendant from the methods, acts, or practices pursuant 

27 to Civil Code § 1780(a); 

28 D. Awarding compensatory damages and/or restitution pursuant to Civil Code 
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1 § 1780(a); 

2 E. Punitive damages pursuant to Civil Code § 1780(a); 

3 F. Awarding restitutionaty disgorgement from Defendants to Plaintiff and the Class; 

4 G. Any and all remedies for breach of express warranty, including under California 

5 Civil Code § 1794; 

6 H. Any and all remedies pursuant to the Song-Beverly Act, including under California 

7 Civil Code § 1794; 

8 I. Attorney's fees and costs; 

9 J. For such other relief the Court deems just and proper. 

10 

11 
DATED: September 9, 2019 HAFFNER LAW PC 

12 

13 
H. 

14 Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Similarly situated 

15 

16 

17 

18, 

19I 

20 

21 

22i 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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1 DEIVIAI+ID FOR JT[JRY T1tIAI, 

2 Plaintiff demands a trial by jury for herself and the Class members on all claims or causes 

3 of action so triable. 

4 

5 
DATED: September 9, 2019 HAFFNE4 I2 LAW PC 

6 By: ~ 

7 
JosYM 14 

8 Aftorneys for Plaintiff and others 
Similarly situated 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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Notice of Service of Process
null / ALL

Transmittal Number: 20440719
Date Processed: 09/25/2019

Primary Contact: Lauren Picconi
Blue Apron, LLC
40 W 23rd St
Fl 5
New York, NY 10010-5387

Electronic copy provided to:  Eamon Wizner

Entity: Blue Apron, LLC
Entity ID Number  3056404

Entity Served: Blue Apron, LLC

Title of Action: Keefe Ferrandini vs. Blue Apron, LLC

Document(s) Type: Summons/Complaint

Nature of Action: Class Action

Court/Agency: Los Angeles County Superior Court, CA

Case/Reference No: 19STCV32164

Jurisdiction Served: California

Date Served on CSC: 09/23/2019

Answer or Appearance Due: 30 Days

Originally Served On: CSC

How Served: Personal Service

Sender Information: Joshua H. Haffner
213-514-5681

Information contained on this transmittal form is for record keeping, notification and forwarding the attached document(s). It does not
constitute a legal opinion. The recipient is responsible for interpreting the documents and taking appropriate action.

To avoid potential delay, please do not send your response to CSC
251 Little Falls Drive, Wilmington, Delaware 19808-1674   (888) 690-2882   |   sop@cscglobal.com
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(CITACION JUDICIAL) 

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT: CONFORMED COPY 
(AVlSO AL DEMANDADO): ORIGtNAL FILED 

Superior Court ef Califomia 
BLUE APRON, LLC; and DOES 1 through 10, inclusive County of Los i4noeles 

SEP 112019 
YOU ARE BE1NG SUED BY PLAINTIFF: 
(LO ESTi4 DEMANDANDO EL DEMANDANTE): Sherri R. Calter, Executive OffisedClerk of 

KEEFE FERRANDINI, an individual; on behalf of herself and all others By: Isaac Lovo, Deputy 
similarly situated 

NOTICEI You have been sued. The court may decide against you wlthout your being heard unless you respond within 30 days. Read the informalion 
beiow. 

You heve 30 CALENDAR DAYS after this summons and legal papers are served on you to file a written response at this court and have a copy 
served an the plaintiff. A letter or phone call will not protecl you. Your written response must be In proper legal form If you want the court to hear your 
case. There may be a court form lhat you can use for your response. You can tind these court forms and more informelion at the Californle Courts 
Onllne Self-Help Center (www,courttnfo.ca.gov/seilhe/p),  your county law library, or lhe courthouse nearest you. If you cannot pay the filing fee, ask 
Ihe courl clerk for a fee waiver form. If you do not Ole your response on lirne, you may lose the case by default, and your wages, money, and property 
may be taken without further warning from Ihe court. 

There are other legal requlrements. You may want to call an attomey right away. If you do not know an attomey, you mey went to call an attomey 
referral service. If you cannot afford an aftomey, you may be eligibie for free legal servlces from a nonproflt legal servlces program. You can locate 
these nonprotit groups at the Cailfornia Legal Services Web site (www.lawhelpcalHom/a,org), the CaUfomfa Courts Online Seif-Help Center 
(www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfie/p),  or by contacUng your local court or county bar associaUon. NOTE: The court has a statutory Ilen for waived fees and 
costs on any settlement or erbilretlon award of $10,000 or more In a civil case. The courrs ilen must be paid before the court will dismiss the case. 
tAVtsOt Lo hen demandado. St no responde dentro de 30 dlas, 1a corte puede dectdlr en su contra sin escuohar su versidn, Lea /a lnformaat6n a 
continuaclbn. 

Tiene 30 DIAS DE CALENDARIO despuBs de que le entreguen esta citac/dn y pape/es legales para presentar une respuesta por escnto an esta 
corte y hacer qua se entregue una cop/a al demandante. Une carta o una Ilameda te/efdn/ca no lo protegen. Su respuasta por escrito t/ene que estar 
en fonnato lega/ com3cto sl desea que procesen su caso en /a corte. Es poslb/e que haya un formularfo que usted pueda usar para su respuesta. 
Puede encontrar estos fomtu/arlos de la corte y mhs Informae/6n en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes de Caltfomla (www.sucorte.ca.gov), en la 
biblloteca de layes de su crondado o en /a corle que !e quede mAs certa. St no puede pagar/a cuata de presentac)dn, plda a/ secretario de /a corte 
que le dd un formularfo de exencl6n de pago de cuofas. St no presenta su respuesta a f/empo, puede perder et caso por/ncumptlmlento y/e corte la 
podrr3 quitar su sue/do, dlrrero y b/enes sin m6s adverterrcia. 

Hay otros requlsitas /egales. Es recomendabie que llame a un abogado Inmedlatamente. Si no conace a un abagado, puede llamer a un serv/cio de 
remisl6n a abogados. Si no puede pagar a un abogado, es posible que cumpla cron los requisitos pera obtener servlclos legales gratultes de un 
programa de serviclos legales sln llnes de lucro. Puede encontrar estos grupoa s/n I/nes de fucro en el slt/o web de Caltfornta Lega/ Servloes, 
(unvw.lawhelpcalifornia.org), en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cories de Callfom/a, (www.sucorte.ca.gov) o ponidndose en contacto con !a carte o el 
co/egto de abogadas loca/es. AVISO: Por ley, la corte tlene derecho a recfamarles cuotas y los costos exentos por /mponer un gravamen sobre 
cue/qulern3cuperaclbn de $10, 000 6 mr;s de velorredblda mediente un acuerdo o una conces/dn de arbitraje en un caso de derecho civll. Tlene que 
pagare/ gravamen de !a corte entes de que !a corte pueda desecher el caso. 

The name and address of the court is: CAse NU~a~~ ~~~ 
(El nombre y direcci6n de !a corte es): Los Angeles County Superior Court tN''"'e  ° 321 64 
312 North Spring Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 .Y 

The name, address, and telephone number of plainfifPs attomey, or plaintiff without an attomey, is: 
(EI nombre, !a direccfbn y el ntimero de tel8fono del abogado def demandante, o del demandante que no tiene abogado, es): 
Haffner Law PC, 445 S. Figueroa Street, Suite 2625, Los Angeles, CA 90071. (213) 514-5681 

DATE: - S-EP 1 1'L'ftuig SHERRI R. CARTER Clerk, by to~~ 
Deputy 

(Feche) (Secratario) (Adjunto) 

(For proof of service of this summons, use Proof of Service of Summons (form POS-010).) 
(Para prueba de entrega de esta citaN6n use e1 formu/arfo Proof of Service of Summons, (POS-010)). 

NOTICE TO THE PERSON SERVED: You are served 
1. 0 as an individual defendant. 
2. as the person sued under the fictittous name of (specffy): 

-z-Av& , -_c. 
3, on behalf of (specify): 

under. CCP 416.10 (corporation) 0 CCP 416.60 (minor) 
0 CCP 416.20 (defunct corporation) CCP 416.70 (conservatee) 
~] CCP 416.40 (association or partnership) CC P 416.90 (authorized person) 

other (specify): 
4. by personal delivery on (date) 

~ 
: ~ 0 I~~~ I C 

Pa90 

Form Adopled for Mandelory Uaa SUMMONS t I ( Code of CMI Procedure §§ 41220, 486 
Judidal Catxxll of CaINorNa www.murflnro.ce.gov  

SUM-100 lRev. July 1, 20091 

fsEAL) 

r . 
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Joshua H. Haffner, Esq. SBN 188652 
ihh(a.haffnerlawyers.com  
Graham G. Lambert, Esq. SBN 303056 
glna,haffnerlavwers.com  
HAFFNER LAW PC 
445 Sout,h Figueroa Street, Suite 2625 
Los Angeles, Californi:a 90071 
Telephone: (213) 514-5681 
Facsimile: (213) 514-5682 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Keefe Ferrandini 
and alI others similarly situated 

KEEFE FERRANDINI, an individual; on 
behalf of herself and ali others similarly 
situated, 

Plaintiffs, 

V. 

UULlJL L"1PD VLV, LLCj aad DOES 1 tbirough 
10, inclusive, 

Defendants. 

CONFORMED COPY 
ORIGINAL FILED 

Superior Court ®} Califomia 
Countv of Los AnnPtes 

SEP 112019 
Sherri R. Carter, Executive Ufficer/Cferk of Coun 

By: Isaac Lovo, Deputy 

Case No. 19 S T C V3 2# 6 4 
CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT FOR: 

(1) VIOLATION OF CONSUMER 
LEGAL REMEDIES ACT; 

(2) BREACIi OF IIVIPLIED 
WARRANTY; AND 

(3) UNFAIR BUSINESS PRACTICES. 

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

~y~a~ 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
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1 Plaintiff Keefe FeiTandini ("Plaintiff') brings this class action against Defendant Blue 

2 Apron, LLC and Does 1 through 10 (collectively "Defendant"), and respectfully alleges the 

3 following: 

4 NATURE OF TI3E ACTION 

5 1. This is a California statewide class action for violation of the Consumer Legal 

6 Remedies Act ("CLRA"), Breach of Warranty, and Unfair Business Practices, arising out of 

7 Defendants' provision of Salmonella-contaminated meals to its customers. 

g 2. Defendant provides pre-prepared meals to the public, and advertising on its 

9 website and elsewhere that its food and meals as "responsibly sourced, quality ingredients." This 

10 advertising is false and misleading, as Defendants fail and failed to take proper steps to ensure 

11 that is ingredients were quality ingredients, and not contaminated with Salmonella. 

12 3. Plaintiff was Defendant's customer, and purchased and consumed Salmonella- 

13 contaminated meals from Defendant. Although Defendant has acknowledged its food was 

14 contaminated with Salmonella, it has offered no refund to its customers, and has rejected 

15 Plaintiff's demand for remedial action pursuant to the CLRA. 

16 4. Plaintiff seeks for herself and the Class compensatory damages, punitive damages, 

17 and restitution. 

18 JURISDICTION AND VENLTE 

19 5. This Court has jurisdiction over the entire action by virtue of the fact that this is a 

20 civil action wherein the matter in controversy, exclusive of interest and costs, exceeds the 

21 jurisdictional rriinimum of the Court. The acts and omissions complained of in this action took 

22 place in the State of California. Venue is proper because this is a class action, the acts and/or 

23 omissions complained of took place, in whole or in part within the venue of this Court. 

24 PARTIES 

25 6. Plaintiff Keefe Ferrandini, was, at all relevant times, a citizen of the State of 

26 California, and resident in the County of Los Angeles. 

27 7. Defendant Blue Apron, LLC was, at all relevant times, a Company doing business 

28 in the County of Los Angeles, State of California. 
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1 8. Plaintiff is currently ignorant of the true names and capacities, whether individual, 

2 corporate, associate, or otherwise, of the defendants sued herein under the fictitious names Does 1 

3 tluough 10, inclusive, and therefore sue such defendants by such fictitious names. Plaintiff will 

4 seek leave to amend this complaint to allege the ti-ue names and capacities of said fictitiously 

5 named defendants when their true names and capacities have been ascertained. Plaintiff is 

6 informed and believe and thereon alleges that each of the fictitiously named defendants is legally 

7 responsible in some manner for the events and occurrences alleged herein, and for the damages 

8 suffered by the Class. 

9 9. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that all defendants, including 

10 the fictitious Doe defendants, were at all relevant times acting as actual agents, conspirators, 

11 ostensible agents, alter egos, partners and/or joint venturers and/or employees of all other 

12 defendants, and that all acts alleged herein occurred within the course and scope of said agency, 

13 employment, partnership, and joint venture, conspiracy or enterprise, and with the express and/or 

14 implied permission, knowledge, consent authorization and ratification of their co-defendants; 

15 however, each of these allegations are deemed "alternative" theories whenever not doing so 

16 would result in a contradiction with other allegations. 

17 FACTS COMMON TO ALL CAUSES OF ACTION 

18 10. Defendant operates a company that provides and delivers pre-made meals to the 

19 public. Defendant advertises their meals, including on their website, as premier, healthy meals, I 

20 and promises they are "responsibly sourced, quality ingredients." Defendant markets on their I 

21 website that they partner with farmers "to raise the highest-quality ingredients," creating "better 

22 standards for growing food and raising animals," and this means "higher quality ingredients." 

23 11. Defendant represented and advertised that their meals were safe for intended use, 

24 including consumption. 

25 12. When subscribing to Defendant's services, Plaintiff reviewed Defendant's website 

26 and relied on the representations made, including the representations regarding Defendant's 

27 responsibly sourced, quality ingredients. 

28 
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1 13, In or about November 2018, Plaintiff purchased, received fiom Defendant, and 

2 served to her family and consumed herself, a meal called "Dukkah-Spiced Beef and Couscous." 

3 Plaintiff used Defendant's food as it is intended, and because of the Salmonella contamination, 

4 the food provided by Defendant was not fit for human consumption or its ordinary purpose. 

5 14, On November 27, 2018, Plaintiff received an email with the subject line "Sesame 

6 Tahini Supplier Recall." The email stated that "one of our suppliers is conducting a voluntary 

7 recall of its sesame tahini product due to the potential presence of Salmonella bacteria." 

8 (Attached as Exhibit A to this complaint is a true and correct copy of the November 27, 2018 

9 email Plaintiff received from Defendant.) Defendant's email stated that if the meal had been 

10 consumed, "immediately consult your healthcare provider if you have any concerns." Receipt of 

11 the letter caused foreseeable distress and anxiety to Plaintiff. 

12 15. Defendant did not offer to provide any refund for the meals they provided which 

13 were contaminated with Salmonella. 

14 16. Defendant failed to warn consumers of the danger of the potential danger from the 

15 Salmonella contaminated food they provided. Defendants' meals contaminated with Salmonella 

16 were defective and unsafe, and the defect is a safety hazard. 

17 CLASS ALLEGATIONS 

18 17. Plaintiff brings this action on behalf of herself, and on behalf of all others similarly 

19 situated, and as a member of the Class defined as follows: All persons or entities who purchased 

20 Defendant's Salmonella contaminated food in California. 

21 18. Plaintiff reserves the right to amend or otherwise alter the class definitions 

22 presented to the Court at the appropriate time, or to propose or eliminate sub-classes, in response 

23 to facts learned through discovery, legal arguments advanced by Defendant or otherwise. 

24 19. This action has been brought and may be properly maintained as a class action 

25 pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedure § 382 and other applicable laws. 

26 20. Numerosity of the Class:  Members of the Class are so numerous that their 

27 individual joinder is impracticable. The precise number of Class members and their addresses are 

28 known to PlaintifF or will be known to Plaintiff through discovery. Class members may be 
-4- 

CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT 

Case 2:19-cv-09140   Document 1-2   Filed 10/23/19   Page 7 of 41   Page ID #:31



1 notified of the pendency of this action by mail, electronic mail, the Internet, or published notice. 

2 21. Fxistence of Predominance of Common Questions of Fact and Law:  Common 

3 questions of law and fact exist as to all members of the Class. These questions predominate over 

4 any questions affecting only individual Class members. These common legal and factual 

5 questions include: 

6 a. VJhether Defendant's Salmonella contaminated food is defective because it contains a 

7 bacteria that causes illness; 

8 b. Whether Defendant violated Civil Code § 1770(a)(5) or the CLRA; 

9 c. Whether Defendants violated Civil Code § 1770(a)(7) or the CLRA; 

10 d. Whether Defendant violated Civil Code § 1770(a)(9) or the CLRA.; 

11 e. Whether Defendant's Salmonella contaminated food breached the implied warranty 

12 of inerchantability; 

13 f. Whether Defendant's conduct in connection with their Salmonella contaminated food .. 

14 is an unlawful business practice; 

15 g. The nature and extent of class-wide injury and the measure of damages for the injury. 

16 22. Typicality:  Plaintiff s claims are typical of the claims of the members of the 

17 classes she represents because Plaintiff used Defendant's Salmonella contaminated food, and was 

18 injured by it and unable to use it because of a common defect. Plaintiff and the members of the 

19 classes she represents sustained the same or similar types of damages and losses. 

20 23. Adeguacy:  Plaintiff is an adequate representative of the Class she seeks to 

21 represent because lier interests do not conflict with the interests of the members of the subclasses 

22 Plairitiff seeks to represent. Plaintiff has retained counsel competent and experienced in complex 

23 class action litigation and Plaintiff intends to prosecute this action vigorously. The interests of 

24 members of each Class will be fairly and adequately protected by Plaintiff and her counsel. 

25 24. Superiority and Substantial Benefit:  The class action is superior to other 

26 available means for the fair and efficient adjudication of Plaintiff and the Class members' claims. 

27 The damages suffered by each individual Class member may be limited. Damages of such 

28 magnitude are small given the burden and expense of individual prosecution of the complex and 
-5- 

CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT 

Case 2:19-cv-09140   Document 1-2   Filed 10/23/19   Page 8 of 41   Page ID #:32



1 extensive litigation necessitated by Defendant's conduct. Further, it would be virtually 

2 impossible for the Class members to redress the wrongs done to them on an individual basis. Even 

3 if inembers of the Class themselves could afford such individual litigation, the court system could 

4 not. Individualized litigation increases the delay and expense to all parties and the court system, 

5 due to the complex legal and factual issues of the case. By contrast, the class action device 

6 presents far fewer management difficulties, and provides the benefits of single adjudication, 

7 economy of scale, and comprehensive supervision by a single court. 

8 25. The Class(es) should also be certified because: 

9 a. The prosecution of separate actions by individual members of the Class would 

10 create a risk of inconsistent or varying adjudications with respect to individual Class members 

11 which would establish incompatible.standards of conduct for Defendants; 

12 b. The prosecution of separate actions by individual members of the Class would 

13 create a risk of adjudication with respect to them, which would, as a practical matter, be 

14 dispositive of the interests of the other Class members not parties to the adjudications, or 

15 substantially impair or impede their ability to protect their interests; and 

16 c. Defendants have acted or refused to act on grounds generally applicable to the 

17 Class, and/or the general public, thereby making appropriate fmal and injunctive relief with 

18 respect to the Classes as a whole. 

19 FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 

20 (Violation of Consumer Legal Remedies Act) 
(By Plaintiff and all class members against all Defendants) 

21 26. Plaintiff re-alleges, and incorporates by reference, the preceding paragraphs of this 

22 Complaint, as though fully set forth herein. 

23 27. This cause of action is brought under the Consumer Legal Remedies Act, 

24 California Civil Code § 1750 et seq. Plaintiff and members of the Class are consumers as defined 

25 by California Civil Code § 1761(d). The food provided by Defendant at issue are goods and/or 

26 services within the meaning of Civil Code §1761(a). 

27 

28 
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1 28. Defendant violated and continue to violate the CLRA by engaging in the following 

2 practices proscribed by California Civil Code § 1770(a) in transactions with Plaintiff and members 

3 of the Class, which were intended to result in, and did result in, the sale of food to Plaintiff and 

4 members of the Class: 

5 a. Representing that goods . . . have . . . characteristics, . . . [or] uses . . . which they do 

6 not have, in violation of Civil Code § 1770(a)(5); 

7 b. Representing that goods ... are of a particular standard ..., if they are of another, in 

8 violation of Civil Code § 1770(a)(7); and 

9 c. Advertising goods or services with intent not to se11 them as advertised, in 

10 violation of Civil Code § 1770(a)(9). 

11 29. Defendant have undertaken unfair methods of competition and unfair or deceptive- 

12 acts or practices in transactions intended to result or which results in the sale of goods and/or 

13 services to a consumer, as alleged herein. 

14 30. As a result of the employment by Defendants of the above-alleged methods, acts, 

15 and practices, Plaintiff and the class suffered damage within the meaning of Civil Code § 1780(a), 

16 entitling them to injunctive relief. Pursuant to Civil Code § 1782(d), Plaintiff and the class further 

17 seek compensatory damages and/or restitution, and, in light of Defendants' willful and/or 

18 conscious disregard of the safety and rights of Plaintiff and the class, Plaintiff and the class also 

19 intend to seek an award of punitive damages. 

20 31. Pursuant to Civil Code § 1782(a), Plaintiff provided notice to Defendants of the 

21 above-alleged methods, acts, and practices more than 30 days prior to the initiation of this 

22 lawsuit. 

23 32. As a proximate result of Defendants' violations of the CLRA, Plaintiff and the 

24 Class request that Defendants be enj oined from engaging in the aforementioned conduct in 

25 violation of the CLRA. 

26 

27 

28 
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SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 
1 (Breach Of Implied Warranty) 

2 
(By Plaintiff and all class members against all Defendants) 

33. Plaintiff re-alleges, and incorporates by reference, the preceding paragraphs of this 
3 

4 
Complaint, as though fully set forth herein. 

34. This cause of action is brought under Song-Beverly Consumer Warranty Act, Civil 
5 

Code §§1792 and 1791.1. 
6 

35. Defendant was at all times the manufacturer, distributor, warrantor, or seller of the 
7 

8 
food products at issue in this action. Defendant knew or should have know of the use for which 

9 
the food was purchased. However, the food was not fit for its ordinary purpose because it was 

contaminated with Salmonella bacteria, which carried a risk and had a propensity to cause or 
10 

11 
potentially cause injury. 

12 
36. Defendant impliedly warranted that the food was of inerchantable quality and fit 

for its intended use. This implied warranty included, among other things: (i) a warranty that the 
13 

food supplied, distributed, and/or sold by Defendant was safe for consumption; and (ii) a warranty 
14 

that the food would be fit for its intended use. 
15 

16 
37. Contrary to the applicable implied warranties, the food, at the time of sale and 

thereafter, was not f t for its ordinary and intended purpose. Instead, it was dangerous and 
17 

defective because it was contaminated with Salmonella bacteria. 
18 

38. Defendant's actions complained of herein breached the implied warranty that the 
19 

20 
food it provided was of inerchantable quality and fit for use as safe and reliable food, in violation 

of Civil Code §§ 1792 and 1791.1. 
21 

39. As a result of Defendants' breaches, Plaintiff and the Class members have suffered 
22 

23 
damages and/or are entitled to restitution, including but not limited to, the cost of the food, the . 

24 
cost of replacement, and/or medical expenses. 

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 
25 VIOLATION OF CALIFORNIA'S UNFAIR COMPETITION ACT 

26 (By Plaintiff and all class members against all Defendants) 

27 
40. Plaintiff re-alleges, and incorporates by reference, the preceding paragraphs of this 

28 
Complaint, as though fully set forth herein. 
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1 41. This cause of action is brought by Plaintiff and the Class under California Business 

2 & Professions Code § 17200, et seq. (the "UCL"). Section 17200 of the UCL prohibits any 

3 unlawful, unfair, or fraudulent business practices. 

4 42. Through the actions alleged herein, Defendant has engaged in unfair competition 

5 within the meaning of the UCL. Defendant's conduct, as alleged herein, constitutes unlawful, 

6 unfair, and/or fraudulent business practices under the UCL. 

7 43. Defendant's unlawful conduct includes, but is not limited to, violation of the 

8 CLRA, Song-Beverly Consumer Warranty Act, and laws regarding warranties. Defendant's 

9 fraudulent conduct, includes, but is not limited to, failing to disclose or warn about the safety 

10 hazard associated with Defendant's food, misrepresenting its characteristics, uses, and/or 

11 standards, and representing that it was safe and of inerchantable quality free of defects. 

12 Defendants unfair conduct includes, but is not limited to, distributing Salmonella contaminated 

13 food in California, as alleged herein. 

14 44. Plaintiff has standing to assert this claim because she has suffered injury in fact 

15 and has lost money paying towards food provided by Defendant which was contaminated with 

16 Salmonella bacteria. 

17 45. Plaintiff and the Class seek restitutionary disgorgement from Defendant, and an 

18 injunction prohibiting them from engaging in the unlawful, unfair, and/or fraudulent conduct 

19 alleged herein. 

20 PRAYER 

21 WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, on behalf of herself and all others similarly situated and also on 

22 behalf of the general public, prays for judgment against Defendant as follows: 

23 A. An order that this action may proceed and be maintained as a class action; 

24 B. Awarding Plaintiff and Class members compensatory damages in an amount 

25 according fio proof at trial; 

26 C. Injunctive relief enjoining Defendant from the methods, acts, or practices pursuant 

27 to Civil Code § 1780(a); 

28 D. Awarding compensatory damages and/or restitution pursuant to Civil Code 
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1 § 1780(a); 

2 E. Punitive damages pursuant to Civil Code § 1780(a); 

3 F. Awarding restitutionaty disgorgement from Defendants to Plaintiff and the Class; 

4 G. Any and all remedies for breach of express warranty, including under California 

5 Civil Code § 1794; 

6 H. Any and all remedies pursuant to the Song-Beverly Act, including under California 

7 Civil Code § 1794; 

8 I. Attorney's fees and costs; 

9 J. For such other relief the Court deems just and proper. 

10 

11 
DATED: September 9, 2019 HAFFNER LAW PC 

12 

13 
H. 

14 Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Similarly situated 

15 

16 

17 

18, 

19I 

20 

21 

22i 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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1 DEIVIAI+ID FOR JT[JRY T1tIAI, 

2 Plaintiff demands a trial by jury for herself and the Class members on all claims or causes 

3 of action so triable. 

4 

5 
DATED: September 9, 2019 HAFFNE4 I2 LAW PC 

6 By: ~ 

7 
JosYM 14 

8 Aftorneys for Plaintiff and others 
Similarly situated 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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Intellectual Property (19) Petition Re: Arbitration Award (11) Elder/Dependent Adult 
Professional Negligence (25) Writ of Mandate (02) Abuse 

Legal Malpractice Writ—Administrative Mandamus Election Contest 
Other Professional Malpractfce Writ—Mandamus on Limited Court Petition for Name Change 

(not medical or legal) Case Matter Petition for Relief From Late 
Other Non-PI/PD/WD Tort (35) Writ—Other Limited Court Case Claim 

Employment Review Other Civil Petition 
Wrongful Termination (36) Other Judicial Review (39) 
Other Employment (15) Review of Health Officer Order 

Notice of Appeal—Labor 
Commissioner Appeals 
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SHORT TITLE: 
Ferrandini v Blue Apron, LLC 

- 

I CASE NUMBER i 

 9 S r c v 3 a,Ah ~ 

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM AND ~✓ ,(-r 
STATEMENT OF LOCATION Q. 

(CERTIFICATE OF GROUNDS FOR ASSIGNMENT TO COURTHOUSE LOCATION) 

This form is required pursuant to Local Rule 2.0 in ail new civil case filings in the Los Angeles Superior Coprt. 

Item l. Check the types of hearing and fill in the estimated length of hearing expected for this case: 

JURY TRIAL7 ❑ YES CLASS ACTION7 ALI YES LIMITED CASE7 ❑ YES TIME ESTIMATED FOR TRIAL 10 ❑ HOURS! [?) DAYS 

Item 11, Indicate the correct district and courthouse location (4 steps — If you checked "Limited Case", skip to Item III, Pg. 4): 

Step 1: After first completing the Civil Case Cover Sheet form, find the main Civil Case Cover Sheet heading for your 
case in the left margin below, and, to the right in Column A, the Civil Case Cover Sheet case type you selected. 

Step 2: Check one Superior Court type of action in Column B below which best describes the nature of this case. 

Step 3: (n Column C, circle the reason for the court location choice that applies to the type of actlon you have 
checked. For any exception to the court location, see Local Rule 2,0. 

Applicable Reasons for Choosing Courthouse Location (see Column C beiow) 

1. C1ass actlons must be flled in ihe Slanley Mask Courthouse, centrai district. 6. Location of property or permanently garaged vehlcle. 
2. May be flled In centrai (other county, or no bodily Injuryfproperty damage). 7. LocaOon where petltloner resides. 
3. Locatlon where cause of act[on arose. 8. Locatlon wherein defendantlres ondent functlons wholly. 
4. Location where bodi{y injury, death or damae occuned. 9. Location where one or more of tphe partles n:stde. 
S. Location where perfarmance required or de endant resides. 10. Locatlon of Labor Commissloner Oftice 

Step 4: Fill in the information requested on page 4 in Item 111; complete Item IV. Sign the declaration. 

. .,...:.:... .......• '.:.,y : r.~:> .,.,...,. ~. ~: t:: . .. . ......, ..... .........: ..:7•::.:.y~ - >e .. . . , .. . , . .. ... . ~....:.:.r..:. .. ...:. ..... .. . .:.....A ~ ... . . ..:: ..... . . .... . , . . .. . . . ..... : . : . .. .... . 
.., ........ .. •. .~' • . . .: .. 4,a.§s :'ii.:....:...~~:.k~):•a" - .J4•'}:l.a+C'i•* .:i:y::.: •...~: i. ,.:."~•~...::; • . .. ,...: . ~ .;::::.:• . . ..3 • - ~ -~, . .. ,_.~:~ n......., .. ..~. ; ~.-. ~ ~ ,. .: •: ~ B. : ;: i;~:.<  ° .~ ... ..,:.,.:•::: _ .... ... .... . . .. . .. .,. - 

..t ... , . ... 
:::..• ..: ..........::.. 

_...... .l •.: S ..: .. ~~ - !.. ~.t ....... ... : r~ . .. ,. . ".-4 ' + '• st.' +.::: .: •: 'i::, < ::,•, . .. . ... ,... ~ .. : .r. ; ;.{f'.; ........ .. ., ..: . . .,.._:: .: .. :: _ ........ . .::.:: ..... _ 
:.q 

. :I •. - 
plicab e:Reasizns -' ,P.. _ ... . ,.,:,:..... . . ;:. ..:. o : No. . _.:..:..,:: < ............ .~., ... . . .. . .9 . 

...,~,._:.:. ...:::>.;.,...... . ,.,::. . . .. . ~.:;~ .....~::,:( .... •. . ~ ::::.:: . ~.,, .<.... ra- _ Check:o .vne ~ ~;.;'. :~s:~:::~ „:: ~ ;:, : -.:,:..:.. ....~ . .:::..:.......:...:a. ~'d~.'•.Q.:.:~-`..,;,. - . ••;:.. - ~Y.. .. ): ;';;'  .......:: .... . ... ; ;. .. _ : .. .. . ....:... .... . ~ See: Ste•  • 9 Aliove.::;, ''::.:..:., 

Auto (22) ❑ A7100 Motor Vehicle - Personal Injury/Property DamageANrongful Dealh 1,,2..4. 

Uninsured Motorist (46) ❑ A7110 Personal Injury/Property DemegeMlrongful Death — Uninsured Motorist 1., 2., 4. 

--- -- -- — -- ❑ A6070—Asbestos-Property-Damage--  - ---- - 2.-  --- 
Asbestos (04) 

❑ A7221 Asbestos - Personal InjurylWrongful Death 2. 

Product Liabillty (24) ❑ A7260 Product Llability (not asbestos or toxlctenvironmentao 1., 2„ 1.4., 8. 

❑ A7210 Medicai Malpractice - Physidans & Surgeons 1., 4. 
Medical Malpractice (45) 

❑ A7240 Other Professlonal Health Care Malpractice 1..4. 

❑ A7250 Premises Liebility (e.g., sllp and fali) 1 4 
Other 

Personal Injury 
❑ A7230 Intentional Bodl{ In u/Pra e Dama eMlran ful Death e. Y 1 rY P KY 9 9 ( 9•. 1..4. 

Property Damage assault, vandalism, etc.) 

Wrongfui Death ❑ A7270 Intentlonai Infliction of Emolional Distress  

(23)  
❑ A7220 Olher Personal InjurylProperty Damage/Wrongful Death 

LACIV 109 (Rev. 03/11) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Ru1e 2.0 
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Business Tort (07) ❑ A6029 Other Commercial/Business Tort (not fraud/breach of contract) 1., 3. 

Civil Rights (08) ❑ A6005 Civil Rights/Discrimination 1., 2., 3. 

Defamation (13) ❑ A6010 Defamation (slander/libel) 1„ 2., 3. 

Fraud (16) ❑ A6013 Fraud (no contract) 1., 2., 3. 

❑ A6017 Legal Malpractice 1., 2., 3, 
Professienai Negligence (25) 

❑ A6050 Other Professional Maipractice (not medical or legal) 1., 2., 3. 

Other (35) ❑ A6025 Other Non-Personal Injury/Property Damage tort 2.,3, 

Wrongful Termination (36) ❑ A6037 Wrongful Termination 1., 2., 3. 

❑ A6024 Other Employment Complaint Case 1., 2., 3. 
Other Employment (15) 

❑ A6109 Labor Commissioner Appeals 10. 

❑ A6004 Breach of Rental/Lease Contract (not unlawful detainer or wrongful 
2 5 

eviction) 
Breach of Contract/ Warranty 

(06)  ❑ A6008 ContractlWarranty Breach -Seiler Plaintiff (no fraud/negligence) 
2''  S' 

(not insurance) ❑ A6019 Negiigent Breach of Contract/Warranty (no fraud) 
 

21 A6028 Other Breach of ContractNVarranty (not fraud or negligence) 
1.12., 5. 

❑ A6002 Coilections Case-Seller Plaintiff 2., 5., 6. 
Collections (09) 

❑ A6012 Other Promissory NotelCollectPons Case 2., 5. 

Insurance Coverage (18) ❑ A6015 Insurance Coverage (not complex) 1„ 2., 5., 8. 

❑ A6009 Contractual Fraud 1., 2., 3., 5. 

Other Contract (37) ❑ A6031 Tortious Interference 1., 2., 3., 5. 

❑ A6027 Other Contract Dispute(not breachlinsurance/fraud/negligence) 1„ 2., 3., 8. 

Eminent Domain/Inverse 
Condemnation (14) 

❑ A7300 Eminent Domain/Condemnation Number of parcels 2. 

Wrongful Eviction (33) ❑ A6023 Wrongful Eviction Case 2., 6. — -- 

❑ A6018 Mortgage Foreclosure 2., 6. 

Other Real Property (26) ❑ A6032 Quiet Title 2., 6. 

❑ A6060 Other Real Property (not eminent domain, landlord/tenant, foreclosure) 2., 6. 

Unlawful Detainer-Commercial 
(31) 

❑ A6021 Unlawful Detainer-Commercial (not drugs or wrongful eviction) 2., 6. 

Unlawful Detainer-Residential 
(32) 

❑ A6020 Unlawful Detainer-Residential (not drugs or wrongfui eviction) 2., 6. 

Unlawful Detainer- 
Post-Foreclosure (34) 

❑ A6020FUnlawful Detainer-Post-Foreclosure 2., 6. 

Unlawful Detainer-Drugs (38) ❑ A6022 Unlawful Detainer-Drugs 2., 6. 
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LASC Approved 03-04 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 2 of 4 

Case 2:19-cv-09140   Document 1-2   Filed 10/23/19   Page 18 of 41   Page ID #:42



.,:. . . : . . .. .. .. .... ..:..: ::.....: . . .. .....:..... . . ..:.... .......... .........:. .. . . ... .. .... .. .. .. . . :.... . ... . .......... ..... ....... .... ..... . .. . ...........:...:... .. . .. . ... . .. ..:.... .._ . ...:......:., ':...:~: .....:.. ..: . .. .: ,...... ......... : ..:.: ..:...: ..... . . .... .. . ........ .:.:.::.. . ..... A...:... .. . ..... ......... . . ....... .-'.;. . :....::.::. ...;:.:'..-....,::::.::'.: ....:.. .....:.., 
..... ... .:, .. .. . .. ...: .. ....:. • ..: .. ,.... : ~.,. .:.:... ,;:::.,;..:.. .::. y • ..,...::.,.,.,.,<~:;>., ,:..,•:.:... ~:>.~::~:::;:::: :...:: .... , .... ...... .. .. ~,,,:.> .. ;: .':.:..:.. . .....:..:.., - . ..,,. .. .. .. .... ,...,, ..<„ :.::..,:,ti.,:.:,.::::,..:.:.:~::::::~:; •: ~.:;.=:~::::::.:;:.:: ~:.::::::.,;...:-:..:::.::.::::'::::.::'.:::~::::::.:~.:::;~•::..:..:::::::.:;-:::.;...::.;;;:..:;:.:: 

: `::.;:::.::;'>:;:.:::;:;::<:::;:_ ;;:::..-:::::>;::::: 
: ase : 

:.:....:................:..:.:::...:.....:::.....:.-.......:..:.....::..-.......,....,,,>...,:...,..~;,.,.,,,-a:.:.,.:,,,:. •:-~,..->;>:•:..., .:,,,::.:.v..~:.:.:::~::::<:. e.-:of:Action::.:::. ~':.; ::.::::,:.:::::::~.::::'.,.:::::_::::.:::,::i:.:., ;...':::::::;; ~ . : .... .. ... TYp . .::...:::..::.~: , .. -:... ...... ,:.,.:.:~..:.... . ...... .......>:.s.: _„.. . .......,-... ,...,::......: . . .. ..:,.~..~ : ...:. .:::: . 
I : =;. ::A icabie,Reasons ,.PP,.. - .... ::;'::.:.::' ....:. ..: 

•s
...  ,"..:...,:.;.:..::.Cate o:..No..,::.,:.:..'....': :... • 9.:  N .: ....:  .:::.':..,,,,.:•:...::..::. :. .z..:... .:.~ ,:.;.:.~'.:.....::.-: . : ::.;. ...,. .r'.::.:~~;t;.,;:::::x~::~:.:; :;<:~:s:;::.;::.::.;:.:: ,.., : ~•,,,,~•„ •.:<:~:,..:,..,•,:,.,:';':..:: Check:onl .:one::,:,•:,:...::.;.:,.:.~.:.:...::::~,.:..:+:~.•. :,. ,.., . :~..... , Y;. . ..~. . . :..~ ......:........r.:kc,:;:~:a:>. .. .'. ~•:: :.'•._1...:  :.. 15:.: .(, 
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Asset Forfeiture (05) ❑ A6108 Asset Forreiture Case 2., 6. 

Petition re Arbitration (11) ❑ A6115 Petition to Compel/Confinn/Vacate Arbitration 2., 5. 

❑ A6151 Writ - Administrative Mandamus 2., B. 

Writ of Mandate (02) ❑ A6152 Writ - Mandamus on Limited Court Case Matter 2. 

❑ A6153 Writ - Other Limited Court Case Review 2. 

Other Judicial Review (39) ❑ A6150 Other Writ /Judicial Review 2., 8. 

Antitrustrfrade Regulation (03) ❑ A6003 Antitrust/Trade Regulation 1., 2., 8. 

Construction Defect (10) ❑ A6007 Construction Defect 1., 2., 3. 

Claims Invclving Mass Tort 
❑ A6006 Claims Involving Mass Tort 1., 2., 8. 

(40) 

Securities Litigation (28) ❑ A6035 Securities Litigation Case 1., 2., 8. 

Toxic Tort 
Environmental (30) 

❑ A6036 Toxic Tort/Environmental 1., 2., 3., 8. 

Insurance Coverage Claims 
❑ A6014 Insurance Coverage/Subrogation (compiex case oniy) 1., 2., 5., 8. 

from Complex Case (41) 

❑ A6141 Sister State Judgment 2., 9. 

❑ A6160 Abstract of Judgment 2., 6. 

Enforcement ❑ A6107 Confession of Judgment (non-domestic relations) 2., 9. 

of Judgment (20) ❑ A6140 Administrative Agency Award (not unpaid taxes) 2., 8. 

❑ A6114 Petition/Certificate for Entry of Judgment on Unpaid Tax 2., 8. 

❑ A6112 Other Enforcement of Judgment Case  

RICO (27) ❑ A6033 Racketeering (RICO) Case 1., 2., 8. 

❑ A6030 Declaratory Relief Only 1., 2., 8. 

Other Complaints ❑ A6040 Injunctive Relief Only (not domestic/harassment) 2., 8. 

(Not Specified Above) (42) ❑ A6011 Other Commercial Complaint Case (non-torUnon-complex) 1., 2., 8. 

❑ A6000 Other Civil Complaint (non-tort/non-complex) 1., 2., 8. 

Partnership Corporation 
Govemance (21) 

❑ A6113 Partnership and Corporate Governance Case 2., 8. 

❑ A6121 Civil Harassment 2., 3., 9. 

❑ A6123 Workplace Harassment 2., 3., 9. 

❑ A6124 Elder/Dependent Adult Abuse Case 2., 3., 9. 
Other Petitions 

(Not Specified Above) ❑ A6190 Election Contest 2. 
(43) 

❑ A6110 Petition for Change of Name 2., 7. 

❑ A6170 Petition for Relief from Late Claim Law 2., 3., 4., 8. 

❑ A6100 Other Civil Petition 2., 9. 
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SHORT TITLE: CASE NUMBER 

Ferrandini v Blue Apron, LLC 

Item III. Statement of Location: Enter the address of the accident, party's residence or place of business, performance, or other 
circumstance indicated in Item I I., Step 3 on Page 1, as the proper reason for filing in the court location you selected. 

ADDRESS: 

REASON: Check the appropriate boxes for the numbers shown 
under Column C for the type of action that you have selected for 18925 Tenderfoor Trail 
this case. 

01. ❑2. ❑3. ❑4. ❑5. ❑6. ❑7. ❑8. ❑9. ❑10. 

CTY: STATE: ZIPCODE: 

Newhall CA 91321 

Item IV. Declaratlon ofAssrgnment I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true 

and correct and that the above-entitled matter is properly filed for assignment to the Spring Street courthouse in the 

Central District of the Superior Court of California, County of Los Angeles [Code Civ. Proc., § 392 et seq., and Local 

Rule 2.0, subds. (b), (c) and (d)]. 

Dated: September 9, 2019 WIN  
(SIGNATIOFATTORNEY/FILING Y) 

PLEASE HAVE THE FOLLOWING ITEMS COMPLETED AND READY TO BE FILED IN ORDER TO PROPERLY 
COMMENCE YOUR NEW COURT CASE: 

1. Original Complaint or Petition. 

2. If filing a Complaint, a completed Summons form for issuance by the Clerk. 

3. Civil Case Cover Sheet, Judicial Council form CM-010. 

4. Civil Case Cover Sheet Addendum and Statement of Location form, LACIV 109, LASC Approved 03-04 (Rev. 
03/11). 

5. Payment in full of the filing fee, unless fees have been waived. 

6. A signed order appointing the Guardian ad Litem, Judicial Council form CIV-010, if the plaintiff or petitioner is a 
minor under 18 years of age will be required by Court in order to issue a summons. 

7. Additional copies of documents to be conformed by the Clerk. Copies of the cover sheet and this addendum 
must be served along with the summons and complaint, or other initiating pleading in the case. 

LACIV 109 (Rev. 03111) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2:0 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA 
, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

COURTHOUSE ADDRESS: 

Spring Street Courthouse 
312 North Spring Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012 

NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT 

UNLIMITEI) CIVIL CASE 

FILED 
Superiar Caud d Galiforria 

Cotintyof losAngelas 

09/11/2019 
Sherri fL CaAr:. Exaaiova OGscttr l Qedt of Cctst 

gY lSaac LCvo D" 

Your case Is assigned for all purposes to the judlcial officer Indicated below. I 19STCV32164 

THIS FORM IS TO BE SERVED WITH THE SUMIVIONS AND COMPLAINT 

ASSIGNED JUDGE DEPT ROOM ASSIGNED JUDGE DEPT ROOM 

d Yvette M. Palazuelos 9 
a I 

Given to the Plaintift7Cross-Complainant/Attorney of Record Sherri R. Carter, Executive Officer / Clerk of Court 

on  09/11/2019 By  Isaac Lovo , Deputy Clerk 
(Date) 

LACiv 1901Rev6/1ey NOTICE OF CASE ASSIC',NMENT — tJNLIMITED CIVIL CASE 
LASC Approved 05/06 ' , 
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR AANDLING UNLIMITED CIVIL CASES 

The following critical provisions of the California Rules of Court, Title 3, Division 7, as applicable in the Superior Court, are summarized 
for your assistance. 

APPLICATION 
The Division 7 Rules were effective January 1, 2007. They apply to all general civil cases. 

PRIORITY OVER OTHER RULES 
The Division 7 Rules shall have priority over all other Local Rules to the extent the others are inconsistent. 

CI3ALLENGE TO ASSIGNED JUDGE 
A challenge under Code of Civil Procedure Section 170.6 must be made within 15 days after notice of assignment for all purposes 
to a judge, or if a party has not yet appeared, within 15 days of the fust appearance. 

TIME STANDARDS 
Cases assigned to the Independent Calendaring Courts will be subject to processing under the foilowing time standards: 

COMPLAINTS 
All complaints shall be served within 60 days of filing and proof of service shall be filed within 90 days. 

CROSS-COMPLAINTS 
Without leave of court fust being obtained, no cross-complaint may be filed by any party after their answer is filed. Cross- 
complaints shall be served within 30 days of the filing date and a proof of service filed within 60 days of the filing date. 

STATUSCONFERENCE 
A status conference will be scheduled by the assigned Independent Calendar Judge no later than 270 days after the filing of the 
complaint. Counsel must be fully prepared to discuss the following issues: altemative dispute resolution, bifurcation, settlement, 
trial date, and expert witnesses. 

F1NAL STATUS CONFERENCE 
The Court will require the parties to attend a final status conference not more than 10 days before the scheduled trial date. All 
parties shall have motions in limine, bifurcation motions, statements of major evidentiary issues, dispositive motions, requested 
fo.rrn jw^f instructions, special jury instructions, and special juiy verdicts timeiy filed and served prior to the conference. These 
matters may be heard and resolved at this conference. At least five days before this conference, counsel must also have exchanged 
lists of exhibits and witnesses, and have submitted to the court a brief statement of ihe case to be read to the jury panel as required 
by Chapter Three of the Los Angeles Super.ior Court Rules. 

SANCTIONS 
The court will impose appropriate sanctions for the failure or refusal to comply with Chapter Three Rules, orders made by the 
Court, and time standards or deadlines established by the Court or by the Chapter Three Rules. Such sanctions may be on a party, 
or if appropriate, on counsel for a party. 

This is not a complete delineation of the Division 7 or Chapter Three Rules, and adherence only to the above provisions is 
therefore not a guarantee against the imposition of sanctions under Trial Court Delay Reduction. Careful reading and 
compliance with the actual Chapter Rules is imperative.  

Class Actions 
Pursuant to Local Rule 2.3, all class actions shall be filed at the Statiley Mosk Courthouse and are randomly assigned to a complex 
judge at the designated complex courthouse. If the case is found not to be a olass action it will be returned to an Independent 
Calendar Courtroom for all purposes. 

*Provisionally Comolex Cases 
Cases filed as provisionally complex are initially assigned to the Supervising Judge of complex litigation for determination of 
complex status. If the case is deemed to be complex within the meaning of California Rules of Court 1400 et seq., it will be 
randomly assigned to a complex judge at the designated complex courthouse. If the case is found not to be complex, it will be 
returned to an Independent Calendar Courtroom for all purposes. 

uACiv tsa lRev srta> NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT — UNLIMITED CIVIL CASE 
L.ASC Approved 05106 

Case 2:19-cv-09140   Document 1-2   Filed 10/23/19   Page 22 of 41   Page ID #:46



VOLUNTARY EFFICIENT LITIGATION STIPULATIONS 

~. 
Superior Court of California 
County of Los Angeles 

IN 
Consumer Attorneys 
Association of Los Angeles 

The Early Organizational Meeting Stipulation, Discovery 

Resolution Stipulation, and Motions in Limine Stipulation are 

voluntary stipulations entered into by the parties. The parties 

may enter into one, two, or all three of the stipulations; 

however, they may not alter the stipulations as written, 

because the Court wants to ensure uniformity of application. 

These stipulations are meant to encourage cooperation 

between the parties and to assist in resolving issues in a 

manner that promotes economic case resolution and judicial 

efficiency. 

The following organizations endorse the goal of 

promoting efficiency in litigation and ask that counsel 

consider using these stipulations as a voluntary way to 

promote communications and procedures among counsel 

and with the court to fairly resolve issues in their cases. 

Los Angeles County 
Bar Assoclation 
Litigation Section 

Los Angeles County 
Bar Association Labor and 
Employment Law Section 

♦Los Angeles County Bar Association Litigation Section♦ 
Southern Califomia 
Defense Counsel 

,MO(~~~OI~aI*/N)fr~  

Assocj/Ni•,a711,rti'/■o■}4n■1~.of 
Business Trial Lawyers 

♦ Los Angeles County Bar Association 

Labor and Employment Law Section♦ 

♦Consumer Attorneys Association of Los Angeles♦ 

♦Southern California Defense Counsel♦ 

♦Association of Business Trial Lawyers♦ 

California Employment 
Lawyers Association 

LACIV 230 (NEVV) 
LASC Approved 4-11 
For Qptional Use 

♦California Employment Lawyers Association♦ 
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NAAdE AND ADDRE38OF ATTORNEY ORPARTY WITHOU7AT7ORNEY: STATE BAR NUMBER Rnmed fw CJaKa Fie Btnmp 

TELEPHONE NO.: FAX NO. (Optfonal): 
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optional): 

ATTORNEY FOR Name : 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
COURTHOUSEADDRESS: 

PLAINTIFF: 

DEFENDANT: 

CASE NUMBER: 

STIPULATION — EARLY ORGANIZATIONAL IVIEETING 

This stipulation is intended to encourage cooperation among the parties at an early stage in 
the litigation and to assist the parties in efficient case resolution. 

The parties agree that: 

1. The parties commit to conduct an initial conference (in-person or via teleconference or via 
videoconference) within 15 days from the date this stipulation is signed, to discuss and consider 
whether there can be agreement on the following: 

a. Are motions to chalfenge the pleadings necessary? If the issue can be resolved by 
amendment as of right, or if the Court would allow leave to amend, could an amended 
Cgn'tplaint recntve mnst nr all nf thc iss(.fes a demL'rrer might OtherL`JiSe raise? If s^v, t,ie pariles 
agree to work through pleading issues so that a demurrer need only raise issues they cannot 
resolve. Is the issue that the defendant seeks to raise amenable to resolution on demurrer, or . 
would some other type of motion be preferable? Could a voluntary targeted exchange of 
documents or information by any party cure an uncertainty in the pleadings? 

b. Initiaf mutual exchanges of documents at the °core" of the litigation. (For example, in an 
employment case, the employment records, personnel file and documents relating to the 
conduct in question could be considered "core." In a personal injury case, an incident or 
police report, medical records, and repair or maintenance records could be considered 
"core."); 

c. Exchange of names and contact information of witnesses; 

d. Any insurance agreement that may be available to satisfy part or ail of a judgment, or to 
indemnify or reimburse for payments made to satisfy a judgment; 

e. Exchange of any other information that might be helpful to faciiitate understanding, handiing, 
or resolution of the case in a manner that preserves objections or privifeges by agreement; 

f. Controiling issues of law that, if resolved early, will promote efficiency and economy in other 
phases of the case. Also, when and how such issues can be presented to the Court; 

g. Whether or when the case should be scheduled with a settlement officer, what discovery or 
court ruling on legal issues is reasonably required to make settlement discussions meaningful, 
and whether the parties wish to use a sitting judge or a private mediator or other options as 

LACIV 229 (Rev 02115) 
LAscApprovedoant STIPULATION — EARLY ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING 
For Optional Use Page 1 of 2 
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SHORTTITLE: CASENUMBER: 

discussed in the "Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) Information Package" served with the 
complaint; 

h. Computation of damages, including documents, not privileged or protected from disclosure, on 
which such computation is based; 

i. Whether the case is suitable for the Expedited Jury Trial procedures (see information at 
www.lacourt.org  under "Civil" and then under "General Information"). 

2. The time for a defending party to respond to a complaint or cross-complaint will be extended 
to for the complaint, and for the cross- 

(INSERT DATE) (INSERT DATE) 
complaint, which is comprised of the 30 days to respond under Government Code § 68616(b), 
and the 30 days permitted by Code of Civil Procedure section 1054(a), good cause having 
been found by the Civil Supervising Judge due to the case management benefits provided by 
this Stipulation. A copy of the General Order can be found at www.lacoun` org under "CiviP', 
click on "General Infonnation", then click on "Voluntary Efficient Litigation Stipulations". 

3. The parties will prepare a joint report titled "Joint Status Report Pursuant to Initial Conference 
and Early Organizational Meeting Stipulation, and if desired, a proposed order summarizing 
results of their meet and confer and advising the Court of any way it may assist the parties' 
efficient conduct or resolution of the case. The parties shall attach the Joint Status Report to 
the Case Management Conference statement, and file the documents when the CMC 
statement is due. 

References to "days" mean caiendar days, unless otherwise noted. If the date for performing 
any act pursuant to this stipulation falls on a Saturday, Sunday or Court holiday, then the time 
for performing that act shall be extended to the next Court day 

The following parties stipulate: 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
Date; 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME)  
Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

`r 

(ATTORNEY FOR PIAINTIFF) 

~ 

(ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 

i- 
(ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 

~ 

(ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 

~ 

(ATTORNEY FOR ) 

> 

(ATTORNEY FOR ) 

~ 

(ATTORNEY FOR ) 

LACIV 229 (Rev 02/15) STIPULATION — EARLY,ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING LASC Approved 04/11 Page 2 of 2 
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NAME AHD ADDRESS OF AITORNEY CR PARTY 1MTHOUT AITORNEY: STATE BAR Nl1MBER Re.arved fa Clerk'. Fik Stnmp 

TELEPHONE NO.: FAX NO. (Optional): 
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optional): 

ATTORNEYFOR ame: 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
COURTHOUSEADDRESS: 

PLAINTIFF: 

DEFENDANT: 

CASE Nl1MBER:  

STIPULATION — DISCOVERY RESOLUTION 

This stipulation is intended to provide a fast and informal resolution of discovery issues 
through limited paperwork and an informal conference with the Court to aid in the 
resolution of the issues. 

The parties agree that: 

1. Prior to the discovery cut-off in this action, no discovery motion shall be filed or heard unless 
the moving party first makes a written request for an Informal Discovery Conference pursuant 
to the terms of this stipulation. 

2. At the Informal Discovery Conference the Court will consider the dispute presented by parties 
and determine whether it can be resolved informally, Nothing set forth herein will preclude a 
paiy from making a record at the conciusion of an Informai Discovery Conference, either 
orally or in writing. 

3. Following a reasonable and good faith atternpt at an informal resolution of each issue to be 
presented, a party may request an Informal Discovery Conference pursuant to the following 
procedures: 

a. The party requesting the Informal Discovery Conference will: 

i. File a Request for Informal Discovery Conference with the clerk's office on the 
approved form (copy attached) and deliver a courtesy, conformed copy to the 

--------------assigned-department; -- - ------- - 

ii. Include a brief summary of the dispute and specify the relief requested; and 

iii. Serve the opposing party pursuant to any authorized or agreed method of service 
that ensures that the opposing party receives the Request for Informal Discovery 
Conference no later than the next court day following the filing. 

b. Any Answer to a Request for Informal Discovery Conference must: 

i. Also be filed on the approved form (copy attached); 

ii. Include a brief summary of why the requested relief should be denied; 

L.ACIV 036 (new) 
LASCApproved 04/11 STIPULATION — DISCOVERY RESOLUTION 
For Optional Use Page 1 of 3 
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SNORT TITLE: C0.4E NUMBER: 

iii. Be filed within two (2) court days of receipt of the Request; and 

iv. Be served on the opposing party pursuant to any authorized or agreed upon 
method of service that ensures that the opposing party receives the Answer no 
later than the next court day following the filing. 

c. No other pleadings, including but not limited to exhibits, declarations, or attachments, will 
be accepted. 

d. If the Court has not granted or denied the Request for Informal Discovery Conference 
within ten (10) days following the filing of the Request, then it shall be deemed to have 
been denied. If the Court acts on the Request, the parties will be notified whether the 
Request for Informal Discovery Conference has been granted or denied and, if granted, 
the date and time of the Informal Discovery Conference, which must be within twenty (20) 
days of the filing of the Request for Informal Discovery Conference. 

e. If the conference is not held within twenty (20) days of the filing of -the Request for 
Informal Discovery Conference, unless extended by agreement of the parties and the 
Court, then the Request for the Informal Discovery Conference shall be deemed to have 
been denied at that time. 

4. lf (a) the Court has denied a conference or (b) one of the time deadlines above has expired 
without the Court having acted or (c) the Informal Discovery Conference is concluded without 
resolving the dispute, then a party may fiie a discovery motion to address unresolved issues. 

5. T he parties hereby further agree that the time for making a motion to compel or other 
discovery motion is tolled from the date of filing of the Request for lnformal Discovery 
Conference until (a) the request is denied or deemed denied or (b) twenty (20) days after the 
filing of the Request for Informal Discovery Conference, whichever is earlier, unless extended 
by Order of the Court. 

It is the understanding and intent of the parties that this stipulation shall, for each discovery 
dispute to which it applies, constitute a writing memorializing a"specific later date to which 
the propounding [or demanding or requesting] party and the responding party have agreed in 
writing," within the meaning of Code Civil Procedure sections 2030.300(c), 2031.320(c), and 
2033.290(c). 

6. Nothing herein will preclude any party from applying ex parte for appropriate relief, including 
an order shortening time for a motion to be heard concerning discovery. 

7. Any party may terminate this stipulation by giving twenty-one (21) days notice of intent to 
terminate the stipulation. 

S. References to "days" mean calendar days, unless otherwise noted. If the.date for performing 
any act pursuant to this stipulation fails on a Saturday, Sunday or Court holiday, then the time 
for performing that act shall be extended to the next Court day. 

LACIV 036 (new) 
LAscApprovedo4/11 STIPULATION — DISCOVERY RESOLUTION 
For OpGonal Use Page 2 of 3 

Case 2:19-cv-09140   Document 1-2   Filed 10/23/19   Page 27 of 41   Page ID #:51



iHORT TRLE CASE NUMBER: 

The following parties stipulate: 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT 

a 

(ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF) 

➢  

(ATTORNEY FOR QEFENDANT) 

➢ •  

(AT70RNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 

➢ 

(ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 

➢ 

(ATTORNEY FOR  __ 1 

> 

(ATTORNEY FOR 1  

➢ 

(ATTORNEY FOR 1 

(J1CIV 036 (new) 
LASC Approved 04/11 STIPULATION — DISCOVERY RESOLUTION 
For Optional Use Page 3 of 3 
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NAME AND ADDRESS OF ATTORNEY OR PARTY WfTMOUT ATTORNEY: I S7ATE BAR NUMBER I Reeerved kr Gak'n FJe Stamp 

TELEPHONE NO.: FAX NO. (Optionai): 
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optional): 

ATTORNEY FOR Name : 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

PLAINTIFF: 

~ INFORMAL DISCOVERY CONFERENCE  
(pursuant to the Discovery Resolution Stipulation of the parties) 

1. This document relates to: 

❑ Request for Informal Discovery Conference 
❑ Answer to Request for Informal Discovery Conference 

2. Deadline for Court to decide on Request: (insert date 10 calendar days fouowing sling of 
the Request). 

3. Deadline for Court to hold Informal Discovery Conference: (insert date zo calendar 
days following filing of the Request). 

~ 4. For a Request for Informal Discovery Conference, briefly describe the nature of the 
discovery dispute, inciuding the facts and legal arguments at issue. For an Answer to 
Request for Informal Discovery Conference, briefly describe why the Court should deny 
the requested discovery, including the facts and legal arguments at issue. 

~ 
i 1  

IAclvos4(new) INFORMAL DISCOVERY CONFERENCE 
LASC Approved 04/11  
For Optional Use (pursuant to the Discovery Resolutiori Stipulation of the parties) 
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NAAIE AND ADDRE53 OF AT70RNEY OR PARTY IM1RrHOUT AITORNEY: STATE BAR NUMBER Reserved for tlerk'n F➢a Snmp 

TELEPHONE NO.: FAX NO. (Optional): 
E-MAII ADORESS (Optional): 

ATTORNEY FOR Name : 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
COURTHOUSEADDRESS: 

PLAINTIFF: 

DEFENDANT: 

CASE NUMBER: 

STIPULATION AND ORDER — MOTIONS IN LIMINE 

This stipulation is intended to provide fast and informal resolution of evidentiary 
issues through diligent efforts to define and discuss such issues and limit paperwork. 

The parties agree that: 

1. At least days before the €inal status conference, each party will provide all other 
parties with a list containing a one paragraph explanation of each proposed motion in 
limine. Each one paragraph explanation must identify the substance of a single proposed 
motion in limine and the grounds for the proposed motior.. 

2. The parties thereafter will meet and confer, either in person or via teleconference or 
videoconference, concerning all proposed motions in limine. In that meet and confer, the 
parties will determine: 

Whether the parties can stipulate to any of the proposed motions. If the parties so 
stipulate, they may file a stipulation and proposed order with the Court. 

b. Whether any of the proposed motions can be briefed and submitted by means of a 
short joint statement of issues. For each motion which can be addressed by a short 

_joint statement_of_'i_ssues,_a_short-joint-statement-of-issues-must-be-filed-with-the-Court--  
--- 10 days prior to the final status conference. Each side's portion of the short joint 

statement of issues may not exceed three pages. The parties will meet and confer to 
agree on a date and manner' for exchanging the parties' respective portions of the 
short joint statement of issues and the process for filing the short joint statement of 
issues. 

3. AII proposed motions in limine that are not either the subject of a stipulation or briefed via 
a short joint statement of issues will be briefed and fiied in accordance with the California 
Rules of Court and the Los Angeles Superior Court Rules. 

LACIV 075 (new) 
LASC Approved 04/11 STIPULATION AND ORDER — MOTIONS IN LIMINE 
For Optional Use Page 1 of 2 
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SMORTTRLE: CASENUMBER: 

The following parties stipulate: 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME). 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

THE COURT SO ORDERS. 

Date: 

C~, 

(ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF) 

➢ 

(ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 

➢ 

(ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 

➢ 

(ATfORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 

> 

(ATTORNEY FOR ) 

➢ 

(ATTORNEY FOR } 

> 
(ATTORNEY FOR } 

JUDICIAL OFFICER 

~s~ 075 (new) STiPULATION AND ORDER — MOTIONS IN LIMINE Approved 04/11 Page 2 of 2 
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Super'lOr Court of Californi'a, Coubty of Los Angele.s 

ALTERNATIVE 015PUTE".RESOLUTi6k (4, 

ATi R INFN Nri N" PACKAGE 

EPVE THIS ADR INFORN1ATIO NTIFF rvlu N~PAUAGE ON EACH PARTY WITH THE COMPLAINT. 

_ , ADR.ir*-f cRoss-comPLAINANITS ITIU ,5 t sti v e 
t 
 h i's 1 &mation i,,,wcd tri tiie action 

Whai isAD 

-ADR hefps P'eople fi - 4d soluMpris.t.6 their legal disputes withbut going to trial, The Mairi types of ADR are ne 0 iat' 

mediation, arbitration. zind siettiement con fereAzes. When ADR is done by phone or computer, it may he talled Online 

Dispute,kesolution. (0DPQ. These "alternatives" to litigation and trial are described below. 

Advantages ofADLR 

io SiaVes Time.,  AOR iS fa5terthan gping.to  trial. 

• Saves M . oh0y,.P!.rt iescan save-qrf.t6drtcosts;  attorney!s fees And witness fees. 

• k - 6eps Control with, ihee pairfles: Parties choose their ADR prorcessarid'provider-forvoluntar..yADR*. 

ADR is, done,  outside the courtroorn, in private-  offices, by phon.e or orrliAt. 

Disadvantage5 of.-ADR. 

• Costs: IfIfie parties do not.res.olve their dispute,,they. niay have to pay for ADR,  and-litigaticin and trial. 

• No Public Trial -.,ADR doe,s notprovide a ptiblic t.rial ora decision by ajudge orjuN. 

Main Types.of.ADR.- 

1. Negotiation: Rartlesoften t'alk with each other'iti person, or by phione. a r oij line about resolving their case.with a 

settlement agre0merytinstead of a-teial. if th-e parties have (awyers, they will necrotiate for their clients. 

2. Mediation-, In mediation,, a. neutra["media.tor" 
- 
listeiis to each person's concern5, helps them evalQate tho-

strerigths and weakne8ses of their.case, and works with them.to-try to create a settletnent agreement.that Is-

acceptable to all. Mediators do, H.Qt decide the outcome. Pafrties may go to trial if they decide not- to:settle, 

Mediation may,beapptopriate when ihe parties 

want to work out 8 so[utj,on but rieed help frbrri a neutral person, 

ib have -comrnunicat-iot.i. pToblems or strong qrnotiqns that interfera with resolution.. 

Mediation: m. ay not be appeopelate when t-fie parties 

want a public-triafl and wonta judge or juri-to decide. the. outconie. 

• lack equal bargaining po%*,ver,or have a histoty.of physica,l/emotional abuse. 

LASCI. 
LA5C CiV271 NEW 03/119 
.For Nlafida' .,y U-se 
California: Rules of Cotsm, ruig 3,221 
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4Y ; ~~ a3 i s,:..:~,..:.~'.: i aw r •-~,r...~ ~-s ..rec= .-r.rc4~`d"'v'~  
~ ~,.~•,~',k-~'~•~'`i.~z ~~~ H°,;~~or*ia .~r

,
~n~~e~mec7r~o,n,m'~~.fas`~~4nge e C~Un,•~ty1 r. 

 ,~ r  

~ediaUon for clvll cases t~ry Frsvo~una a nd prtres r arjseled any medlatorthey wl' h Optlgns mclude r ~ , ~ v ~ s: 

a The Gtnl Med r atron Uendor Resource lrst ~ 
` Part~2s mayy contact`xhese organ¢ations to request,a Resource Gst Medlatron for reduced costpr 

•„ ..  
s free (for selected`cases) rnetlratlon m person orwath ~DR (by phone oconlme} 

<  
_ 

• JAMS, Inc Case Manager (213) 2539776 mtlawson@tarnsadr'com  
~ d 

r ; • Medratlon:Centerof i o5 Angeles Case Manager' (833y 47, ~~45 mfo rriediationLA=t)fQ ; : 

These orgarirzations caqnotaccepz  every~e and they may decline cases at their dlscretion 
~'i' 3x :.,. ~:i4.'~`ars ..:.,x, s 1/Isrt ~vw~v lacaurtor~)~10R~es~s`kifo~mp~ttanttrtf~~atlon and FAQs before coniactingthem 

' L S•ie'.P. N d,F ~~ r, 'sy 3C•,y' i.. t,. ~ . 
~lOTE Thlsservlcesis' notayara fefor' liy"aay7~protiate orsmail ciaims 

~ h Los An eles Counf Dis ute'Resolutl6n Pro rams  g Y p g ~c 

tEas Y~wdecs lacot~ntv soyl~roerattisfiftii~  S~ r "  
."'r~ R~~M r~ ii ",r ~ , . . , .yyy, L vi •C2 "y 4 a...r~' =-4 , ~.4y~t-.•aS,' yi~ r.. a. r,..~~~~;!:.•...~ree,•d~y-;of-`tnal medlatioa~at.t~ae~chur#house for sri~af{°rlaifr s uhCawfuT det2un'~'~rs~>eva ~'~or~s~~ 

.. ~ . ~ ~ =" < ~ r ^ ~ p ~'• M. tig, .,. :k~.: •.~~; ~;.._,,.~, a`'~~r 4{<r 
~•7~':5,, .~~ Und; atrt})e~tariley fvfos)t~ourt}~ obse flmlted'clvll No_a oantEnetit ieeded  

. ..4 • , "r- .._ ...~.a5's:;; 
 

~~F~ ~f  ~~~v~Fo~ ODR b°  hone or com uter. or,srriafl claims or urrla r Y~~r!  ~ ~y ~ ~S  Y P. A f wfui de arnerr  evrctlon cases.before the 
F• ,,,,Y:+tr ~•ri5~ r~'~;itl+',.,t.'-  ,~ ' r i ji Yr i 

~~.~~'`„~~,~,`~•~ ' day;o,t~tnal•,;~isit ~ _ ~ _ 
~ 

,~ ~ s.., - •  
.'htto:~/irvfNdir:tacourt:orejdrvrsfcin/smallcla~ms/1;df/Onlinef7rsQuteResolutlonFiver-EngSpan.pdf „ ::.....:;._:•:..•; , ... . . , . . . .: . . .~. < .. . _ < .,..... .~ . . . .. .,.. . .  

',•.'•.:` :~.. -.., . :•. ~: : '• : `;~.~:n;sY~.;;:.;..~, 

=NlediatorsandAilR arid.Barorianizations tFiat ptovide medlatlon may be found on the internet ` , :~>:.;.~ ' ~,~ • ~ 
: .x;~-. •; , ~ 

.3. Arbitration: Arbitra'tion is less farmal than triaf, but like trial, #1ie parfies present evidente and arguments to the 
person' who decides the outcorrte. In "binding!' arbitratiorti,. the arbitratorS d-ecision is: final; there is no right Eo 

'trial. In `~nonbinding" arbitratiori, arty parEy can request a.tr;al after the arbitrafor's decision. For rriore 
inEormation about arliitration, visit http:llwww.courts-ca..Pov/0-roigrams-a-._dr.htm 

4.. Maridatory Settlement,Conferences (MSC): M56' are ordered by the Co.urt and' are often hel.d ciose to the tria) 
date. The partfes. and theii attorneys meet with a judge tir se:ttiement officer who does not make a decision but 
assists the parties in evaivating the steengtbs: and-weaknes5es df the case arid in negotiating a set4lement. 
For information about the Court's MSC p.rograms'fo'r civil.cases, visit:.wvn,v.lacourt.orefdivision/civil/settlernent 

Los Angeles Superior Court ADR website; www.lacdurt.org/divisioh/tiaril/settiement  
FQr general informa:tPon. and videos; about.aDR, visit tittp://u►ww.courts.ca.jovf programs-adr.htrn 

LASC2 
l,WSC CtV 271 NEw 03;19 
Fo; MOndatcry Jse 
Califorala Rutes ofCoCr;, rule 3.221 
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SEP 17 2011 

Sherri R. Garter, Lxecu'tIvr- (Aficer/Clerk 

By Pleli M. Raya, Deputy 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

CENTRAL DISTRICT 

Case No. 19STCV32164 

Keefe Ferrandini Plaintiff 
CLASS ACTION INITIAL STATUS 

vs. CONFERENCE ORDER 

Case Assigned for All Purposes to 

Blue Apron, LLC Defendant Judge Yvette M. Palazuelos 

Department: 9 
Date: November 15, 2019 
Time: 10:00 a.m. 

This case has been assigned for all pui-poses to Judge Yvette M. Palaziielos in the Complex 

Litigation Program. An Initial Status Conference is set for November 15, 2019 at 10:00 a.m., in 

Department 9located in the Spring Street Couirthouse, at United States District Court, at 312 N. 

Spring Street, Los Angeles, California 90012. Counsel for all the parties are ordered to attend. 

The Court orders counsel to prepare for the Initial Status Conference by identifying and 

discussing the central legal and factual issues in the case. Counsel for plaintiff is ordered to 

initiate contact with counsel for defense to begin this process. Counsel then must negotiate and 

agree, as possible, on a case management plan. To this end, counsel must file a Joint Initial Status 

Coiiference Class Action Response Statement ten (10) court days (provide a conformed courtesy 

copy DIRECTLY in Department 9) before the Initial Status Conference. The Joint Response 

INITIAL STATUS CONFERENCE ORDER 
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1 
I Statement must be filed on line-numbered pleading paper and must specifically answer each of the 

2 ~ below-numbered questions. Do not the use the Judicial Council Form CM-110 (Case Management 

3 I Statement) for this purpose. 

4 fl. PARTIES AND COUNSEL: Please list all presently-named class representatives and 

5 I presently-named defendants, together with all counsel of record, including counsel's contact and 

6 
email information. 

7 

8 
2. POTENTIAL ADDITIONAL PARTIES: Does any plaintiff presently intend to add 

9 
more class representatives? If so, and if known, by what date and by what name? Does any 

10 plaintiff presently intend to name more defendants? If so, and if known, by what date and by what 

11 name? Does any appearing defendant presently intend to file a cross-complaint? If so, who will 

12 be named. 

13' 3. IMPROPERLY NAMED DEFENDANT(S): If the complaint names the wrong 

14 
person or entity, please explain. 

15 

16 
4. ADEQUACY OF PROPOSED CLASS REPRESENTATIVE(S): If any party 

17 believes one or more named plaintiffs might not be an adequate class representative, please 

18 explain. No prejudice will attach to these responses. 

19 5. ESTIMATED CLASS SIZE: Please discuss and indicate the estimated class size. 

20 6. OTHER ACTIONS WITH OVERLAPPING CLASS DEFINITIONS: Please list 

21 
other cases with overlapping class definitions. Please identify the court, the short caption title, the 

22 
docket number, and the case status. 

23 

24 
7. POTENTIALLY RELEVANT ARBITRATION AND/OR CLASS ACTION 

25 WAIVER CLAUSES: Please include a sample of any clause of this sort. Opposing parties must 

26 summarize their views on this issue. 

27 S. POTENTIAL EARLY CRUCIAL MOTIONS: Opposing counsel are to identify and 

28 
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=I 

1 
describe the significant core issues in the case. Counsel then are to identify efficient ways to 

2 resolve those issues. The vehicles include: 

3 ® Early motions in limine, 

4 IM Early motions about particular jury instructions, 

5 ® Demurrers, 

6 
■ Motions to strike, 

7 

8 
■ Motions for judgment on the pleadings, and 

9 
■ Motions for summary judgment and summary adjudication. 

10 9. CLASS CONTACT INFORMATION: Does plaintiff need class contact information 

11 from the defendant's records? If so, do the parties consent to an "opt-out" notice process (as 

12 approved in Belaii-e-West Landsccrpe, bic. v. Sciperiot• Cotitrt (2007) 149 Ca1.App.4 h̀  554, 561) to 

13 
precede defense delivery of this information to plaintiff's counsel? If the parties agree on the 

14 
notice process, who should pay for it? Should there be a third-party administrator? 

15 

16 
10. PROTECTIVE ORDERS: Parties considering an order to protect confidential 

17 I information from general disclosure should begin with the model protective orders found on the 

18 I Los Angeles Superior Court Website under "Civil Tools for Litigators." 

19 11. DISCOVERY: Please discuss discovery. Do the parties agree on a plan? If not, can 

20 the parties negotiate a compromise? At minimum, please summarize each side's views on 

21 
discovery. The Court generally allows discovery on matters relevant to class certification, which 

22 

23 
(depending on circumstances) may include factual issues also touching the merits. The Court 

24 
generally does not permit extensive or expensive discovery relevant only to the merits (for 

25 example, detailed damages discovery) unless a persuasive showing establishes early need. If any 

26 party seeks discovery from absent class members, please estimate how many, and also state the 

27 

28 
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1 parties cannot agree, the Court will select the vendor at the Initial Status Conference. Electronic 

2 service is not the same as electronic filing. Only traditional methods of filing by physical delivery 

3 of original papers or by fax filing are presently acceptable. 

4 Igeminder When Seeking To Disniiss ®r T® ®btain Settlegnent Appr®vaflo 

5 "A dismissal of an entire class action, or of any party or cause of action in a class action, 

6 
requires Court approval ... Requests for dismissal must be accompanied by a declaration setting 

7 
8 forth the facts on which the party relies. The declaration must clearly state whether consideration, 

9 direct or indirect, is being given for the dismissal and must describe the consideration in detail.s2  

10 If the parties have settled the class action, that too will require judicial approval based on a noticed 

11 motion (although it may be possible to shorten time by consent for good cause shown). 

12 pending further order of this Court, and except as otherwise provided in this Initial Status 

13 
Conference Order,  these proceediyzQs are stayed in tizeir eiztirety.  This stay shall preclude the 

14 
filing of any answer, demuirer, motion to strike, or motions challenging the jurisdiction of the 

15 

16 
Court. However, any defendant may file a Notice of Appearance for purposes of identification of 

17 counsel and preparation of a sei-vice list. The filing of such a Notice of Appearance shall be 

18 without prejudice to any challenge to the jurisdiction of the Court, substantive or procedural 

19 challenges to the Complaint, without prejudice to any affirmative defense, and without prejudice 

20 to the filing of any cross-complaint in this action. This stay is issued to assist the Court and the 

21 
parties in managing this "complex" case through the development of an orderly schedule for 

22 
briefing and hearings on procedural and substantive challenges to the complaint and other issues 

23 

24 
that may assist in the orderly management of these cases. This stay shall not preclude the parties 

25 from informally exchanging documents that may assist in their initial evaluation of the issues 

26 

27 2 California Rule of Court, Rule 3.770(a) 

28 
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1 presented in this case, however shall stay all outstanding discovery requests. 

2 Plaintiff's counsel is directed to serve a copy of this Initial Status Conference Order on 

3 counsel for all parties, or if counsel has not been identified, on all parties, within five (5) days of 

4 service of this order. If any defendant has not been served in this action, service is to be completed 

5 within twenty (20) days of the date of this order. 

6 
Dated: September 17, 2019 

7 DAV@D S. CUNNUMHAM  10J  

g Judge David S. Cunningham, III 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

- 20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 
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SUPEREOR COURT OF CALBFORNIA 
C0UNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

COURTHOUSE ADDRESS: 

Spring Street Courthouse 
312 North Spring Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012 

PLAINTIFFIPETITIONER: 

Keefe Ferrandini 

DE FEN DANT/RES PON DENT: 

Blue Apron, LLC 

Reserved for Clerk's File Slamp 

FILE® 
`~Jl1pHrpJr Court of "Worrli7 

COunlyol Ws.Artcp=as 

09/171201 9 
..::.1:'.-,_4i=;:v.. : Ciq.ac4f<~57:1'J 

Nijki R:~yf7  

CASE NUMBER: 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 19STCV32164 

1, the below-named Executive Officer/Clerk of the above-entitled court, do hereby certify that I am not a 
party to the cause herein, and that on this date I served the Minute Order (Court Order re: setting Initial 
Status Conference) of 0911712019, Initial Status Conference Order upon each party or counsel named 
below by placing the document for collection and mailing so as to cause it to be deposited in the United 
States mail at the courthouse in Los Angeles, California, one copy of the original filedlentered herein in a 
separate sealed envelope to each address as shown below with the postage thereon fully prepaid,-in 
accordance with standard court practices. 

Joshua H. Haffner j 
Haffner Law PC 
445 S. Figueroa St.  
Suite 2625 i 
Los Angeles, CA 90071  

Sherri R. Carter, Executive Officer / Clerk of Court 

Dated: 09/17/2019 By: Neli Raya 
Deputy Clerk 
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SUPERllOR COUIlOT `Ll'F `i..!-ULAH`V'A@NllAy H..fly'4VNT II Oif EIJOS tl\NGEL1`LS 
Civil ®ivision 

Central District, Spring Street Courthouse, Departnlent 9 

19STCV32164 September 17, 2019 
ICEErE F Cl2RANDINI vs BLUE AI'RON, >I.,I.,C 8:36 AM 

.ludge: I lonorable David S. Cu111llllglla111 CSR: None 
Judicial Assistatlt: Neli Raya CRM: None 
Courtroom Assistant: Nonc Deputy Slieriff: None 

APPEARANCCS: 

For Plaintiff(s): No Appearances 

For Defendant(s): No Appearances 

NATUR.E OF I'1ZOCEEDINGS: Court Order re: setting [nitial Status Conference 

By this order, the Court determines this case to be Complex according to Rule 3.400 of the 
California Rules ofCourt. The Clerk's O[iice has randomly assigned this case to this depat•tment 
for all purposcs. 

By this order, tile Court stays the case, except for set•vice ofi the Stimmons and Complaint. The 
stay continucs at lcast until the Initial Status Confercnce, Initial Status Conferencc is set for 
1 1/15/19 at 10:00 AM in this department. At least 10 days prior to the lnitial Status Conference, 
coutlsel for all parties must discuss the issues set forth in the Initial Status Conference Order 
issued this datc. The Initial Status Conferencc Ordcr is to llelp the Court and thc parties manage 
this complex case by developing an ordel•ly scliedule for briefing, discovery, and court hearings. 
The parties are informally encouraged to exchange docunlents and infornlation as may be useful 
for case evaluatioti. 

Responsivc pleadings shall rlot be Piled until further Order of the Court. Parties must file a Notice 
of Appearance in lieu of an Answer or other responsive pleading. The filing of a Notice of 
Appearance shall not constitute a waiver of any substantive or procedtiral challenge to the 
Conlplaint. Nothing in this orcler stays the time for tiling an Affidavit of Prejudice puzsuant to 
Code of Civil Proccdure Section 170.6. 

Counsel are directed to access the following link for informatiotl on procedures in the Complex 
litigation Program courtrooms: http://www.lacourt.org/division/civil/C[0037.aspx  

Piu-suant to Government Code Sections 70616(a) and 70616(b), a single complex fee of one 
thousand dollars ($1,000.00) nnist be paid on behalf of all plaintiffs. For defendants, a coniplex 
fee of one thousatid dollars ($1,000.00) niust be paid for each defendant, intervenor, respondent 
or adverse party, not to exceed, for each separate case number, a total of eigllteen thousand 
dollars ($18,000.00), collccted from all defendants, intervenors, respondents, or adverse parties. 

Mi.lzute Order Pagc 1 of 2 
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SUPER9OR CO@JRT O1<' CAILIFORIYflA, COiUNTY OF )LOS ANGELES 
Civil Divi§ion 

Cent►•al District, Sprinb Street Courthouse, Department 9 

19STCV32164 Scptcmbcr 17, 2019 
IKCErLi F I;RRtONi)I1v1I vs BI.,UDJ AP'ROI!', LLC 8:36 AM 

Judge: I lonorable David S. Cunningham CSR: None 
Judicial Assistant: Neli Raya CRM: None 
C-otu-troom Assistant: None Deputy Sheriff: Nonc 

A11 such fces arc ordered to bc paid to Los Angeles Si►perios• Court, within 10 days of serviee of 
this order. 

The plaintiff must serve a copy of this minute order and thc attached Initial Status Conference 
Order on all parties fortliwitli and filc a Proof of Sci-vicc in this department within 5 days of 
se►•vice. Certilicate ol'Mailing is attached. 
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